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bill in the interest of fraternal society and college journals—to
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. -

Br. Mr, HERMANN: Memorial from the Chamber of Com-
merce of Astoria, Orogon, for lighting the entrance to Colum-
bia River, in Oregon—to the Committea on Interstate and For-
eign Commorce.

y Mr. HARMER: Memorial to Congress adopted by the
Preachors' Meeting of the Methodist Episcopal Churchesof Phil-
adelphia, Pa., in favor of the employment ol clergymen to act
ns chaplains at all army posts whore there is no regular chap-
lain—to the Commititee on Alﬂipropriati.ons.

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: Remonstrance of Lutheran
churches at Otto and Litile Valley, N. ¥., against proposed
amendment to preamble of the Constitution—fo the Commiltee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. LINTON: Petition of the Saginaw Ministorial Aszoci-
ation, f:woringi the appointment of a chaplain at ench military
post of the United States, and asking that clergymen be 50 em-
ployed at a salary not fo oxeeed 81,600 per annum—to the Com-
mittee on Military Aflairs.

By Mr. McCALL: Resolutions of the Wholesale Grocers' As-
gociation, in favor of the passage of the Torrey bankruptey bill—
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, protest of the officers of the Bosion Five-Cent Savings
Bank, ngainst a tax of 2 per cent on the capital stock of savings
banks—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: Petition from Madison, Clarks, and
Hooper, Nebr., against the income tax of the Wilson bill on in-
comes of mutual loan and building associations—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of R. J. Long, editor of the Amer-
jcan Citizen, Boston, Magss., protesting :E‘:Iinst. increasing the
rate of postage on books pu ed in se form—to the Com-
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, pelition of the Boston Wholesale Grocers' Association,
asking for the of the Torrey bankruptey bill—to the
Committee on the Ju 1cia.r§.

| By Mr. NORTHWAY: Three petitions: Of Curtis Koon, H.
Martin, and Frank Corl, and 85 others, of Mogadore, Summit
County; J. W. Gould and 39 others, of Andover, Ashtabula
Count.{ and A. F'. Spettlor and 143 others, of Green Township,
Sumim £ County, all of Ohio, ying for the pas of Hon.
WILLIAM A. STONE'S bill, H. R. (246—to the Committeo on Im-

ration and Naturalization.

y Mr., SIPE: Petition of 100 citizens of West Elizabeth and
vicinity, Allegheny County, Pa., praying for the passage of the
bills known ns the Coxey bills, relating to the construection of
roads throughout the United States and the issuing of noninter-
eat-bearln‘i Tnited States notes—to the Committee on the Re-
vision of the Laws. s diE

By Mr. WISE: Two petitions of citizens of Virginia, to au-
thorize the reception In the mailsas second-class matter of peri-
odical publications issued by benevolent or fraternal socletios—
to the F)ommittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

SENATE.
WEDNESDAY, May 16, 1894,

The Senate met ut 11 o'clock o. m.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's
proceedings, when, on motion of Mr, TELLER, and by unanimous
consent, the [urther reading was dispensed with.

HEIES OF BELIZABETH TOWNSEND.

The bill {IL R. (0975) for the reliel of the heirs of Elizabeth
Townsend was read twiee by its title.

Mr. TELLER. Tha{ is an exact duplicate of a bill which
passed the Senate n few days ago. It is a House bill, and [ ask
the unanimous consent that it may be considered.

By unanimous consent, the Senste, as in Committes of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

Tho bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
derzd to o third reading, read the third time, and passed.

. Mr. TELLER. I move that the Houseof Representatives be
requested to return to the Senate the bill (5. 1983) for the relief
of the heirs of Elizubeth Townsend, decoeased.

The motion was ngreed to.

DES MOINES RIVER LANDS.
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
from the Becretary of the Interior, transmitting, in accord-
ance with the provisions of the sundry civil appropriation act
of harch 3, 1803, to enable the Secretary of the Interior {o ascer-
tain what persons made entry of lands within the limits of the
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so-called Des Moines River land grant for the improvement of

the navigation of the Des Moines River, Iowa, the date of such

%ntry, etc., a report on this work by Special Agent Robert L.
aroer.

Mr. ALLISON. That is an important communication loeally
to the people of Iowa. I move that the letter of the Secrefar
of the Interior and accompanying papersbe printed and refamg
to the Committee on Public Lands.

The motion was agreed to.

FENDERS ON DISTRICT STREET BAILWAYS.

The VICE-PRESIDENT lnid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, in re-
sponse to a resolution of the Senate of the 11th instant, giving
as their opinion thatall street railway companies inthe an_trich
of Columgia., propelled by cable and electric power, should be
required to equip their carswith the best available fenders, and
stoting that a comprehensiva reportonthesubject of car fenders
and safety appliances on street cars, has been prepared by them
and forwarded tothe chairman of the Senate Committee on the
Distriet of Columbis; which was read.

Mr. GALLINGER. My, President, it is a matter of extrems
gratification to me, as I am sure it is to the Sonate, and will be
to the people of the District of Columbin, that the Commission-
erd have so prompt.li answered the inquiry of the Senate, and
have so frankly stated that in their opinion the strect-car com-
panies should be required to do what tho resolution intimated
they cught to be compelled to do. I trust thata way will be
found by the Senate, if these companiescontinue toneglect their
;luty 11!1 this respect, fo compsl them at a very early day to per-

orm it.

I move that the communieation be printed, and referred to the
Committee on the District of Columbii.

The motion was agreed to.

PETITIONS AND MEMORTALS.

The VICE-PRESIDENT presenteda petition of the Baltimore
Corn and Flour Exchange, of Baltimore, Md., praying for the
enactment of legisiation providing for the retirement of offi-
cers of the Revenue-Catter Seryice; which was referred to the
Committee on Commerce.

He also presented the petition ol George McLane Wood, of
‘Washington, D. C., praying for the location of the new Govern-
ment Printing Office on tho old Armory site, corner Sixthand B
strests southwost; which was referred to the Committee on
Public Buildings and Grounds.

Mr. BUTLEL presented a petition of 15 citizens of Richland
County, South Carolina, E:n.ymg that building and loan associa-
tions, nationual and local uxem;tmi from the proposed income-
tax rog%llon of the pen(ilug tariff bill; which was ordered to lie
on the e.

Mr. VOORHEES presented a memorial of the Eagle Cotton
Mills, of Madison, Ind., remonstrating agninst the passage of
the Wilson tariff bill; which was ordercd tolie on the table.

He also T]j_lrasenterl petitions of Fulton Lindge, No. 30, Ancient
Order of United Workmen, of Shelbyville; of ‘Schiller Lodge,
No. 4, Ancient Order of United Workmen, of Terre Inute; of
Lodgo No. 48, Ancient Ordor of United Workmen, of Stewart-
ville, and of sundry citizens of Huntington, Shelbyville, and
Terre Haufe, all in the State of Indinna, praying that fraternal
society and college journals be admitted to the mails as second-
class matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-
Offices and Post-Roads,

Mr. HUNTON presented o petition of sundry cltizens of Din-
widdie County, Va.,praying that building and loan associations,
nationul and local, be exempted from tha proposed income-tax
provision of the pending taviT bill: which was ordered to lie on
the table,

Mr. QUAY presented a jolnt petition of the Board of Trade,
the Commerecial Exchange, the Maritins Kxchange, the Dru
Exehange, the Groeers and Importers’ Exchange, the Ve
Ovners and Captains' Association, the Wardensof the Port, the
Traders’ League, and the Manufucturers’ Club, all of Philadel-
phia; Pa., praying that an appropriation of 3500,000 be made for
continuing the improvement of the Delaware River; which was
referred to tho Committee on Commerce.

Heo also presented the petition of \W.M.Stephens and 21 other
citizens of Williamsport, Pa., praying that building and loan
associations, national and local, be oxam%ted from the proposed
income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

Mr. QUAY. WhileIam upon the floor I ask the unanimous
consent of the Senate to cull up and put upon its passagoe the
bill (S.8806) for the reliel of the legal represenzat.lvessgfgi ohn
Wightman, deceased.

Mr, MANDERSON. Latthemorning business ba concluded.
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Mr. BATE. We are not yet through with the morning busi-

ness?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business isnot yet
concluded.
Mr, BATE. I object until after it is concluded.

Mr. QUAY. This isa bill which was partially considered the
other morning.

Mr. BATE. I make no particular objection to the bill the
Senator desires to call up, but I object to anything being taken
up until the morning business is concluded.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the request
of the Senator from Pennsylvania.

Mr. QUAY. I shallask forthe consideration of the bill when
the morning business is concluded.

Mr. CAMERON presenteda petitionof sundry citizens of Leb-
anon, Pa., praying for the enactmentof legislation to suppress
the lottery traffic; which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a memorial of local Union No. 316, Cigar
Malkers' International Union of America, of MeSherrytown, ’a.,
remonstrating against the ratifiention of the proposed Chinese
treaty: which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of the West Chester Building
and Loan Association, of West Chester, Pa., praying that build-
ing and loan associations, national and local, be exempted from
the proposed income-tax provisions of the pending tariff bill;
which was ordered to lie on the fable.

He also presented a petition of Printing Pressmen's Union,
No. 64, of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the passage of House bill
No. 4737, creating the position of foreman of presswork, etc.,

in the Government Printing Office; which was referred to the-

Committee on Printing.

He also presented a memorial of Encampment No. 65, Union
Veteran Legion, of York, Pa., remonstrating against the trans-
fer of the management of the national soldiers’ homes to the
‘War Department; which was referred to the Committee on Ap-
propriations.

Mr. HIGGINS presented a memorial of the Woman's Indian

Association, of ﬂmiuiwn, Del., remonstrating against the
proposed action of the Appropriations Committee In omittin
the usual appropriation to defray the expenses of the Board o
Indian Commissioners; which was referred to the Committee on
ARFro riations.
r. PASCO presented a petition of the Board of Trade of
Jacksonville, FFla., praying that an appropriation be made for a
national exhibit at the Cotton States and International Exposi-
tion to be held at Atlanta, Ga., during the fall of 1895; which
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to
whom was referred the bill (S. 1703) to provide for the disposal
of the interest on the Virginius indemnity fund, reported it with
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committes on Foreign Relations, to
whom was referred the amendment submitied by himsclf March
12, intended to be proposed to the diplomatic and consular ap-
gmprlntlon bill, providing for an appropriation to enable the

ecretary of State to purchase from John H, Haswell, chicf of
the Bureau of Indexes and Archivesin the Detrl;lartment of State,
the manuscript of the chronologic history of the Department of
State, and the foreign relations of the Government from Sep-
tember 5, 1774, to July 1, 1885, ete., reported it favorably, with
an amendment, and moved that it be printed, and with the
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Appropria-
tions; which was agreed to.

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was
referred the bill (H. R. 4720) to pension Lucy Brown, dependent
foster mother, reported it without amendment and submitted a
report thercon.

r. MANDERSON, I amdirected by the Committee on Mil-
itary Affairs to report an amendment intended to be proposed to
the army appropriation bill. I ask that it be referred to the
Committes on Appropriations without printing, as it is already
in print as a bill rePorted by the Committee on Military Affairs
and now upon the Calendar. I call the attention of the Senator
from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] to the proposed amendment. It
provides for the detailing of retired officers of the Army to in-
stitutions of learning under the general provisions of law.

The VICE-PRESIDENT: The amendment will be referred,
without printing, to the Committee on Apgropriations.

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Ioreign Relations, to
whom was referred the bill (5. 2020) supplementary to anact ap-

roved April 6, 1894, for the execution of the award rendered at

aris August 15, 1893, by the Tribunal of Arbitration consti-
tuted under the treaty between the United States and Great
Britain, concluded at Washington, February 29, 1892, in rela-

tion to the preservation of the fur seal, reported it with an
amendment.

He also, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, reportad
an amendment intended to be proposed by him to the diplo-
matic and consular appropriation bill; which, with the accom-
panying (aners, was referred to the Committee on Appropria-
tions, and ordered to be printed.

Mr, PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re-
ferred the bill (8. 1308) for the relief of Simeon Motz, Nathaniel
Robbins, and William J. Sloan, asked to be discharged from its
further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee
on Military Affairs; which was agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 2024) authorizing addi-
tional compensation to the assistant commissioners to the In-
dustrial Exhibition held at Melbourne, Australia; which was
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committeo on For-
eign Relations.

Mr. CAMERON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2025) pro-
viding for the equalization of all retired medical directors ol the
United States Navy with the relative rank of commodore; which
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper,
referred fo the Committee on Naval Affairs.

He also introduced a bill (S. 2026) granting a pension to David
Levy; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom-
pan ing ggﬁr referred to the Committee on I’ensions.

Mr. HEES introduced a bill (8. 2027) granting a peusion
to William H. Lane; which was read twice by its title, and, with
t}w accompanying papers, referred to the Committée on Pen-
sions.

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 2028) making
an appro]iria.tion for a light-ship atthe mouth of the Columbia
River; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Commerce.

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS,

Mr. BATE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed
}:Eehim to the Arm&a.rpropri.ation bill; which was referred to
Committes on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed.
Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin submitted an amendment in-
tended to be lﬁl'l't.‘ipoe,ecl by him to the Militury Academy a
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Mili-
tary A ffairs, and ordered to be printed.

Mr. SQUIRE submitted two nmendments intended to be pro-
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which
were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to
be printed.

r. TELLER. If I ean do so without interfering with the
morning business, I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill
&S. 1919) to ratily and confirm an agreement with the Yuma

ndians in California for the cession of their surplus lands, and
for other purposes.

Mr. BATE. 1 dislike fo object, but I understand that the
morning business is not yet concluded.

Mr. TELLER. I do not desire to interfere with morning
business, but I thought it was closed.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is not yet

concluded.
Mr. TELLER. I yield to inorning business.

PROPOSED SENATORIAL INVESTIGATION.

iﬁr. LODGE submitted the following resolution, which was
read:

Whereas it has been stated in the Sun, & newspaper published in New
Yorlk, that bribes have been offered to certain Senators to induce them to
vote against the pending tariff bill; and

Whereas it has also been stated in a slgned articls in the Press, a news-
papor published in Philadelphia, that the sugar schedule has besn made up
as it now stands in the pro amendment inconsideration of large simg
of money pald for campalgn purposes of the Democratic party:

Hegolved, That a committee of flve Senators be appointed to lnvestigate
these charges, and with power to send for persons and papers.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Whataction does theSenator from
Massachusetts ask upon the resolution?

Mr. LODGE. T ask for its present consideration,

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be printed and lie on the table.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under
the rule and be printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr, T, O.
TowLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed
the bill (S.1215) for the relief of Lennes A. Jackson.

The message alsoannounced that the House had agreed to the
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.5771) authorizing
the Texarkana and Shreveport Railroad Company to bridge
Sul]l)lhur River, in the State of Arkansas.

The message further announced that the House haq furnished
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the Senate, in compliance with its request, duplicate engrossed
copies of the following bills:

A bill (H. R. 6720) providing for the resurvey of Grant and
Hooker Counties, in the State of Nebraska; and

A bill (H. R. 6956) to grant to railroad companies in the Indian
Territory additional powers to secure right of way, depot
grounds, ete.

PERSONS ENGAGED IN PROTECTED INDUSTRIES.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate
the resolution of the Senator from Nebraska[Mr. ALLEN] coming
over from a previous day.

‘The SECRETARY. A resolution directing the Secretary of
the Treasury to inform the Senate of the total number of per-
sons engaged in protected industries in the United States whose
wages are or may be claimed to be affected by the proposed
tariff legislation, ete.

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to have the resolution read.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read.

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr.
ALLEN, as follows:

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed
to inform the Senate of the total number of persons engaged in protected in-
dustries in the United States whose wages are, or may be claimed to be af-
fected by tariff legislation; the total number u:gemns enmd in such in-
dustries whose wages are not, or will not be affected by legislation,
and the proportion of the population of the United States who deﬁnd upon
the foreign market for the sale of their products, classifying such industries

vely. Such information to be based on the census of 1860

80, that the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed and
required to inform the Senate of the total number of such persons who are
native-born citizens of the United States of America; the total number who
are naturalized citizens, and the total number of such persons who are
aliens; and at what ratio, if any, allen mechanics and laborers have been
taking the places of native and naturalized citizens of the United States in
the protected industries of the United States.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
resolution.

Mr. ALLEN. Isimply desire to state that in 1886 the Secre-
tary of the Treasury appointed a commission, consisting of Mr.
Worthington C. Ford, E. B. Elliotf, and Simon Newcomb, who
were required to furnish the Treasury Department information
based upon the censusof 1880, such as is called for in this resolu-
tion. The reports of those persons,who I thinkarenow in the em-
ploymentof the Government, classify the industries of the United
States, showing the persons who were affected by tariff legisla-
tion; classified the industries that were not affected by tariff
legislation, and state the class of laborers whose wages were not
affected in an*way by it. This resolution does no more than
call upon the Treasury Department for like information based
upon the census of 1890—information thatitis highly important
for us to have before the tariff discussion is concluded.

The resolution perhaps goes a little further in the second part
of it, because I deem it highly important to know the number
of native-born citizens and naturalized citizens whoare engaged
in protected industries to-day, and to what extent, if any, those

rsons are being pushed out of employment and their places
taken by imported laborers from foreign countries. All thisin-
formation, I understand, is in the possession of the Treasury
Department, or at least it is accessible to that Department.

is is all T desire to say at this time.

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I do not think the resolu-
tion ought to pass unlessit is materially modified. Theresurely
can be no oh{‘::tion to obtaining for the guidance of the Senator
from Nebraska, and the other Senators in the discussion of the
tariff bill, all the statistics that exist in the Department of the
Treasuryor which ma{:'be procured by reasonable inquiry. But
certainly I do not think there is any precedent for this resolu-
tion. The Senator's resolution asks information from the Sec-
retary of the Treasury as to—

The total number of persons e
at:;es whose wages are, or may

How does the Secretary of the Treasury know that fact?
How does he know what persons there are engaged inlabor whose
wages may-be claimed to be affected by tariff legislation? That
is a matter of opinion, and it is demanding of the Secretary of
the Treasury his opinion on the subject.

A Senator near me suggests that we have a tariff on wheat.
How does the Secretary of the Treasury know how many persons
are engaged in raising wheat? How does the Secretary of the
Treasury know whether it may or may not be claimed by Sena-
tors upon this floor that the wages of the wheat-grower are af-
fected by tariff legislation? .

The next call is—

The total number of persons engaged in such industries wh
not or will not be aﬂectl:;i by tariff legislation. EATNAN

There is a demand upon the Secretary of the Treasury to
classify the persons en%a.ged in protected industries. W?hat
are protected industries? It does not follow, according to the

in protected industries inthe United
claimed to be, affected by tariff legisla-

argument of Senators on the other side of the Chamber, that
because there is a duty on an article, that article is pro-
tected. It may be only a tariff for revenue and afford no pro-
tection, either incidental or otherwise. How is the Secretary
of the Treasury, I ask the Senator from Nebraska, to determine,
for the purpose of answering this statistical inquiry, whether
the wages of persons engaged in various industries will or will
not be affected by tariff legislation? That is a matter of opin-
ion; that is a matter on which the Senator from Nebraska might
discourse learnedly for hours, but as to which the opinion of
the Secretary of the Treasury is worth no more than the opin-
ion of anyone else.

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from New Hampshire will per-
mit me, I desire o say to him that this whole question was set-
tled by the Treasury Department making stch a statement in
1886, based upon the census of 1880.

Mr.HOAR. Has theSenator gotherethe resolution to which
he refers.

Mr. ALLEN. I havenot the report, but I have just sent for
it, which was made by Messrs. Ford, Elliott, and Newcomb. The
matter is in the possession of the Treasury Department, from
which this information can be had, and a reasonably safe and
correctestimate can be made by the Treasury Department. Does
not the Senator from New Hampshire recognize that as an im-
portant factor in the discussion of the tariff bill?

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, if the Senator from Ne-
braska has a precedent for this resolution I hope he will pro-
duce it. I can understand that there might be a foundation for
the resolution if the Secretary of Treasury had set on foot an
inquiry by experts covering these points,and there was a report
on file in the Treasury Department which undertook to make
this classification, and the resolution was only intended to cail
for an existing report. I should not object then, but there isno
evidence that there is any such reg?rt. The Senator says there
was such a report ten ﬁears ago. there is another report of
the same character, I have no objection to the Senator calling
for that report, but I do not think it would be proper to pass a
resolution here directing the Secretary of the Treasury to ap-
point some experts and set them to making a similar inquiry.
We have no power to @o that. That can only be done by an act
of Congress. I do not understand, therefore, that the Secretary
of the Treasury has any such information as the Senator calls
for as to what workmen of this country will have, or may be
claimed to have, their wages affected by tariff legislation.

Mr. ALLEN. Isimply desire tosaythatIam informed—how
true it may be I do not know—that the Treasury Department,
or some branch of it, is engaged in making this inquiry at this
time, and engaged in compiling proper data on this identical
question; and it is for the purpose of reaching the data bei
compiled by the Delliaa.rtment that this resolution was introduced.

Mr. CHANDLER. I go onfurther, Mr. President. The res-
olution also asks:

The proportion of the population of the United States wholdepend u
the foreign market for the sale of their products. = o

‘Who knows that? The Senator says such information should
be based upon the census of 1890. If the Secretary of the Treas-
ury has had anyone make a paper of that sort, I certainly would
not object to calling for that paper.

The objection I make to the resolution is that in the absence
of any such statistics, the Senator seems to me to be seeking to
compel the Secretary of the Treasury to go to work and make
inquiries and investigations and form opinions, either by him-
self or by experts, in order that they may be sent to the Senate.
I am opposed to any such proceeding as that.

Looking further, to the second clause of the Senator’s resolu-
tion, he asks—after requiring certain statistics which are to be
found in the census, of course—

At what ratio, if any, alien mechanics and laborershave been taking the

laces of native and naturalized citizens of the United States in the pro-
ted industries of the United States?

Has the Senator any information that there is any such com-
pilation in existence? Has the Senator any information that
there are statistics on that point? If there are reliable statis-
tics, of cour:ze there is no objection to having them furnished to
the Senate; but, as the resolution stands, it is a direction to the
Secretary of the Treasury to go to work and prepare a statement
that can only be made up by careful investigation, and which is
no part of the existing statistics, showing the extent to which
in protected industries—and there is the same difficulty as to
what is a protected industry that I have already alluded to—
aliens have taken the place of native born or naturalized eciti-
zens.

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator permit a question?

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly.

Mr. PEFFER. I desire to ask the Senator from New Hamp-
shire whether his objection is to the investigation to procure
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information sought, or whether his objection is simply that
i lagnot a proper reque;b to make of the Secretary of the '%rea.s—

ujrilr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I have no objection to pro-
euring any existing information that is to be found anywhere.

Mr, PEFFER. Then, why does the Senator object to the
resplution? = -

Mr. CHANDLER. If the information is wanted as to what

census shows, I will say to the Senator from Kansas that I
ink he should ask the Secretary of the Interior for it. That
would seem to be the natural method. If thereis no such infor-
mation in existence and the Senator wishes an amion of
opinion, if he wishes to have the Secrefary of the ury to
make a guess as to how many aliens have superseded native cit-
izens in protected industries and as to how many persons there
are whose wages may be claimed to be affected by tariff legisla-
tion, I do not think it worth while fo delay the age of the
nding tariff bill, which Senators on the other side are soanx-
?:us to go on with; I do nof think it worth while o delay this
bill, which we are all anxious to get on with and which we must
begin to go on with at 12 o'clock and work on until 6—I do not
think we ouzht to delay that process by asking the Secretary
of the Treasury to goto work and, either by himself or by other
ple, make certain guesses, the result of which the Senator
rom Nebraskamay conceive will aid him in determining what
his final vote will be upon the bill.

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I thought my questions were
sufficiently direct to bring forth at least a reasonably direct an-
swer. 1ask the Senator whether his objection to the adoption
of the resolution 1s to eliciting this particular kind of informa-
tion, or whether his objection is that it is asking something of
the Secretary of the Treasury which ought not to be asked of
that officer.

1 desire to state to the Senator, while on the floor, that some
two years ago a commiftes of this body,atwhose head I believe
was the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], was
charged;with the dutyof inquiring about what effect the tariff uct
of 1890 had upon the wages of labor throughout the country, as to

' whether wages had been increased or whether they had been
diminished in the different departments of industry. The re-
rt of thatcommittee is quite voluminous, going through all the
different departments of industry, and I believe the conelusion
" of one of the volumss of the report, at least, was thatabout one-
sixth of 1 per cent increass in the wages of labor had taken
place by reason of one year’s operation of the McKinley act.

Mr. Igresiﬂent, this resolution of the Senator Irom Nebraska

_is a very important one. It asks for information which will be
ured in some way, I will state to the Senator from New
pshire, and if it can not be procured from the Treasury De-

partment it will be grocm*ed in some other way. The people
want to know what this resolution asks, the people havea right
to know, and the people will learn just what they are asking for.
If the Secretary of the Treasury is not able to furnish the infor-
mation desired, he is very eapable of saying so. Onlya few days
ago a report from that otficer was laid upon our tables, in which

e stated very clearly that the Department was not able, with-

ta great deal of expense, to procure the information which

' was asked by the Senate—I do not now recall what the particu-

lar matter was; but,at any rate, the able Secretary of the Treas-
ury is quite competent to state to the Senate whether he can or
whether he can nof furnish the desired information. T hope,
therefore, the Senator from New Hampshire and other Senators
will withdraw their objection, and let us have the information.

Mr, HOAR. Will the Senator allow me toask him a ques-
tion?

Mr. PEFFER. Certainly.

Mr. HOAR. I wish to know if he does not think that the
wages of every person in this country engaged in any industri/,
whether he calls it a protected industry or not, is not directly

: or indirectly affected by tariff legislation?

Mr. PEFFER. I do not believe if.

Mr. HOAR. Ido.

Mr. PEFFER. I do not believe that the wages of carpen ters
and bricklayers and stonemasons and printers and engravers
and persons of that class are affected by tariff legislation.

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will allow me to ask him a ques-
tion, suppose there were five thousand men employed in a par-
ticular manufacturing town in what the Senator from Nebraska
‘ealls a protected indusiry; the protection veases; that industry
' stops, and there were five thousand other men employed not in
a protected industry, would not the first five thousand seek em-

‘ ployment in the other industry and reduce the wages in that

eniglognent.

r. PEFFER. It would depend entirely on circumstances.
Mr. HOAR. If there are circumstances which would bring

that o pass, then certainly the industry affected by the tariff

ought not to be alone inquired into, but we ought to inguire ag
to the effect upon these other men,
5 The resolution is a very broad one.

Mr. HOAR. It is notbroddenough to cover them, if the Sen-
ator will pardon me.

Mr. PEFFER. I think itis.

Mr. HOAR. I wish the Senator would read that part of the
resolution which includes them.

Mr.PEFFER. Ithinkitincludesthem. The peopleare very
much interested in aequiring this particular class of informa-
tion. I think that when it is learned what persons are affected
in their wage receipts by tariff duties, as compared with the

eople whose wages are not so affected. it will be found that the
ormer is very small comparatively. Take the farm hands; take
the farmers themselves, who are just as much laborers and wage-
workers as the hands whom they employ; take all the men who
are engaged in the buil trade, ell the clerks, all the persons
engaged in clerical and professional service, and I have no doubt
that the proportion is fully 4 or 5 to 1 whose wages are not af-
fected in any way, either directly or indirectly, by reason of
tariff duties. The protection which is given to persons engaged
in manufacturing indusiriesis not grudged to them by the other
classes of persons to whom I have referred; but when it comes
to a time that a particular party—and thatis the party repre-
sented on this side of the Chamber—insists on protection beyond
that which is reasonable, beyond that which is necessary, be-
yond that which covers the difference in wages in this countr
and wages in other countries, if is time that the rest of us as
for such information as the Senator from Nebraska wants; and
I do hope, Mr. President, that the Senate will consent to it.

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, this resolution embracesa
subject which has long been more or less under the considera-
tion of the Finance Committee of the Senate. It seems to me
that, if the resolution isto pass, it should be broadened and made
more definite in some respects. I therefore move that it bere-
ferred to the Committee on Finance.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of
the Senator from Vermont.

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to know—

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the motion®

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the Sen-
ator from Vermont moves to refer the resolution to the Com-
mittee on Finance.

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope it will not be done.

Mr. ALLEN. Before that is done, I now have the report to
which I referred some time ago—

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Nebraska have the reso-
lution read under which that inquiry was made?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will again be read.

Mr. HOAR. Idonotask for the reading of the resolution
before the Senate, but for the resolution the Senator from Ne-
braska refers to under which the inauiry was made.

Mr. ALLEN. Iwill state to the Senator from Massachusetts
that thiswasan inquiry directed to be made by Daniel Mming,
Secretary of the Treasury, and it was made by Worthington C.
Ford, E. B. Elliott, and Simon Newcomb. It forms Appendix
D of the Report of the Secretary of the Treasury for the year
1886. The reportol Mr. Fordshows,after someelaboration, that
16,564,914 laborers in this country were persons whose labor was
not subject to competition by foreign labor, while the number
whose labor was subject to such competition was 827,184, Table
A of Mr, F(‘)ird’strapbqrt c;:l&s%iﬁaq the induatt[rlea i:ghich persons
are en not subje oreign competition, beginning with
a.gricnfﬁura.l implements, givinlgrn the :Iz)eumber ot peraoizg, and
running down to stave, shook, and heading, showing a very

at number of industries in which the laborers’ w are not
subject to competition by foreign laborers. Table B classifies
the industries that are partially subject to foreign competition,
beginning with artificial flower making, giving the number of
persons engaged in that industry, and so on down to woolen
mills. He concludes with the statement that the percentage of
laborers whose wages are affected by foreign competition is 4.7
of the laboring population of the country.

The report of Mr. Elliott is in substance the same as that
of Mr. Ford, classifying the competitive and noncompetitive
industries, and he fixes the percentage of persons whose wages
may be affected by foreign competition at 5 per cent as against
E-f:r cent whose wages are not affected. He goes into the de-

of it at come length. Mr. Newcomb’sreportisinsubstance
the same thing, and he estimates the number of persons whose
wages are affected by competition at from 6 to 7 per cent.
ow.these tables, in my judgment, are full of valuable infor-
mation. I know of no reason why the Senate should not be in-
formed upen this precise subject, based upon the eensus of 1890.
The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] is sim];ly
or

plowing in the rocks when he says that the resolution calls
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an opinion. The data and information are in the possession of | they are not in the least pro to help anybody engaged in
the %reuury Department or accessible to it, based upon the cen- | raising sugar. That is going on all the time. Thefew of

sus of 1890, and there is no reason why the Senate should not
have this valuable information before it finally votes upon the
tariff bill. Itis valuable information.

Upon the other branch of the resolution the Senator irom New
Hampshire seems to assume that no person isinformed upon the
subject of the importation of foreign laborers into this country
and into the factories of this country. It isnotorious, and has
been for years, that the law t the importation of contract
labor is being daily and weekly and monthly violated, and that
men are brought here from abroad to take the place of native
and naturalized labor. Now, the census, I understand, will dis-
close to some extent the percentage of persons who were brought
here to take the place of Americanlabor, native and naturalized,
and if we can discover by the passage of the resolution or by any
other step that the men who stand in this Chamberand howlfor
the laboring men of this country are displacing the native and
naturalized labor by laborers from Hungary and other portions
of Europe who come here to labor for a time and then go away,
and that they are using the foreigners as the men upon whom
the blessings of protectionare fo1all, it is important to the coun-
try to know that fact. I have no desire to go any further intoa
discussion of the resolution or its m§ortance.

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Nebraska misunderstood, I
think, the purpose of my inquiry. I understood the Senator to
say yesterday and this morning that a resolution similar to the
one pending{.u.d been passed in a former Congress; and I asked
the Senator to let us have that resolution, for I wanted fo hear
the terms of it. Now, I understand the Senator to state that it
was not a resolution, but a direction from the Secretary of the
Treasury. Ishould like to get the direction under which those
reports were made, to see if the language which the Senator
from Nebraska has used in the resolution will accomplish what
he says and thinks was then accomplished. Iam not dealing
with the question whether it is a proper resolution, buf I wish
merely to know whether the language is such as should be used.

I am in favor of getting from any source from which it can be
obtained the information as to the number of alien workmen in
our manufacturing orother industries. If there isanyfactshow=-
ing that they have supplanted or turmed out of employment
American workmen I should like to get it, and I should like to

in the Senator from Nebraska in affording any proper relief;

t in regard to the first part of the resolution, it seems to me
that it opens for debate in the mind of the official who is to exer-
cise authority under it, great questions about which men differ.
I suppose, for only one, that wherever there is a pro-
tective duty under which an American industry grows or is con-
tinued, which would not cxist without it, or under which the

es paid laborersin an American industry are increased to a
point which they would not reach without if, it affects neces-
sarily and inevitably every wage-earner in the country.

You can nof have two mills side by side pay different wages;
you can not have a bricklayer, who receives 82.50 or $3 a day,
protected only by the fact that he is building a structure which
can not be made abroad and brought over here, working side
by side with a weaver in a cotton or woolen mill. the
weaver's wages are more than the bricklayer’s, the bricklayer
will seek employment in the mill, and vice versa. If you have
5,000 men in a town or a county engaged in what the Senator
from Nebraska calls a protected industry,and 5,000 men en-

in another industry which has no foreign cempetition,
wages will find their level in the two, and to take off the protec-
tion from one is just as much aninjury to theother as if the pro-
tection were not put on it.

Perhaps the Secretary of the Treasury takes a different view
on this subject. This is my opinion, and it is the ogim'un of
many other persons. I donot think, therefore, that the Sena-
tor ought to confine his inquiry to one class of industries alone.

Then, there is another question, if I can have the attention
of my honorable friend from Nebraska for a moment, and that
is, what are protected industries? If he is correctly reported
(I do not know that he is, but it affords an illustration of
what I am saying), the President of the United States said the
other day to a delegation of persons from Louisiana engaged in
the sugar industry, that they might be assured that they would
have adequate protection on sugar. Ido notquote that as veri-
fying it; it is a mere newspaper report which may or may not
be true. Buf there are persons who think that the proposed
Buf{u.r duty is an adequate protection to the sugar industry.

r. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Massachusetts permit
me to ask him a question? . 4

Mr. HOAR. Letme just state the point I am on, and then I
will yield. On the other hand, I suppose Senators on the other
side of the Chamber would rise up with great indignation and
say all they would consent to on sugar is a revenue duty; that

the tariff bill that we have gone over disclose that what is re-
garded by one Senator as a high protsctive duty on an industry
is regarded bya Senator on the otherside as a compensatory duty
because an internal-revenue taxhas been placed on the material,
or for some other reason. 5

The Secretary of the Treasury, an able, clear-headed, and ex-
cellent man, as we all know, is amanof verydecided theories and
opinions. He hagbeen debating these debatable questionsall his
life,and it does not seem to me that it is a fair or proper way in
getting official statistical information, so to frame &our resolve
that at the foundation of the wholeanswer must be the particular
theory which the official who answers the question entertains
on a great and debated economic question.

If the Senator will specify the industries, if he will make the
resolution applicable to all industries, I am with him, and I
should like to have the information; but the resolution, I will
not say designedly, but as drawn up, differs altogether from
what the Senator quoted. The Senator quotes some reports of
Mr. Worthington % Ford, Mr. Elliott,and Mr, Newcomb. They
do not use any such language as the Senator uses. They use a
precise and specific phrase.

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Massachusetis permif |
me to ask him a question?

Mr. HOAR. Certainly.

Mr. ALLEN. It is now almost 12 o'clock. Is the Senator
willing that we shall take a vote on the resolution before the
morning hour expires?

Mr. HOAR. I do not propose to have a vote taken on the
resolution until it is puf into what I think are proper and rea-
sonable terms.

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. May Iask the Senator from Mas-
sachusetts a question?

Mr. HOAR. Certainly.

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Is itnot afact that thereis a
classification in the Census reports of what are designated pro-
tected industries?

hiill;e EOAR. If that be so, let the Senator from Nebraska de-
scr A

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I think it is so.

Mr. ALLEN. I donotaeccept the Senator’s reasoning at all.

Mr. HOAR. I wish to state that if the Senator from Ne-
braska, without putting into the resolution partisan views of
economic theories,or debated views of economic theories, whether
parfisan or not, will ask for a specific fact, I will join him and
vote for the resolution. The last partof the resolution I should
like very much to have answered, but I do not wish to ask fora
lot of statistics which when they come in will leave the question
more mixed and foggy than before.

Now, let the Senator refer the resolution to the Commitiee on
Finance; let him refer it to a Democratic steering committee;
let him sit down with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]or
any other Senator who is familiar with these and get fhe
ggmseology which will exactly describs what I suppose the

nator wants, and I do not think he will have any difficulty.
But as the resolution is drawn, I think a large part of the infor-
mation will be either useless or a delusion and a snare.

Mr. ALLEN. Probably the latter.

Mr, HOAR. I do nof impute that motive to the Senator, but
it will have that effect.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 12 o’clock having ar-
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business,
being House bill 4864.

THE REVENUE BILL.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide
revenue for the Government, and for other p 1

Tém VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of tﬁe bill will pro-
ceed.

The Secretary read paragraph 29 of the bill, as follows:

20. Flaxseed or linseed and Eoppy—saed ofl, raw, boiled, or oxidized, 15 cents
per gallon of 7} pounds weight.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from New Hamp-
shirq) permit me to offer an amendment to the paragraph just

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out “fifteen* and
insert ‘* twenty.”

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. ;

The SECRETARY. In line 15, strike out the word ' fifteen™
and insert ** twenfy,” so as to make the paragraph read:

Flaxseed, or linseed, and poppy-seed oll, raw, bolled, or oxidized, 20 centa
per gallon of 7} pounds weight, -
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Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator from Oregon
[Mr. DoLPH], in a speech which he delivered in the Senate
cember 18, 1§93, made a valuable contribution to the history of
tariff legislation in the United States, and other Senators have
shed much lighton the same subject, but in no speech towhich I
have listened has a complete an exhaustive treatment of that
important question been undertaken. Asit isa subject of tran-
scendent importance to the people of this country, 1 propose to
undertake the task of giving, as briefly as may be, an accurate his-
torical analysis of American legislation on this subject since
the day the Pilgrims placed foot on Plymouth Rock to the
present time. In this work [ am under great obligations to the
American Protective Tariff League for material prepared for
me under their direction by Hon. D. G, Harriman, a closa stu-
dent of economic questions, whose patient research and learn-
in% were utilized in the arrangement of the subject-matter.

his historical contribution to the tariff discussion is made
primarily with the view of endeavoring to persuade the Demo-
cratic side of the Chamber to unite with the Republican Sen-
ators against the pending bill, but chiefly for the purpose of
acquainting the people of this country with the great fact that
impartial history teaches that high tariffs have always brought
grosperit.y to the people of the United States, while low tariffs
ave invariably disturbed business, prostrated industries, and
brought suffering and want to the laboring masses of our peo-
ple. There can be noescape from this conclusion. Itis written
on every page of American history, and the terrible results of
low tariffs have beenliterally burned intothesouls of the menand
women who earn their bread by the sweat of their brow. In
this day of agitation of so-called tariff reform it is well that the
truths of history be summoned to sweep away the sophistries
and idle theories of educated doctrinaires and free-trade Con-
gressmen.

REPUBLICAN AND DEMOCRATIC POLICIES CONTRASTED.

The New York Sun is the ablest Democratic newspaper in the
United States, and is intensely partisan on nearly all political
subigcté; but in its issue of July 12,1893, the following diserimi-
nating article appeared, and as it comes from an undoubted
Democratic source and states the difference of the two parties
so fairly and impartially, it is proper to quote it for the benefit
of the doubtful and for the encouragement of protectionists:

Respecting Federal taxation, we will now state the position of the Democ-
racy as defined by the Chicago glsttorm, :lpon which the overwhelming vie-
tory of 1802 was gained. Ascer the value of the goods to be imported.
Ascertain the amount of revenue to be raised from imports for the expenses
o Sorsmnt enesly admncen, s et e i
ou on, T % .
An else is mg'ﬁu:uz?g‘m}m hfng else invades the rights of the
citizen, and 1s unlawful as well as undemocratic. That is clear and com-
prehensive. That is what the Chicago platform declared and what the peo-

ple approved.
The Republican tion is diametrically different. Tariff duties, say the

Republicans, should not be levied for the mere purpose of revenue, but
largely with a view of promoting American manufactures and labor, and
re. vﬂ\g farmers and mechanics from unfavorable fore: competition.
The Republicans gay that it is one of the powers and duties of a govern-
ment to protect the people who maintain it from unfair foreign competi-
tion, as well as from hostile foreign invasion. The people, through their
representatives, impose the taxes on goods entering into American ports
from other countries, and they have the right (and it is natural that they
should exercise it) 80 as to impose those duties that the interests of Americans
will be favored and the interests of foreign rivals in the same industries or
pursuits discriminated against. Thatis the Republican doctrine.

Between the two systems—Democratic, for revenue only; Republican, of
discriminating taxes to foster and protect certain interests—there is no
possible concordance. One is bluntly opposed to the other. If one is right,
the other necessarily must be Wrong.

SOME DEFINITIONS.

Inorder that there may be nomisunderstanding relative to the
Eea.ning' of certain terms and phrases, it may bs well to define

em,

A tariff is a system of duties imposed by the government of a
country upon goodsimported or exported. IntheUnited States
t.harez no duty on exports. q

There are but two kinds of tariff in the United States:

1. A free-trade tariff.

2. A protective tariff.

A free-trade tariff is simply a tariff for revenue only; and
revenue derived therefrom is intended for governmental ex-
Enses exclusively. 1tis the system which is in operation in

gland. Since it is designed for revenue only, its duties are
nearlyall levied upon articles (except luxuries) thatare in great
and certain demand. It so happens that the articles thus levied
_upon (except luxuries) are constantly required by the common
people in tieir household economy, and that they can not be
raised or produced profitably at home, such as tea, coffee, ete.,
gd therefore can not come into competition with home produc-

ons,

A protective tariff not only provides revenue for the expenses
of the Government, but also so discriminates its duties that
they are levied principally upon imported articles that come in

direct competition with home industries, and so adjuststhe rates
that such competing foreign productions ean not be placed upon
the home markets at prices less than the fair and reasonable
home-market price.

By this means the high wages of our home laborers are main-
tained, and need not be reduced to the low level of cheap for-
eign labor; and under this tariff, articles of necessity for the
common people in their household economy, and which can not
be raised or produced profitably at home, are admitted free of
duty, such as tea, coffee, sugar, ete.

Duties are the speciﬁu sums of moneys or the rate per cent
that is levied upon the goods passing through the custom-house.
(Many use the term *tariff  synonymously with ‘‘duty,” but in-
correctly.)

There are two kinds of duties:

1. Specifie; 2. Ad valorem.

A specific duty is a fixed sum of money to be paid upon each
yard, ton, hundred, ete. Illustration: Wheat pays a specific
duty of 25 cents a bushel, without reference to its market value,

An ad valorem duty is a stated per cent that is levied upon
the value of the goods imported. Illustration: The dutyon cer-
tain manufactures of silk is 50 per cent of their foreign value.

A very strong objection to an ad valorem duty is the oppor-
tunity it opens to fraud and dishonesty by undervaluation of the
goods imported.

?oth of these duties are sometimes combined on the same ar-
ticle.

Iilustration: Wilton carpets pay a specific duty of 60 cents a
sjuare yard and anad valorem of 40 per cent on their value.

Protection is that economic system which requires that its
sufficient duties shall be levied only upon such commodities (be-
side mere luxuries) as we are capable of producing in econom
and quantity to regulateprices in the home market (D. H. Rice).

Prior to 1883 weimported all our steel wirenails; the duty was
1 centa pound, and the nails cost us 7to 8 centsa pound. In
1883 the duty was raised to 4 cents a pound and in 1891 we made
over 4,000,000 kegs, and exported them to all parts of the world;
and our people could buy them at about 2 cents a pound.

Free trade is a dream, a vagary, a theory which, if it could be
materialized, would abolish all tariff duties and remove all cus-
tom-houses from our frontiers, and let every nation into our
markets as freely as the air comes in; but such a system has
never been used or adopted between or among civilized nations.

It is taught nowhere except in colleges, by theorists and doe-
trinaires, and is absolutely impracticable.

Bounties are gifts or rewards from the General Government
for services which are or will be for the public benefit, and
without which assistance certain industries and linesof business
could not otherwise be established.

Illustration: Under the McKinley tariff the duty on sugar
which had been about 2 cents a pound, was all en off, an
sugar was admitted free, a gain to the country of over $60,000,-
000. By that act we should have utterly destroyed all the sugar

lanters of the country if the law had not provided a bounty of

cents a pound on all their production,amoun to $9,000,000.
We thus saved a large and growing industry, and after paying
the bounty, had a net gain of $51,000,000.

Subsidies are similar gifts to enable our people to build and
operate steamships and other vessels, and'so carry our own mails
and our own merchandise, instead of relying upon other nations
to do it for us, to our great loss and disadvan

Reciprocity is an arrangement or agreement between our own
nation and another nation by which we agree to admit, free of
duty, certain articles which we need, but which we can not raise
or produce here; and in return the other nation admits to its
ports, free of duty, certain articles which we produce, and which
they need, but can not produce in their own land.

Illustration: Brazil produces great quantities ol coffee and
rubber, but does not produce flour nor machinery. Wecan not
produce coffee and rubber, but we have a surplus of flour and
machinery. We admit freeof duty their coffee and rubber, and
they admit free of duty our flour and machinery, and both na-
tions are benefited, their home gmductions are greatly in-
creased, their markets enlarged, and the laborersof each country
find additional work and improved wages at home.

Germany hasalarge surplus of beet sugar which we need; and
we have a large surplus of pork which they need. Each remit-
ting the duty, we take their sugar and they take our pork, and
both nations are richer.

From the very nature of the case, the parties who thus recip-
rocate must do so on differing productions. If we could raise
good coffee, there would be no gain in reciprocity with Brazil
on coffee; and if we could raise all the sugar we need, there would
be no advantage in-exchanging pork for sugar with Germany.

Itwill thus be seen thatreciprocity is impossible with those na-
tions whose productions are similar toour own. The opponentsof
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protection denounce reciprocity as a ‘‘fraud” and a ‘‘humbug,”
and ask “‘if reciprocity is desirable with South America and with
Germany, why not with Great Britain?” The answer is plain
and raadv : The productions of Great Britain and our own are
nearly all of similar kinds, and there is therefore no opportunity
for reciprocity.

Englishlaborers receive only half as much wages as our labor-
ers are paid;and to admit the productions of Great Britain (sim-
ilar to our own) to our markets free, when they cost only about
half as much in wages as ours,would give our markets to Great
Britain, stop our own mills and factories, and turn our laborers
into the streets. Even so sturdy a Briton as Lord Salisbury ad-
mits this, and in his celebrated speech at Hastings, in May, 1892,
frankly declared that England had no productions for which she
could ask us to reciprocate.

Among other things, Lord Salisbury said: *

Forty or fifty years ago everybody believed that free trade had conquered
the world, and they prophesied that every nation would follow the example
of England and give itself up to absolute free trade. Theresultsare notex-

actly what they prophesied, but the more adverse the results were the more
the devoted prophets of free trade declared that all would come right at
last.

The worse the tariffs of foreign countries became the more confident were
the prophecies of an early victory, but we see now, after many years' expe-
rience that explain it, how many {foreien nations are raising, one after an-
other, a wall—a brazen wall of tection—around their shores, which ex-
cludes us from their markets, and, so far as they are concerned, do their best
to kill our trade, and this state of things does not get better. On the con-
trary, it constantly seems to get worse.

Weliveinan of a war of tariffs. Every nation is trying how it can,
by agreement with its neighbor, get the atest possible Erotec;lon for its
own industries, and at the same time the greatest possible access to the
markets of its neighbors.

The weapon with which they all fight is admission to their own markets—
that is to say, A says to B,“If you make your duties such that I can sell
in your markets I will make my duties such thatyoun can sell in my market.”

ut we lﬁgln by saying we will levy no dutles on anybody, and we declare
that it would be contrary and disloyal to the glorious and sacred doctrine of
free trade to levy any duty on anybody for the sake of what we can get by it.

Cheers.
t It may] be noble, but it is not business. [Loud cheers.]—New York World.

WAGES AND WAGE-EARNERS.

The question of wages is of the highest importance, for wages
are more quickly and powerfully influenced by tariff changes
than even capital. Here is a fact that can not be refuted nor
truthfully denied: that under protection wages in the United
States have always been high and increasing, and have also had
a greater purchasing J)owar; while under a free tariff they have
always been lower and decreasing, and have had a smaller pur-
chasing power. In all the many changes or threatened changes
of our tariff policy since 1783, this rule has been absolutely in-
variable; so that we have a right to claim, and do claim, that this
important fact prevails because of the change in tariff policy,
and for no other reason. .

And the explanation of it is not difficult to find, Under a low
tariff, importations are much larger than when duties are high;
and consequently the demand for home productions falls off, the
manufacture is decreased, and workmen are either discharged
ortheir wages are reduced; while the exact reverse of this hap-
pens under & high tariff,

Two undisputed facts will help to make this matter clearer, and
show how necessary protection is for the maintenance of high

wages.

‘Jatsh-st. The English laborer receives but half, or less than half,
a.? mucLI:.'L wages as does the American laborer for the same kinds
of work.

Second. From 75 to 90 per cent of the cost of production (ex-
cept the commonest menial work) is labor; and it will now be
easy to see that the English manufacturer can turn out his pro-
ductions at much less cost than can the American manufacturer.

Tllustration: Suppose some article of production which is in
general use costs the American manufacturer $20 when placed
upon the market. This sum includes the labor (90 per cent), the
materials, and a fair profit to the maker. From the fact that the
English manufacturer pays only half as much for his labor, he
can produce justas good an article for about half as much, or
say gl . To this sum let us add a large profit and freightage,
say $4; and if there is no tariff duty, the Englishman can place
his article upon our market and sell for $15; and when placed
side by side with the American product, the Englishman has a
clear advantage of $ over the American; and, other things be-
ing equal, the Englishman will control the market; nay, he
must do so, for customers, as a rule, will not pay an extra 35 for
the sake of a sentiment.

There are in such cases but two possible results: First, the
American must stop manufacturing; or, second, he must reduce
the wages of his workmen to the English level.

HOW PROTECTION PROTECTS.

But ril% t here Republicans come forward with their protec-
tive tariff, and under its beneficent action the American is not
obliged to stop manufacturing, nor to reduce the wages of his

XXVI—-301

- /
employés; nor after competition is established does the con-
sumer pay more than the English price for the article.

We say to English and other foreign manufacturers, through
our National Government: If you choose to have your laborers
work for starvation wages; if you prefer to keep them in such
a state of industrial vassalage, that * what they eat to-day they
must earn to-morrow ;” if you think it right that the great mass
of your laborers, men and women, should spend all their lives
simply to obtain an insufficient supply of inferior food and cloth-
ing, and to wear out their wearylives ‘* vainly striving bread
to win,” that is your own matter and we can not prevent it if
we would. But we say to you distinetly and positively, that
American laborers are not paid any more than fair and reasona-
ble wages; that we will neither permif our manufacturers to stop
work, nor the wages of our workmen to be degraded to the En-

lish level of your cheap labor; and for these reasons we will
evy duties upon all your productions that compete with our
own, so that you can not bring them here and put them upon
our markets at prices less than our own, nor undersell our goods
of the same classes, unless you do it at a loss to yourselves.
Bring up your wages to the American level and we will then
take our chances against you, but not otherwise.

THE TARIFF AND WAGES; SOME IMPORTANT OPINIONS.
James G. Blaine years ago said:
The tariff question is essentially a question of wages.

TrOMAS B. REED'S opinion on the question of wages, asstated
in his great speech against the Wilson bill in the House of Rep-
resentatives on February 1, 1804, is pertinent and is in part as
follows:

Iconfess to you that this question of wages is to me the vital question.
To insure our growth in civilization and wealth, we must not only have w;
as high as they now are, but constantly and steadily increasing. ' In my judg-
ment, upon wages and the consequent distribution of consumable wealth
are based allour hopes of the future and allthndposs:lble increase of our civil-
ization. The progress of this nation is dependent upon the progress of all.
The fact that in this country all the workers have been getting better wufes
than elsewhere is the very reason why our market is the best in the world,
and why all the nations of the world are trying to break into it.

J. G. CANNON of Illinois, in the same discussion, said:

Wages are higher here than abroad. Prove it? Yes. The 500,000 to 700,
000 who cross the ocean ann: come here to find homes. Why’ Because
they better their condition; because their es are better. If the cheaper
labor of the Old World sendsits products to the United States free and sells
them in our markets in competition with like products of our better paid
labor, this would not elevate their labor, but would pull down our labor. If
the Old World wants free trade with us, let it elevate its labor to an equality
with our own; and until this is done let us protect our own.

J. F. LacEY of Iowa, said:

The question of protection is one of wages. Employers cut wages and
their workmen smfa. A political party cuts wages by legislation, and it
must expect the workingmen of the country to return the blow with interess
at more than 5 per cent.

FIFTY YEARS OF FREE-TRADE TARIFF IN GREAT BRITAIN.

What has it done and what is it doing for her toiling mil-
lions? England colleets annually from customs duties on ar-
ticles which she does not produce but which her wage-earners
regard as necessaries of life, the sum of $100,000,000. The la-
borers of England pay more than three-fourths of this sum.
They pay & duty of 75 cents or more a pound on tobacco; on cof-
fee, 3 to 4 cents a pound; on tea, 12 cents, and other thinga in

roportion. Then look at the places they call * homes.” In

chester great numbers of houses have but one small room,
and this is used for all purposes by the family because they have
no other. In London over 60,000 families are similarly situa-
ted. It isno better in Dundee. In Glasgow 45,000 familieslive
each in a single room. In Scotland one-third of the laboring
families live each ia a single room. It is not unusual to find in
these single rooms all over Great Britain families numbering
from six to nine persons of all ages and both sexes.

Is such life, living; or is it herding? In one year, the public
authorities furnished relief to English laborers: In Yorkshire
to 50,000; in London to 500,000; and in Great Britain to 922,000
persons. In London, the wealthiest city of the world, one out
of every nine died in the workhouse, and in Great Britain one
out of every seven died in the workhouse. The paupers of Eng-
land number nearly 1,000,000, or one to every thirty-six persons,
and her pauperism and conseguent crime cost her over $80.000,-
000. A house-owner among workingmen isseldomfound. Land
is going out of cultivation, and already 2,500,000 acres have been
abandoned to foxes and birds. In ten years, 1871 to 1881, sheep
decreased in number 6,000,000; and farms and farmers, 10 per
cent; and the number of those engaged in gainful oecupations
decreased about 3,000,000, Women and girls by tens of thou-
sands are obliged to work in coal mines, in coal-yards, in brick-
yards, in nail-shops,and inother degrading places, at the merest

ittance of wages. As black as is this picture of England’s la-

rers, much more could be added if we the time for it; but
with all of these discomforts and disadvantages, what one ad-
vantage do they have that our workingmen are deprived of?
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SOME ENGLISH OPINIONS.

Lest it might be thought that this description of the English
laborers was the prejudiced opinion of an American gmtect;onmt,
I will brieﬂijguote from a few Englishmen of high standing:

John Rus
Tho England is deafened with
amg?tlhough she is black with the
though she has sold her soul for gain, they

John Bright:

Nearly one-third of the whole people dwell in homes of only one room;
and more than two-thirds of the people of Scotland dwell in homes of not
more than tworooms. We flnd poverty and misery. What does it mean?
It means more than I can describe and more than I will attempt to describe;
and as need begets need, so poverty and misery beget poverty and misery.
In fact, in looking at the past, to me it is a melancholy thing to look as,
there is much of it which excites in me not astonishment but horror. The
fact isthere passes before my eyes a vision of millions of families—not in-

inning wheels, her people have not
of m]sl’. they die of cold; and

of hunger.

divid but families—fathers, mothers, children—passing, ¥, sor-
row-stricken, in never-ending procession from their cradles to their graves.
~ Bennet Burleigh:

There is no gainsaying the existence, rich and potent as the British Em-
pire is, of widespread privation among the wor! classes of Great Brit-
ain. This distress has now become a constant, an aggravated gmmy.
Men, womenn, and children, by hundreds ot thousands, miserably clad,

nglish winter, hibernating as best t.l;ﬁy can in dari,
frowsy abodes, from which they emerge but to plead for bread..

Joseph Chamberlain:

The class of agricultural laborers of thiscountry (Great Britain) arenever
able to do more than make both ends meet, have to look forward in
times of illness, or on the approach of old age, to the workhouse as the one

inevitable refuge agalnst starvatlon. Theordinary conditionsof lifeamong

the large proportion of the po aresuch that common is ab-

solutely impossible; andall this goes on insight of the mansions of therich.
John Morley:

It is an awful fact—it is really not short of awiul—that in this country
mwmmm.mmiummammm;mmm?m,wm
cent—that is to say, nearly one-haif—of the persons who reach the of
ummhaubea:u?um I say it is a most tremendous fact, and 1 can
not conceive any subject more worthy of the attention of the Legislature,
more worthy of the attention of all.

Thomas Carlyle:

Brlmhindustrmmmmmsfmmammgmhmsgi:mmmp
of reckless pestilence—physical and moral—a hideous “‘Jﬁ“ tha of souls
Shemantves swittly 10 death. . Thros million panpers Towing in forced e
ves ea PALDErs IO
ness, and these are but items in the sad ledger of despair.
Prof. Huxley:
A onwhoselabor is insufficiently remunerated must become phys-

and morally unhealthy and s y unstable; and though it may
succeed for awhile in industrial competition, by reason of the cheapness of
its produce, it must in the end fall, through hideousmisery and degradation
toutter ruin.

And yet this British free-trade tariff, the parent of most of
the poverty and degradation above referred to, is the one free
traders here would have us adopt.

AN INVARIARLE BULE.

Mr. D. H. Mason says:

All the ¥ enjoyed by the American people—absolutely all the
gmpm‘h-ywi out any reservation whatever—irom the foundation of the
‘nited States Government down to the present time, has been under the
reign of protective principles; and all the hard times suffered by the Amer-
in the same period have been preceded, either by a heavy re-
n of duties on imports (or by a threat of such reduction) or by insnfi-

cient protection; thus refuting all free-trade theories on the subject.
The truth or falsity of this declaration will be established by
the historical facts of our colonial and national experiences.
Letusexamine these facts, and let them determine which is true.

FIRST FREE TRADE PERIOD, 1620-1780—1, UNDER THE COLONIAL GOVERN-
MENT—2, ERACY.

UNDER THE CONFED

Since 1620, and throughour colonial history, but especially
gince the treaty of 1783, by which the Revolutionary war was
closed and our Independence established, we have tried and
thoroughly tested all the different phases of this economic ques-
tion, from extreme free trade, under the Confederacy (1783 to
1789), to the high protective tariff under the rule of the Re-
publican party since 1861.

FREEE TEADE UNDER THE CORFEDERACY.

It is a historical fact, though comparatively few of our peo-
ple seem to be aware of it, that during the Con!edem the

riod preceding the adoption of our Constitution, we for
ge first and only time in our history a full and fair trial of free
trade of practically unrestricted imports. .

England boasts of being the great free-trade nation of the
world, buf she hasnever hada free-trade system thatapproaches
the one we ‘““enjoyed ” from 1783 to 1789. How much we enjoyed
it appears herecafter.

CONGRESS UNDEER THE CONFEDERACY.

Under the Confederacy, the States were held together by arope
of sand. The powers of Congress were exceedingly limited, es-
ﬁl&.ﬂy{m this question. It had no authority toenact ageneral

on imports without the consent of every one of the thir-
teen States, and such consent was never given.

The States thought that they were individually competen:
to manage those matters for themselves,and that they
protect their separate rights better than Congress could do it
for them. Each State had the right to regulate its own trade,
and each imposed upon foreign products and uponthe products
of the other States such duties as it deemed best. Each strove
to secure trade for itself without regard to the interests of any
other Stafe.

JEALOUSY OF THE STATES, °

Jealousy of each other seems to have been the unde;ig’lng mo-
tive of their-unfortnnate actions. Pennsylvania established a
duty of 2§ per cent, but even this was an ineffectual remedy; for
New Jersey opened a Lre:asort at Burlington, where the Penn-
sylvania merchants entered their goods and took them clandes-
tinely across the river to Pennsylvania without paying any duty.

New J erse}y voted to allow Congress toimpose a general tariff,
while New York, on accountof her situation relative to Connee-
ticut and New Jersey, and the advantages this situation gave
her in the matter of importations, refused to doso. New Jer-
sey thereupon withdrew her consent and, in order to annoy New
York, established a free Eort at Paulus Hook, opposite New
York City, and New York merchants repeated the tactics of
Philadelphia, and got their goods free of duty.

Hamilton urged upon the States the necessity of stopping this
suicidal policy and of vesting Congress with Il r to
late trade, and he contrasted the *p. tof a number of petiy
States, jarring, jealous, and perverse, fluetnating and
at home, and weak by their dissensions in the eyes of r
nations,” with a “noble and magnificent perspective of a great
republie;” but it was years before he and others eould persuade
the States to do this. As just stated, Congress had no in
itself to lay duties or to regulate frade, and as the States would
not agree upon & uniform rate of duty, each sought its own ad-
vantage at the expense of its neighbors, and, as a necessary con-
sequence, the country atlarge fell an easy prey to foreign nations,
which lost no time in passing such laws as they judged most
likely to destroy our commerce and extend their own.

GHEAT BRITAIN'S BARBAROUS POLICY.

Especially was this true of Great Britain, thenas now, the most
selfish and grasping commercial power on the carth. And her
conduct during this E:;iod of the Confederacy was in conformity
with the policy she always maintained.

HOW GEEAT. BRITAIN TREATED THE COLOXNLES.

In 1699 Parliament decreed that ““after the 1st day of Decem-
ber, 1699, no wool, yarn, cloth, or woolen manufactures of the
English plantations in America shall be shipped from any of
said plantations, or otherwise laden, in order to be
thence to any place whatsoever, under a penalty of forfeiting
both shai:? and eargo, and £500 ($2,500) for each offense.”

In 1732 Parliament prohibited the exporiation of hats from

ovince to province, and limited the number of apprentices to

taken by hatters. In 1750, the erection of any mill orengine
for splitting or rolling iron was prohibited under a pe of
81,000 for each offense; but pig-iron could be exported to -
land, duty free, in order that it might ba manufactured there
and returned to the colonies. Later, Lord Chatham declared
that he would not permit the colonists to make even a hob-nail
or a horseshoe for themselves, and his views were subsequently
carried into effect by the absolute prohibition in 1765 of the ex-
port of artisans; in 1781, of woolen machinery; in 1782, of cotton
machinery and artificers in cotton; in 1785 (when the States
most needed them), of iron and steel making machinery, and
workmen in those departments of frade; and in 1799, by the
prohibition of the export of colliers, lest other countries shounid
aeq‘uire the art of mining coal.

J:.nglandh ‘i object wml; to mﬁ colonists a.llutfarmtars, 80 aai E
supply her home people, en mostly in manufacturing, with
food and raw materials,and to compel t.i.eooloajsta to tﬁg from
her in return her manufactured products; also to pay profit both

ways; in other words, to compel them to sell to England all th
to sell—their agricaltural lus—and to buy from her
they were obliged to p manufactured articles of any

importance. This process was pleasing and remunerative to
British manufacturers and capitalists; but it kept the colonists
poor, and almost ruined them. For,as has been shown, they
were forbidden fo manufacture anything themselves, and they
were never able o raisean agricultural surplus sufficient to pay
for what they had to import.

With no tariff on imports at home, but subject tosuch burdens
on our exports abroad as was to those to whom we were
obliged to sell, the of the colonists in 1771 exceeded
their exports by $13,750,000—an enormous sum in those days.

Is it any wonder that our forefathers rebelled? And not satis-
fied with these measures to prevent and repress all manufactur-
ing enterprise in the States, she also attempted to destroy all
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our commerce by enforecing most barbarously their iniguitous
laws with re to navigation.

By the navigation act Great Britain deereed that ‘‘no goods
or commodities whatever, of the growth, production, or manu~
faeture of Europe, Africa, or Ameriea, shall be imported: into.
England or Ireland, orinto any of the plantations (American
colonies) except in sﬁlips belonging to English subjects, of which
the master and the greater number of the crew shall also be
English.”

Our trade with her West Indian colonies was prohibited; and
by the enforcement of these nav'&z'&tion acts our commerce was
nearlydestroyed. Aswe had notabiff, foreign vesselsand goods
were freely admitted into our States; while our vessels and

were burdened with heavy rates and duties in foreign
ports. It thus happened that the prices of goods tm?orterl and
the pricesof our experts were subject to the will of foreigners.
They demanded their own prices for their rts, and we had
to pay them; and theyoffered us their own prices for our goods,
a.ng we had to take them; for, being without a national tariff,
we were absolutely at their mercy.

Before this navigation actwas ‘passed, the colonists had sent
their trading shipstoall the known pertsof the world,and their
commerce had become ¢onsiderable and valuable to them, but.
by that act it was annihilated at a blow. Even Burke: declared
in Parliament that ** by it the.commerce of the colonies wasnot

tied, but » Isitnot true that England wasand
on.

most selfish of nations? Herobjest will be stated further

In the comparative condition of the United States and Great

Britain, after the close of the Revolutionary war, not a hatter,
a boot or shoe maker, a saddler, or abrass-founder here could
carry on his business, except in the coarsest and most ordinary
production, under the pressure of this foreign dictation. Thus
was the extraordinary and calamitous spectacle. of a
suecessful revolution whelly failing of its ultimate object. The

of Ameriea had gone to war not for names, butfor things; |

to redress their own grievances, to improve their own condition,
and to throw off the burden which the colonial system had laid
on theirindustry. To attain thesa objeets they had endured in-
eredible hardships, and borne and suffered almost beyond the
measure of humanity.

And when their independence was attained, they found that,
by the ungenerous, uncivilized, and unchristian legislation and
action of Great Britain, it was merely a piece of parchment.
The industry which had been burdened in the colonies had
been crushed in the free States, and the mechanics and manu-
facturers of the country found themselves, in the bitterness of
their hearts, independent and ruined.

Daniel Webster, in a speech on the 8th of July, 1833, affirmed
the truth ef the foregoing statements when he said:

From the close of the war of the Hevolution thera came a. d of de-
ﬁm&m and distress on the Atlantic coast such as the hadhardly

tduring the sharpest crisis:of thewar itself. Shipowners, shipbuilders,
mechanies, artisans, all were destitute of emp ent, and of them
destitute of bread. British ships came freely British ships came plen-
tifully, while to American ships and American products, there was neither
protection on the one side nor the equivalent of reciprocal free tradeon the
other. Tmmes&armborofhm;ia ed the inhabitants of the At-
lantie shores with everything. ¥- clothes, among the rest, from:
e e it
States attempted to establish their own partial systems, but they failed.

George Bancroft, on page 432, volume 1, History of the Con-
stitution, paints the picture of this period (1785) even a darker
shade when he says:

It is certain that the English have the trade of these States almost wholly
in their hands, whereby their influence must increase; and a constantly in-

ty of money begins to be felt, since no & sails hencs to
without large sums of money on board, the Engiish
boats, which monthly take with them between forty and ffty thou-
sand pounds sterling.
. Again, on page 439, we find this:
The scarcity of money makes the produce of the connt

cheap, to the dis-
a tment of the farmers and the discouragement of husbandry. Thus

the two classes, merchants and farmers, that divide nearly all America, are
: discontented and distressed.

GREEDY SELFISHNESS OF GREAT BEITAIN,

It may be remarked in passing that it has always been the

, leading object of Great Britain to manufacture for the world,
' to monopolize the bulk of reproductive power, and, if possible,
to keep all other countries in a state of industrial vmﬁage,.by
means of her great caE[ital, her cheap labor, her skill, and her
mercantile marine. Her policy has been, and is, to force all
other countries to compete in her home markets for the sale of
their raw materials. Why? To enable her to fix the price of

- what she buys. It has also been, and is, her policy to force all
, other nations fo compete in her home markets for the purchase
of her finished products. Why? To enable her to fix the price

- of what she sells. Of course, that is business; and if England

can enforee such ies she will, indeed, become the mistress
of the world. This poliey she enforced upon us under the Con-
federacy.

In proof that thisselfish policy has prevailed in England, many
of her ablest public men might be quoted; but two or three will
suffice at this time.

Years ago Lord Goderich publicly declared in the Engilish
Parliament:

Other nations know that what we English mean by free trade is nothing
more norless than by msans of the great advantages we enjoy, to get the
monopoly of all the markets of other nations for our manufactures; and
to preventthem (ths foreign nations), one and all, from ever becoming man-
ufacturing nations.

David Syme, another prominent English free trader and mem-
ber of Parliament, openly said: )

Inany “guarmr of the globe, where compstition shows itself as likely te in-
terfere with English monopoly, immediately the caglml of her manufactnr-
ers is massed in that particular quarter; g are exported there in
large quantities, and sold at such price that outside competition is effee-
ti ¥ eounted out. manufacturers have been known to .export
p?&sw&mmamaumw bhmmdst&m;{mm with a view of
s s&gpmmm whole when prices revive, - ;

No comment is ecalled for at this time; but historical facts
establish the accuracy of the statement as to the selfishness of
Great Britain beyond all question, and her eonduct toward this
country after the close of the war of the Revolution as well as
after the close of our second war with Great Britain will be
found instructive.

BRESYLTS OF SUCH A POLICY.

And so the years from 1783 to 1789 were: lovely, ha.].cﬁn days:
for the merchants and statesmen of Great Britain. about
three years’time nearly all the money of the country had passed

into the poekets of British merchants and manufaeturers, and
‘we were left ‘“ poor indeed;™ for not only did they take from us
our money, but they took also our good name for %m-
dependence, andenmmonsanae,whji h we had won in the Reve-
| lutionary war. .
As there was no tariff to prevent, foreign nations literally
EE:ured in upon us their products of every kind and description
\ in such quantities and at such prices that our people could not
| compete with them.
' Our domestic indusiries were nded. The weaver, the
| shoemaker, the hatter, the saddler, the rope-maker, and man
| others were reduced to bankruptcy; our markets were giuf
- with foreign products: prices fell; our manufacturers &enemllx
were ruined; our laborers beggared; our artisans without em-
’_}aloyment; our merchants insolvent, and our farmers necessar
i followed all these classes into the vortex of general financial
destruction.
enforce p&%ﬁ?ﬁeﬁ%ﬁﬁmdmw;{ﬂ bot. pemglnmlg
real estate; spread distress far and wide among the masses of the people;
aroused in the hearts of the sufferers the bitterest i t lawyers,

the eourts, and the whole creditor class; led toa popular clamor for stay
laws and vartous other radieal measnres of supposed relief, and finally filled

a nsion, and sense of weakness and
a tendency to despair of the Repub Inability to pay

eVen Necessary taxes
became general, and often thesp;lcoulﬂ be colleeted only by levy and sale of

the homestead.—Mason.

Such were the ruinous resulis that necessarily followed the
adoption of a free-trade policy under the Confederacy.

A writer of that period says: ; .

‘We are poor, With a profusion of material wealth in our possession. That
We are poor needs no other proof than our prisons, bankrupteies, judg-
ments. executions, & mortgages, ete., and the shameless quantity
of business in our courts of law.

Hildreth's History, page 463,468, volume 3, speaking of this
period, has this true but terrible indictment:

The large importation of foreign goods, subject to little or no duty and
sold at peace was ving ous to all those domestie manufac-
tures and mechanical employments which the nonconsumption agreements
and the war had crea and fostered. Im.medint.al{' after the peace, the
country had been flooded with imported goods, and debts had been nnwarily
contracted. for which there was no means to pay.

Our imports from Great Britain alone were $30,000,000 in
1784’85, while our exports to her were only $9,000,000, a fright=
ful balance on the wrong side. They drained us of our last
dollar and left us for a circulating medium only orders on State
tax collectors and depreciated certifieates of State and Federal
debt, themselves worthless.

OTHER CATLAMITOUS RESULTS,

The distress becama universal and calamitous.

In the district of Maine a convention was held for the purpose
of revolting from the State of Massachusetts. In New Hamp-
shire the people surrounded the building where the Legislature
was in session and declared that it should not adjourn till it had
_passed measures to abolish debt, or to relieve the people in some
other way.

In Massachusetts fully ene-third of the population joined in

Shays’s rebellion o account of the abject poverty and distress:of
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the peorfle. and nothing less than mili force was able to re-
press all these lawless demonstrations and revolts.

‘Among the causes that led to Shays's rebellion Hildreth men-
tions—

The want of a certain and remunerative market for the produce of the
Im and the depression of domestic manufactures by competition from
a

The French minister at that period, after relating the fore-
going disturbances, adds:

It must be agreed that these insurrections are, in a great part, due to the
scarcity of specie.

In Connecticut more than five hundred farms were offered
for sale for arrears of taxes, which the owners were too poor to
pay; and in Pennsylvania, North Carolina, and South Carolina
matters were scarcely any better.

There was no market for real estate, and debtors, who were
compelled to sell their lands, were ruined, without paying one-
fourth of the demands against them.

Men vniversally distrusted each other. The bonds of men
whose competency should have been unquestioned could not be
negotiated, except at a discount of 30, 40, or even 50 per cent.

FREE TRADE THE REAL CAUSE OF THESE EVILS.

1t was generally understood and agreed, by the writers and
statesmen of that distressful period, that the widespread and
almost universal ruin which then involved the States in general
disorder, revolt, and rebellion were in great part, if not wholly,
due to the scarcity of a;I)ecie, or good money.

In his History of the Insurrection, Minot regards as one of the
leading causes that led to those troubles—

The loss of many markets to which Americans had formerly resorted with
their produce. us was the nsual means of remittance by articles of the
growth of the country almost annihilated, and little else than specie re-
mained to answer the demands incurred by importations. The money, of
course, was drawn off, and this being inadequate to thep se of discharg-
ing the whole amount of foraign contracts, the rest was chiefly sunk by the
bankruptceies of the importers.  The scarcity of specie, arising principally
from this cause, was attended with evident consequences; it checked com-
mercial intercourse through the community, and furnished reluctant debtors
with an apology for withholding their dues both from individuals and the
publie,

But the scat‘citﬂ of specie, or money, was due, as has already
been shown, to the free-trade policy of that period, which al-
lowed and encouraged such enormous excess of imports overex-
ports, and thus necessitated the withdrawal of the gold and sil-
ver from the country fo pay such excess. :

Had there been no free trade, there would have been no inundation of
foreign goods; had there been no inundation of foreign goods, there would
have beenno drainof s e; had there been no drainof specie, there would
have been nolack of a ulal medium; had there been no such distress,
there would have been no Impulse toward insubordination to the State.—

Aason.
Consequently, it follows legitimately, that free trade was the
principal source or cause of the widespread discontent, distress,

and the demoralization of that period.
A SUMMARY OF THESE EVIL RESULTS.

Free trade was the starting point. Itwas quicklyfollowed by
imports largely in excess of exports; then by a glut of foreign
ﬁroductions; then by suspension of our own manufactures of all

inds; then by a gradual, but complete, loss of all our specie;
then by the necessary stoppage of most of our business; then b
the enforced idleness of our laborers and artisans; then by uni-
versal debt; then by a crushing depreciation of real estate; then
by a positive inability on the part of nearly everybody to &my their
debts; then by general distressand financial ruin; and finally by
insurrectionsand rebellions which threatened destruction fo the
life and liberties of the nation.

As this was the closest approach to absolute free trade ever tried by this
country, so there was the largest harvest of dangers and calamities ever ex-
perienced by the American people.—Mason.

For this reason I have dwelt more at length upon the period
of the Confederacy, and for the further reason that the causes of
the terrible sufferings and disasters of our forefathers, under
the free-trade policy of that period, are so little understood and

" appreciated.

THE INFLUENCE OF ENGLISH TEACHINGS.

Lured on by these false doctrinesof political economy, our geo-
ple had been drawing closer and closer to the brink of individual
and national bankrugtcy and consequent political annihilation;
and at last they stood where another step in that direction was
impossible without plunging into that bottomless abyss. If they
would survive as a nation, there was but one thing for them to
do, or that they could do, and that was to turn away from free
trade and lay hold on protection.

Our forefathers were not fools, though they acted very fool-
ishly. They had been educated, as just stated; in the false doc-
trines of political economy as taught in England—the most
swinishly selfish system ever formulated by man; and thesedoc-
trines had been so firmly established in their minds that noth-
ing less than the bitier school of adversity could correct and
eradicate them.

But standing there upon that brink of sure destruction they
had the good sense to see the truth, and to declare that while
they were willing to give up everything, even to life itself, to
maintain liberty and national independence, they could not see
any good reason why they should sacrifice themselves to main-
tain a doctrine (free trade) that had brought to them only dis-
tress, misery, and financial ruin.

DEMAND FOR A NATIONAL CONSTITUTION.

And now, having discovered their impending danger and the
cause of it; having been convinced of the false and ruinous com-
mercial policy of England toward them—the policy of practical
free trade—and having comprehended the fact that a home mar-
ket and home protection affords the only real safety for the
American people, they took immediate steps to convene a Con-
stitutional Convention, to draft a Constitution which should se-
cure these great blessings, with others, to them and their pos-
terity forever. They had learned that a strong central power
was necessary, and that manyrights, then reserved to the States,
must be delegated to this central power.

THE LEADING QUESTION.

There were other great questions to be discussed and settled,
but the leading question was: ‘‘ How shall we secure protection
to home industries?”

The people of this country demanded a Union stronger than the Con-
federation, for the very purpose of shielding home industries from the pros
trating assaults of foreign competition, through the regulation of com-
merce with other nations, so as to check or to prohibit the importation of
commodities that interfered with the growth and prosperity of domestic
manufactures; and so as to give native productions an impetus which
would develop all the resources inherent within the boundaries of the na-
tion, essential for the supply and consumption of Lh;{popnla.tion at all times.
No fact is more securely established than is this.—Mason.

In the debate on the first tariff bill in 1789, Fisher Ames, one
of the ablest men in that Congress, said;

I conceive, sir, that the present Constitution was dictated by commercial
necessity more than by any other cause. The want of an efMcient govern-
ment to secure 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.

The historian Bancroft says:

The necessity for regulating commerce (i. é., for rovldlmf 4 proper tariff)
gave }ﬁ)lmmediata pulse to a more perfect (?onsdlm an (Volume 1,
page

Daniel Webster, historically known as ‘‘ the Great Expounder
of the Constitution,” in a speech at Buffalo, June, 1833, declared: .

The protection of American labor against the injurious competition of
foreign labor, so far at least as respects general handicraft productions, is
known historically to have been one end designed to be obtained by estab-
Hshing the Constitution.

Years later Mr. Webster repeated this idea, but much clearer
nn:dd stronger in a speech at Albany, in August, 1844, when he
sala:

In colonial times and during the time of the Convention the idea was held
u)l: that domestic industry could not ‘ﬂrosper manufactures and the me-
chanic arts could not advance, the condition of the common country could
not be carried up to any considerable elevation, unless there should be one
government to lay one rate of duty upon imports throughout the Union;
e “%-;O be had in laying this duty to the protection of American labor and

ustry. :

I de%tho man in any degree conversant with the history, in any de
acquainted with the annals of this country from 1787 to lfg,- when the
stitution was adopted, to say that protection of American labor and indus-
try was not a leading, I might almost say the leading, motive, South as
well as North, for the formationof the new Government. Without that pro-
vision in the Constitution it never could have been adopted.

Another remarkable man who made a careful study of this
matter (Rufus Choate) declared:

A whole le, a whole generation of our fathers, had J4n view, as one
grand end and purpose of their new Government, the acquisition of the
means of restraining, by governmental action, the importation of foreign
manufactures, for the encouragement of manufactures and of labor at

red and meant to do this by cloth the new Government

home; and desi
with this whole country, with

cific power of mﬂ:rt% commerce.
one voice, demanded to have in the Constitution the power to enact
rotective legislation, a power which they held as another declaration of
dependence—a power by which we are able to protect all our children of
labor. This power must not be surrendered, mustnotsleep, until the Union
flag shall be hauled down from the last masthead—a sight which I trust
neither we nor our children to the thousandth generation are doomed to see,

This position could be fortified with other quotations from
Fisher Ames, Edward Everett, James Madison,and many others,
but they must be omitted atthis time.

The convention was held; the Constitution was drafted, ac-
cepted, and adopted. The First Congress was elected under its

rovisfons, and by this Congress the splendid machinery of the
nstitution was set in motion.
FIRST PROTECTION PERIOD, 1789 TO ;fé%—lm: THE TARIFF THE FIRST QUES- *

The tariff question was the very first subject discussed by the
First Congress; and for more than one hundred years has been
the one subject that has never been finally settled.

Nullification, secession, banks, slavery, and reconstruction
have had théir times of fierce discussion, and have all been for-

Ti-
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ever settled, but the tariff was never a more vital question than
it is to-day. :

The first act of the First Congress regulated the form of the
oath to be taken by officials, and was merely formal, but the
first act of that Congress affecting the country was the act es-
tablishing a grotectiva tariff, passed and signed by George
Washington, July 4, 1789.

The discussion was long and earnesf. If was participated in
by such men as James Madison, R. H. Lee, Charles Carroll,

ufus King, Oliver Ellsworth, Fisher Ames, Roger Sherman,
J. Trumbull, and others; and a Congress composed of such men
pasced a tariff act in the interest of protection and not for * rev-
enue only,” for in the preamble to the act occur these words:

Whereas it is necessary for 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 l1aid on imported goods, etc.: There-
fore, be it enacted, etc.

It may be remarked in passing thata large majority of that
First Congress were farmers; but they saw the necessity of en-
couraging and protecting manufactures,in order that they might
be free from servile and dangerous dependence upon foreign na-
tions for the arms, the implements of farming, and other ma-

-chinery needed for their own safety, protection, and indepen-
dence.

1t is thus seen that the doectrine of protection to home manu-
factures—to home products—was coeval with our national organ-
ization, It had its enemies even then; and then, as now, the
most conspivuous were either Englishmen or men imbued with
English ideas; but all of the leading men—the men whose ac-
tions and legislation made the Revolution a success, the men
who formulated our glorious Constitution and secured its adop-
tion by the several States—all voted for the protective tariff
bill, and rejoiced greatly when it became a law.

OPINIONS OF PRESIDENTS.

Five of these leading men became Presidents while the law of
1789 remained on our statute book, and it may not be uninter-
esting nor unprofitable to learn right here what these great men
thought of protection to home manufactures.

George Washington, in his first annual message, speaking of
our nation as ‘‘a free people,” said:

Their safety and interest require that they promote such manufactures as
:?‘i'.'i) tlf ei;hencle:.' them independent of others for essentials, particularly military
In hisseventh annual message he shows that—

Our culture, commer ce,and manufactures r beyond example (un-
der the tariff of 1788). Every part of the Union displays indications of rapid
and various improvement, and with burdens so light as scarcely to be per-

celved. Is1ittoomuch to say that our country exhibits a spectacle of na- 1

happiness never surpassed, if ever before equaled?

In his eighth and last annual message Washington said:
Congress has repeatedly, and not withoutsuccess, 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 shall
appear eligible. ‘
John Adams, our second President, in his last annual message
referred to our economical system, and congratulated the coun-
try upon the great prosperity then existing, and added:

I observe, with much satisfaction, that the uct of the revenue during
rl'I.lm t year has been more considerable than during any former pe-

This result affords conclusive evidence of the greatresources of the coun-
try, and of the wisdom and efficiency of the measures which have been

opted by Congress for the protection ot commerce and preservation of
the public credit.

Thomas Jefferson, our third President, often referred to as
the founder of the Democratic party, in his second annual mes-
sage, in enumerating the landmarks by which we are to guide
ourselves in all our proceedings, mentions the following as one
of the most prominent:

To protect the manufactures adapted to our circumstances.

Our protective system, under the tariff act of 1789, had pro-

duced results far greater and more satisfactory than had been |-

anticipated: and in 1808 Mr. Jeflerson found that there waslikely
to be a considerable surplus after paying all the public debt
called for by our contracts; and in his sixth annual message he
thus presents his views to the country as to the best method of

disposing of that surplus:

Shall we—

He asks— 3
suppress the imposts (duties) and give that advantage to foreign over our

m

domestic manu!g.et.ms? On a few articles of more general anﬁeeessary
use, the suppression in due season will doubtless be right; but the great
mass of the articles on which imposts are lald are foreign luxuries, pur-
cg:sed by those oniy who are rich enough to afford themselves the use of
them.

Again he wrote:

The general inquiry now is, shall we 1hake our own comforts, or go with-
out them at the will of a foreign nation? He therefore who is now against
domestic manufactures must be for redu us either to a dependence
upon that nation or to be clothed in skins and live like beasts in caves and

dens. Iam proud to say I am notone of these. Experience has taught me
th;&l t:tantkfactnres are Now as necessary to our independence as to our
comforts.

The prohibiting duties welay on all articles of foreign manufacture which
prudence requires us to establish at home, with the patriotic determination
of every good citizen to use no foreign article wnich can be made within
ourselves, witheut regard to difference of price, secures us against a relapse
into foreign dependency.

In his letter to Humphrey, 1809, he wrote:

My own idea is that we should encourage home manufactures to the ex-
:ﬁnﬁa}f our own consumption of everything of which we raise the raw ma-
rials.

_ In 1817, after the close of the second war with Great Britain,
in accepting an election to membership in a ‘‘Society for the
Encouragement of Domestic Manufactures,” Jefferson wrote:

The history of the last twenty years has beon a significant lesson for us
all to ael})en for necessaries on ourselves alone; and I hope twenty years
more will place the American hemls‘fhere under a system of its own, essen-
tially peaceable and industrious and not needing to extract its comforts
out of the eternal fires raging in the Old World.

James Madison, our fourth President, recognized as the
“Father of the Constitution,” in a special message to Congress
May 23, 1809, said:

It will be worthy of the just and provident care of Congress tomakesuch
further alterations in the laws as will more esg:glally protect and foster the

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

g(\lgmn, in a special message, February 20, 1815, Mr. Madison
said:

But there is no subject that can enter with
the daliberations of Co than a consideration of the means to preserve
and promote the manufactures which have sprung into existence und ob-
tained an unparalleled maturity throughout the United States during the
period of the European wars. This source of national independence and
wealth I anxiously recommend, therefore, to the prompt and constant
guardianship of Congress.

James Monroe, our fifth President, in his inaugural, said:

Our manufactures will likewise require the systematic and fostering care
of the Government. Possessing, as we do, all the raw materials, the froit of
our own goil and industry, we ought not to depend in the degree we have
dene on supplies from other countries. Equally important is it to provide
at home a market for our raw materials, as by oxtending the competition it
will enhance the price and protect the cultivator against the casualties in-
cident to foreign markets.

In his seventh annual message he says:

Having formerly communicated my views to Congress respecting the en-
cou ment which ought to be given to our manufactures, and the principle
on whiech it should be founded, I have only to add that those views remain
unchan Irecommend a review of the tariff for the purpose of affording
such additional protection to thosearticles which we are prepared to manu-
facture, or which are more immediately connected with the defense and in-
dependence of the country.

Here, then, are the views in brief of our first five Prasidents,
and the foremost men of the years in which the tariff act of 1789
was a law. We find no hint of dissatisfaction with protection,
no suggestion of a re]-i’ea.l of the law, and no intimation of a modi-
fication of the tariff laws, except to give them ‘‘a prompt and
constant guardianship” and *‘additional protection to those ar-
ticles we are prepared to manufacture,” ete.

Let us now return toour ** Historical Statement,” and learn, if
we may, what were some of the resulting benefits from the new
tarift law.

ater force and merit into

BENEFITS OF THE TARIFF OF 1789,
Agriculture became more extensive and pr rous; com-
merce increased with wonderful rapidity: old industries were
revived, and many new ones were established in all parts of the
counfry; our merchant navy was revived and muFtiplied; all
branches of domestic trade were prosperous; our revenue soon
became sufficient to pay the expenses of the Government, and
give relief to its creditors; the people again became contented
and industrious; and the whole country seemed to be, and was,
on the high road to great national wealth and prosperity.
No material changes in the law of 178) were enacted till 1812,
and the general prosperity above indicated continued through
that period.

1808. —EMBARGO ACT.

This act has no relation whatever to the tariff act: neither
was it a tariff act; but,as in tracing the history of the tariff from
1789, free traders often refer to this act as ‘‘tariff legislation
prohibiting all importation, followed by universal disaster,” it
may be well to see just what the truth is about it.

They (the free traders) intend to convey the impression that
this absolute prohibition of importations in 1808 was passed in
the interest of protection; than which nothing could be further
from the truth.

This ‘‘prohibition” was the celebrated ‘‘embargo act” of
1808, and grew outof the war between Great Britainand France.

Each of these countries had prohibited all commerce with the
other,established blockades, and authorized the search of neutral
vessels. Sooutrageous was their conduet that President Jeffer-
son wrote that ‘‘ England was a den of pirates and France aden
of thieves:” and at his suggestion Congress passed the embargo
act as a measure of retaliation against these nations. But as
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our home productions were then guite limited, it was soon found
that the embargo act was more hurtful to usthan to our enemies;
and within a year, at Jefferson’s snggestion, it was repealed.
‘But in all the discussion that led to its enactment or repeal,
nothing was said about * tarif” or “ protection.” But even
that act was not without its compensation; for if gave a great
stimulus to the establishment of new industries and manufac-
tures for making those articles which formerly were imported,
but which under that prohibition had to be made here or notat

-  1812—THE TARIFF DUTIES RAISED.

In 1812, as a measure to raise money to carry on the war with
England, the tariff duties were nearly doubled, greatly to the
benefit of the country and of its home industries—the increase
to be taken off after the close of the war.

This was the period of our second war with Great Britain;
and of course our importations were very small, as England
would sell us nothing, and, with her war vessels, strove to de-
stroy all our importations from other countries.

The very fact that our importations were thus all stopped. or
nearly so, compelled us to erect factories and foundries’of our
own, and start new industries to supply our necessities; and not-
withstanding this tremendous strainand demand upon our re-
sources, caused by the three years’ war from 1812, we made
rapid progress in national wealth and manufacturing ability
during this period. Of course, there was much of distress and
hard times, war alwaysproduces these. New England shipping
was somewhat dls‘uurgeg, but New England was more than com-

nsated by the great increase that came to her manufactures

uring this period. In a special message President Madison
earnestly asked of Congress “deliberate consideration of the
means to preserve and promote the manufactures which have

rung into existence and attained an unparalleled maturity

roughout the United States during the period of the Euro-
pean wars.”

EECOND FREE-TRADE PERIOD, 1816-1824—1816: REPEAL OF THE TARIFE.

But in 1816, by one of those inexplicable changes in Eublic opin-
ion, probably a mere desire for a change similar to those of 1884
and 1892, there was a decided reaction from the high tariff rates
of 1812 and in favor of the Democratig?rty and its economic
ideas, which have always leaned toward free trade or very low
tariff rates. Thelaw of 1789 and theamendment of 1812 were re-
pealed, and lower duties substituted therefor. And while there
were some protective features retained in the act of 1816, it was
nevertheless a very wide and disastrous dapa.rtura from the
tariff rates of 1812, and at the best was only ** moderately pro-
tective.”
- WHY THE TARIFF OF 1818 FAILED.

But there were some extraordinary reasons why the tariff of
1816 was a failurve and why its rates were insufficient.

At the close of the war between the United States and Great
Britain, England and English manufacturers made two discov-
eries which were very startling and disagreeable to them. First,
that having been deprived of the American markets by the em-
bargo act and the subsequent war, the British manufacturers
found their warehouses at the close of the war full to bursting
with unsold productions of various kinds, for which they were
very anxious but unable fo find a market. Second, that the
Americans, compelled by the same reasons to rely upon them-
selves instead of the English manufacturers for their supplies
during this period, had established successfully a large number
of home industries. and were by this means able to a great de-
gree to su&: ly their own market.

In this ifemma. England saw that she must act promptly and
crush out these young American industries or her American
market would be forever lost and her manufacturing industries
permanently crigpled. So she resolved to flood this country
with her goods then on hand, many of which were old and out
- of fashion, fur below cost. It wasa matter of so much importance
that it was discussed in Parliament, and Mr. (afterwards Lord)
Brougham declared in the House of Commons in 1816:

It is well worth while to incur a loss upon the first exportation, in order,
by the glut, to stifls in the cradle those nfant manufactures in the United
States which the war has forced into existence.

This policy was decided upon, and Great Britain poured her
fabrics and accumulated stocks of goods into our markets in an
overwhelming torrent and far below cost. The tariff of 1816
was intended as a barrier against inundation, and under ordi-
nary circumstances would have proved such. Butitwas a mat-
ter of life or death with the English manufacturers, and sothey
continued to pourintheirgoodsupon us at pricesfar lower than
we could make them; and true to British custom they perse-
::{;;id in this policy till our own industries were very nearly

The foreign goods imported at this period were more than

twice the quantity that could be consumed. Niles in his his-
tory says:

It is notorlous that great sums of money wera
destroy onr flocks of sheep that they might thereby ruin our manufacto-
ries. They boughtupand ediazelyslanﬁhtared eat numbers of sheap;
they-bought our best machinery and sent it ol to land, and hired our
best mechanics and most skillful workmen to go to England, simply to get
them out of this country, and so hinder and destroy our existing and pro-
spective manufactures.

RESULTS OF THE REPEAL.

Then gEr:nt depression in all branches of business at once fol-
lowed. nkruptey soon became general, and financial ruin
was everywhere present. It could not be otherwise. Carey,
Greeley, Clay, Benton, and others show that this was one of the
most distressful periods of our national existence. Mr. Benton
gave this picture of the condition of the fimes:

No price for property; no sales except those of the sheriff and the marshal;
no purchasers at execution sales exeept the creditor, or some hoarder of
money; noemployment for industry; no demand for labor; no sale for the
products of the farm; no sound of the hammer, except that of the anction-
eer knocking down aPwpem:y' Distress was the universal cry of the people;
relief, the nniversaldemand, was thundered at the doors of all Legisiatures,
State and Federal.

Horace Greeley said of this period:

At the close of the second war with England, peace found this country
dotted with furnaces and factories which had sp?eumg up under the gmoa-
rious shelter of embargo and war. These not yet firmly established found
themselves suddenly expossd to a relentless and determined foreign com-
Euﬁ.m‘ Great Britain poured her {abrics, far below cost, upon our markets

a perfect deluge. Our manufactures went down like before the
mower, and our agriculture and the wa of labor a}aood followed. Fi-
nancial prostration was gemeral, and the presence of debt was universal.
In New England fully one-fourth of thé property went through the sherif’s
mill, and the prostration was less general elsewhere. In Kentucky
the pressnce of debt was simply intolerable. In New York the leading mer-
chants, in 1817, united in a memorial to Congress to save OUr COMINErcs &5
well as our manufactures from utter ruin, by increasing the tarift duties,

Henry Clay declared that the average depression in the value
of pé-operty, under that state of things, was not less than 50 per
cent.

1818.—The tariff act of 1818 ‘was simply an amendment by
which tariff duty was imposed upon a few articles which prior
thereto were free. .

It thus appears that the tariff acts of 1816 and 1818 were no ex-
ception fo the rule that protective tariffs conduce to national
prosperity, and very low tariff rates to national adversity; for
though they were ‘‘moderately protective” in name, yet, under
the outrageous and disgracsfully selfish policy of Great Brit-
ain—a policy which we could not then have anticipated—those
tariffs afforded insufficient protection; and insufficient protec-
tion is practically as bad as tariff for revenue only.

SECOXD PROTECTION PERIOD, 1321-133:—1&4: PROTECTION AGAIN RE-
STORED.

The disastrous state of affairs already described eontinued
for several years, until our people, with a mighty effort, re-
solved ‘to endure it no longer; and in 1824 gave us a
new tariff, far in advance of that of 1789, and it was the first pro-
tective tariff that gave us real protection,

This tariff was passed in response to a general demand of the
country, and upon the urgent recommendation of President
Monroe to give *“additional protection to those articles which
we are prepared to manufacture,”ete. Everybody,except a few
free traders, had become disgusted with a tariff that was nomi-
nally “moderately protective,” while in fact it afforded no real
protection: and the Congress of that year was largely in favor
of a strong protective tariff in fact as well as in name.

The advocates of this tariff act insisted ugon its passage in or-
der to give to the country that strength and power which arise
from possessing within itself the means of defense and to rescue
it from the dangers and disgrace of habitual dependence upon
forzign nations for the common daily necessaries of life.

The enemies of the bill were no less determined in their o
position. No denunciafion of if could be too severe; no proph-
ecy of evil to come from it could be too doleful,

Soon after the tariff bill of 1824 was reported, the New York
Evening Post, now, as then, one of the ablest and most uncom-
promising advocates of free trade, said editorially:

Pass the tariff as‘rrg‘ﬂorwd by the committes and you palsy the nation.

Pass it, and where you any longer find occupants for your costly piles
of stores and dwelling houses? Pass it, and who will be exempt from its
grinding operation?

The rer classes especially must feel its effect in paying an additional
price for every article of clothing they and their { es wear, and every
mgmhml they eator drink, save cold water, and to that will they ere long be
reduced. .

Maj. McKinley, commenting on this, says:

None of these awful prophecies were fulfilled; none of these
ensued. The nation was not palsied. but quickened into new life,

chants did not move out of their costly piles of stores and dwelling houses,
they remained only to require larger and flner and more costly ones; lt]%g

ed by the British to

results
mer-

iabor was in ter demand and their wi _price.
Country er the tarif moved on to . triumphs in industrial
progress, and to & higher and better destiny forall of its people.

m;er classes were not driven to cold water as their only food and
advanced in
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John Randolph, one of the ablest of Democrats, fiercely op-
posed the bill, and in a speech in Congress, after showing the
great advantages of Great Britain in manufacturing, added:

It is in such a climate only that the human animal can bear, without ex-
tirpation, the corrupted air, the noisome exhalations, the incessant labor of

accursed manufactories. Yes, sir, accursed,forl say it isan
g. Weshould have the yellow fever from June to January,and January

June. The climate of this country alone, were therenoother natural ob-
stacles to it, says aloud, You shall not manufacture. o

One of its strongest advocates and supporters was Andrew
Jackson, then United States Senator, and now the patron saint
of the Democratic party. Let us see what he thought of pro-
tection in 1824:

Providence—

Said he—

filled our mountains and our plains with minerals—with lead, iron, and
per—and given us a climate and soil for the grow. of hemp and wool
the greatest materials of our national defense, they t to
ed to them adequate and fair protection, that our manufactur-
petition with those of Euro

L]

3 and 1abo b
ers Ters may
and that we may have within our country a supply of those leading and im-

t articles so essential in war. We have been too long subject to the

cy of British merchants. It is time we should become a little more

canized, and instead of fesding the paupers and laborers of England,

feed our own, or else in a short time, by continuing our present policy (that

under tariff of 1816), we shall all bs rendered paupers ourselves. It is my
opinion, therefore, that a careful and judicious tariff is much wanted.

RESULTS QUICK AND HELPFUL. .

The bill was passed, and again, and at once, an era of great
financial prospoggy sefin. So marked and helpful was the im-
provement that in 1828 the duties were raised still higher; and
yet business improved; new industries were started, and pros-
perity gladdened the people. :

Hear what President Andrew Jackson said in his annual mes-
sage, in December, 1832, concerning the results and benefits of
eight years of protection under the tariffs of 1824 and 1828:

Our country.presents, on every side, marks of p and happiness,
ed, perhaps, in any other portion of the worl

The relief to the country, attained through these tariffs of

1824 and 1828—

Irluproforund and general, reaching all c¢lasses—the farmer, the manufae-

urer, the shippwner, the mechanie, and the dﬁ laborer. The ch;&o was

as great as waswrought when Hamilton smote the rock of public itand
abundant streams of revenuse gushed forth.—Webster.

Henry Clay, speaking in the United States Senate in 1832
about this period, said:

On a general survey we behold cultivation extended; the arts flour s

g.: face of the country improved; ourpeo miullyanﬂpmﬂmagg employed;

public countenance exhibiting tranqu! :iy, contentment happiness;

public debt of two wars nsar ; and, to erown all, the public

. If the term of seven years were to be selected of the

ury overflowing.
greatest prosperity which this people has enjoyed since the establishment
that 0d of seven years

of their present Constitution, it would bee
which immediately followed the passage of the tariff of 1524,

This view is sustained by the best writers concerning that pe-
riod, who all agree that our manufactures were flourishing, that
our currency was good, our crops abundant, and our commerce
rous. These combined influences invariably enhance the
gemand for labor, increase its value, establish a general pros-
rity for the country, and contentment for the people.

President John Quincy Adams, who succesded Mr. Monroe,
was also a strong friend of protection, and in his fourth annual
message discusses at some length our agricultural, commerecial,
and manufacturing interests,and shows that *‘all these interests
are alike under the protecting power of the legislative author-
}ty,“ and proceeds to make himself clear and explicit in his de-

ense of the principles of protection. =
1832.—~TARIFF OF 1828 AMENDED,

The tariff act of 1832 was really nothing buf some slight
amendments to the act of 1828. Southern feeling against the
tariff of 1828 was exceedingly bitter, and they were determined
to have actual free trade if possible. Theydemanded, through
the Committee of Ways and Means, that the protective ayat.em
be * utterly and absolutely abandoned;” and declared that ‘'Con-~

ss should adopt no half-way measures, no temporary expedi-
ents, but ‘reform it altogether.’”

But the country, as a whole, had never been so prosperous as
under the policy of the tariff of 1828, and they were in no mood
to yield to this foolish demand of the South. But, for the sake
of peace and of conciliating the South they were willing to make
some concessions to this free-trade prejudice, and therefore, cer-
tain coarse wools were put upon the free list, and some reduc-
tion was granted upon articles made from those wools. Butthe
protective principle of the act of 1828 was still retained on the
expressed ground that it was necessary for building up and sus-
taining our own manufactures as one of the essential means of
increasing and maintaining our national greatnesa.

THIRD FREE-TRADE PERIOD, 1813-1842,—1833: FREE TRADE AGAIN.

But in 1833, the year following that in which Jackson used the
words just gquoted, the enemies of protection, led by the Demo-
oratic party, rallied their forces and again secured confrol of

laced in a fair cam

Congress; through a disgraceful compromise with Southern
nullifiers, protection was abandoned; the protective tariff acts
of 1824 and 1828 wera repealed, and duties too low to afford any
Eeal protfection to home industries were established by that

on PG

The tariff act of 1833 was intended as a compromise and con-
ciliatory measure. The South was on the verge of open rebel-
lion, so determined were they not to submit to the protective
system. Mr. Clay and Congress did not intend to give up the
protective principle of the act of 1823; but, like all such com-

romise measures, it yielded just enmough'to completely destro
ts efficiency, as was subsequently learned to our sorrow. It
provided that byasliding scale of one-tenth biannually all duties
in excess of 20 per cent should be abolished within a period of
ten years. In its results and effects it was really an abandon-
mentol the protective principle; for the reductions allowed were
soon found to afford “insufficient protection,” which is practi-
cally no protection; as was so terribly proved under the tariff
of 1316. Industry and trade soon declined, and again foreign
goods poured like an inundation into our markets.

RESULTS OF THIS REPEAL,

Again finaneial depression followed; assignments and bankrupt-
cies resulted everywhere; manufacturers suspended operation,
and business grew worse and worse fill the culmination was
reached in the financial crash of 1837, one of the most appalling
and disastrous financial revulsions ever known—severer even
than that which followed the repeal of the first tariff in 1816.

The revulsion of 1837 produced a far greater havoc than was
experienced in the period above mentioned. The ruin came
quickly and fearf There were few that could save them-
selves, Propert,g_lgt every deseription wasparted with at prices
that m:tl‘le astounding, and as for the currency, there was scarcely
any at all.

In parts of .
notes into halves, quarters, agree
to use them as money. In Ohio, with all her abundance, it was hard to
monay to pay taxes. The sheriff of Muskingum County,
G in the summer of 1842, sold at auction one four-horse wagon
at #5.50; ten hogs at 6} esnts each; two horses (said to be worth 50 to 75
each) at §2 each; two cows at §1 each; a barrel o :&arn&l‘l.ﬁﬂ, and a store
of goods ai that rate. In Pike County, Mo., a& stated by the Hannibal Jour-
nal, the sheriff sold three horses at $1.50 each; one large ox at 12§ cents; five
cows, two steers, and one calf, the lot av 83.25; twenty sheep at 13} cents
each; twenty-four hogs, the lot, at 25 cents; one eigh! clock at §.50; lot
of tobacco, seven or eight h eads, at §5; three of hay. each, at
m?e??,am‘nnnﬂnmko!: T at 20 cents. (Colton's life of Henry Clay,
vol. 1.

The whole country went into liguidation; bank loans and dis-
counts fell off more than one-half; the money loss to the country
was not less than $1,000,000,000, o say nothing of the tremen-
dous strain upon the moral sense of the people.

All prices fell off ruinously; production was greatly dimin-
ished, and in many departments practically ceased; thousands
of workmen were idle, with no hope of employment, and their
families suffering from want. Our farmers were without mar-
kets; their products rotted in their barns; their lands, teeming
with rich harvests, were sold by the sheriff for debts and taxes.
The tariff which robbed our industries of protection failed to
supply the Government with necessaryrevenues. The national
Treasury in conseguence was bankrupt, and the credit of the
nation very low. the first six years after 1834 the revenus
{ell off 25 per cent, and the Government was obliged to borrow
money af high rates of interest to pay current expenses.

1837.—President Martin Van Buren, in 1837, succeeded Gen.
Jackson; but Mr. Van Buren wasso ambitiousfor office, 80 reck-
less of principle in obtaining it, so timid and abject before
Southern po].lt]im.nns‘ insoliciting it, that,sofaras I canascertain,
he dared nof express himself officially upon the subject of pro-
tection.

He is believed to have been personally in favor of protection;
but he and President Pierce, alone of all the P ents, hold
the unenviable distinction of having lacked the moral courage
to state their opinions. So far as is known, officially, Van
Buren was neither for nor against; and, like a seripture party
because he was neither hot nor cold, in 1840 the people spewati
him out of politics into inglorious retirement.

1840.—The Democratic national convention condemned pro-
tection and indorsed practically free trade in its platform of 1840.

1841.—President William H. Harrison, a Whig and a strong
protectionist, succeeded Mr. Van Buren, but he lived only a
month after his inauguration and had no opportunity to make
his opinion felt.

Vice-President John Tyler succeeded Harrison, and while he
was professedly a protectionist, his Southern training and asso-
ciations had made him one of a very mild type.

Fortunately, however, for thecountry a strong Whig and pro-
tectionist majority then had control of Congress, and soon made
itself felt. . :
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THIRD PROTECTION PERIOD, 1842-1846.—18(2: PROTECTION ONCE MORE.

The state of things as set forth under the tariff of 1833, con-
tinued till 1842, when the Whigs came back to power. ’I‘hay
found the country completely exhausted by misrule and free
trade, but quickly turned the tide by passing another highly

= protective tariff.

It was too high, indeed, to suit President Tyler, and he vetoed
it; but the country by this time had become so earnest and de-
termined in this matter that Congress dared not yield to him,
and so passed it over his veto.

RESULTS.

No sooner was this done than the financial gloom began to
pass away; the sun of prosperity shone forth; business revived
everywhere, and factories and other industries sprang up on
every hand throughout the North. Confidence was restored,
and castoms receipts increased the first gear (1843) 75 per cent
over the last year of the compromise tariff of 1833.

After four years of real prosperity under this tariff of 1842, how great was
the change! Labor was everywhere in demand. Planters had large crops,
ani the domestic market was growing with a rapidity that promised better
p ices. The produce of the farm was in demand, and prices had risen. The
cousum])tlon of coal, iron, wool, lzl.m‘.l cotton and woolen cloth was immense
and rapidly increasing, while prices were falling because of the rapidly im-
E}'nving character of the machinery of production. Production of everg

nd was immense, and commerce, internal and external, was Fro wit.
unexampled rapidity. SmEgingwas in demand, and its quantity was being
aungmented at a rate never before known. Roads and canals were &)roduc-
tive. Corporations had been resuscitated, and States hadrecommended pay-
ment, and the credit of the Union was so high that the same persons who
had vilified the people and the Government of the Union—under the com-
promise tariff of 1833—were now anxious to secure their custom on almost
any terms.—Carey.

So very positive and decided was the improvement that Presi-
dent Polk, another Democrat, and a free trader, in his annual
message of December, 1846, was constrained to say:

Labor in all its branches is receiving an ample reward; while education,
science, and the arts are rafnldly anlnrg'm% the means of social happiness.
The progress of our count: her career of greatness,not only in the vast
extension of her territorial ts, and in the rapid increase of our popula
tion, but in resources and th, and in vhe happy condition of our people,
is without an example in the history of nations.

Compare this condition with those of the previous free- trade
periods, already described, and closing in 178Y, 1824, and 1842 re-
spectively, and decide which system, in your opinion, is the better
for our country.

THE SOUTH OPPOSED TO PROTECTION.

But by this time (1842-'43) the slave power of the South had
gained complete ascendancy in the Democratic Yarty. It saw
at once that this new and surprising prosperity in the North,
secured as it was by means of protection to their home indus-
tries under the new tariff, would speedily checkmate and finally
lead to the overthrow of their political domination in the con-
trol of the Government.

Previous to this time the South had been favorable to protec-
tiop, and its greatest statesman, John C. Calhoun, was one of the
stanchest defenders of a high-protective tariff. In March, 1816,
Mr. Calhoun made a strong speech in favor of a protective tariff,
and, among other things, said:

When our manufactures are grown to a certain perfection, as they will
under the fostering care of government, the farmer will find a ready mar-
ket for his surplus product, and what is of almost equal co uence, a cer-
tain and cheap supply of all his wants. His Prosper ty will diffuse itself to
every class in the communl‘:;{' It (aasmbect. ve tariff) is calculated to bind
together more closely our widespread Republic, and give greater nerve to
the arm of Government.

But no sooner did Mr. Calhoun and other Southern leaders see
their ** peculiar institution ” (slavery) and their political ascen-
dency menaced by it than they decided to throw all their politi-
cal power against a protective tariff. So terrible, however, had
been the late financial disaster of 1837 to 1842 under free trade,
esYecia.lly in the North, that they were compelled to resort to
political fraud and deception if they would surely win.

In 1844 the Democratic national convention reaffirmed in their
platform their opposition to protection and their indorsement of
practical free trade.

FRAUDULENT CAMPAIGN OF 1844,

In 1844, as the opponent of Henry Clay, the Whig candidate
and the chamg{'on of protection, the Democratic party nominated
James K. Polk for President. He was a good man personally,
but weak, and he at once became the pliant tool of the slave oli-
garchy.

Col. Benton, in his Thirty Years (volume 2, page 591), tells
us of the private and personal intrigue made by Mr. Polk in
[)B.}lrson with the Southern leaders, by which he thoroughly sat-

ed them that he would be with them in matters relating to
tariff, slavery extension, etc.; and Benton denounces this *'in-
trigue ” as ‘‘ one of the mostelaborate, complex, and daring ever
practiced in an intelligent country.” Of course, this ““intrigue »
was not generally known, but was confined to afew m ers in
the South. They knew their man, however, and trusted him.
He had voted against the tariff of 1828; which was favored by

Jackson, he announced h.luﬁlelt assteadily op d to a protect-
ive policy; declared himself against the tariff of 1842, and re-
quired its repeal and the restoration of the act of 1833.

Why should not the South favor his election?

But Mr. Polk could not be elected without the electoral vote
of Pennsylvania; and Pennsylvania was strongly protectionist.
The protectionist sugBortera of Gen. Jackson must be made to
believe that the tariff of 1842 would not be disturbed in case
of Mr. Polk’s election, or he could never get their votes. How
was it possible to arrangé this difficult matter?

- A DOUBLE-FACED CANDIDATE.

To be a “free trader” in-the South, and satisfy them of his
sincerity and trustworthiness, and an undoubted protectionist
in Pennsylvania, was indeed difficult and dangerous, and at the
same time execrably dishonest; butit must be attempted, or Mr.
Clay would certainly be elected. He therefore wrote his cele-
brated ‘‘Kane letter,” occupying forty days in the process; and
never were ‘‘ words used to conceal ideas” more skillfully or dis-
honorably than in this letter. His effort and intention were to
convey the impression to Pennsylvanians that he was a protec-
tionist; to appear to say this, but in fact to say nothing of the
kind, His effort was entirely successful. Tohelp on this fraud
George M. Dallas, of Pennsylvania, a professed protectionist,
was nominated with Mr. Polk for Vice-President, to awaken
State local pride.

In order to be entirely consistent, the friends of Polk insidi-
ously circulated all through Pennsylvania the rumor that Mr.
Clay was unsound on protection; that if elected he would use all
his power to repeal the tariff of 1842, and that the only way to
insure the continuance of the tariff of 1842 wastoelect Mr. Polk.
And so the battle went on. In the South the rallying cry was
‘ Polk, Texas, and free trade.” In the North it was ‘‘ Polk,
Dallas, and the tariff of '42.”

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 1 wish to inquire of the Senator
from New Hampshire whether he has stated the fact that after
Mr. Dallas made that campaign and was elected Vice-President
he gave, as Vice-President, the casting vote to repeal the tariff
act of 18427

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator from Oregon
that I am obliged to him for calling attention to this interesting
historical fact, which a.g ars later on in this discussion.

Itmay now seem incredible thatsuch double-dealing could have
succeeded, but it must be remembered that in those days the tel-
egraph was comparatively new and undeveloped, and that the
daily newspaper had not become the tremendousand omnipresent
Eower which it now is; that the news was disseminated mainly

y the easy-going weeklies, whose circulation was generally con-
fined to limited areas, and were delivered by country stages, in-
stead of swiftly running railway trains; hence, that scandalous
duplicity, which now would be exgosoﬂ. in every hamlet of the
nation within twenty-four hours and cause instant political death
to its author, brought victory to Polk. Of course, one of the
sections was most grossly and intentionally deceived, but it was
not the South.

POLE SEVERELY CENSURED.

Years afterward, Chace, a personal friend of Mr. Polk, wrote
a History of Mr. Polk’s Administration, and referring to Polk’s
connection with this letter, said:

If the princlglra: which Mr. Polk really entertained were misunderstood,
owing to the seolog of the Kane letter, he was not himself altogether
blameless. The voters in the North were deceived by the use of langnage
‘which had the effect of obse instead of mora clearly defining his posi-
tion. The statement that he was “not in favor of a tariff for protection
merely " should have have been transposed to read that he was in favor of a
tariff for revenue merely.

After the election,and when Dallas was presiding in the Sen-
ate, Daniel Webstercharacterized this deception in the severest
terms; and Senator Reverdy Johnson, of Maryland, excoriated
Dallas in presence of the Senate by accusing him of being a con-
senting party to the fraud; and closed his remarks by declaring
that * in the entire history of our party struggles—in all the
agitationsof the political elements—inall ourconflicts for power,
during everyformer period of the Government—never had there
existed such absolute, open, and vile deception as had been prac-
ticed by the Democratic leaders and politicians on confiding
Pennsylvania.”

DEMOCRATIC INDORSEMENT OF POLK.

The sentiments of Webster and Johnson were very generally
approved by the country when the facts became known; but
under the lead of the free-trade Democracy of the South the
Democratic party in it8 national convention in 1848—

Resolved, That the fruits of the at political triumph of 1844, which
elected James K. Polk and George M. Dallas, have fulfilled the hopes of the
Democracy of the Union, in the noble impulse given to the cause of free
trade by the repeal of the tariff of 1842, and the creation of the more equal,
honest, aud productive tariff of 1846; that the confidence of the Democracy
of the Union in the principles, cn.d)acity, firmness, and integrity of Jamea
K. Polk manifested by his nomination and election in 1844, has been b g
justified by the strictness of his adherence to sound Democratic doc es
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‘We havealready seen how ‘‘his nomination and election” were
brought about, and what his personal and political friend and
biographer, as well as prominent Senators, thought of Polk’s
conduct in that campaign; and now we see in this resolution
how free-trade Democracy regarded it. The country can form
its own opinion from the recorded facts. ’

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from New Hampshire yield

to me?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MARTIN in the chair).
Does the Senator from New Hampshire yield to the Senator from
Rhode Island?

Mr. GALLINGER. Ido, Mr. President, having now come
to a discussion of the fourth free-trade geriod in the United
States, that from 1846 to 1861, I shall be glad of an opportunity
Io suspend my remarks and resume them at some future conven-

ent time.

Mr. ALDRICH. Asthe discussionof the nextgaragmph wilr
be one of considerable interest, in regard towhich a large num-
ber of Senators have opinions which they may desire to express,
I suggest the want of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The want of a quorum being
sugﬁest.ed, the Secretary will call the roll. 2

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-
swered to their names:

Aldrich, Dolph, Jarvis, Pefler,
en, D‘III?G Jones, Ark. Perkins,
Bear‘g, Faulkner, Lindsay, Pow]:r,
Blackburn, 8, Lodge. Pugh,
Brice, : E:{ungar. McLaurin, Roach,
Butler, George, McMillan, Stewart,
Caflery, Gibson, Martin, Teller,
Camden, Hale, Mills, ie,
Cameron, y Mitchell, Oregon Vest,
Cockrell, Hawley, Morrill, Voorhees,
Coke, Hi, s Murphy,
Davis, Hunton, Palmer,
Dixon, Irby, Pasco,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-nine Senatorshaving an-
swered to their names, a quorum is present.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I notice that cotton-seed oil
is stricken from the dutiable list by this biil and placed upon
the free list. As this is very largely a Southern industry, I
suppose it is done at the suggestion and on the re?1 est of per-
sons engaged in the manufacture of cotton-seed oil. I find in
Bulletin No. 3 replies from eleven different establishments, sit-
uated in South Carolina, Tennessee, Kentucky, North Carolina,
and Texas, in regard to this matter. They oppose placing the
articles on the free list.

I would suggest, in this connection, that a slight change in
conditions between the United States and y];)t or Great
Britain in the production of cotton-seed oil might bring a large
quantity to the United States; but I do not pro to offer an
amendment or to press the matter upon the consideration of the

nate.

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I have no great desire to make
a speech upon the pending measure. If a genuine effort had
been made Ey the Democratic party to carry outf the plain and
unmistakable pledges contained in the platform on which if
came into power, if its representatives had framed and presented
to us and the country a bill which was hones:lav and sincerely a
“ tariff for revenue only ” measure, if they had united on a bill
which meant and showed on its face that * protection was a
fraud,” was unconstitutional, and was to be destroyed, a full,
fair, and interesting discussion could have been had as fo the
respective advantages to our entire counfry of the policies of
free trade or protection as questions of economiecs and princi-
ples. From tge utterances of the leaders of the Democratic

rty during the recent campaigns, and farticu}m-ly during the
R:st Presidential contest, and from the language in their plat-
form, the country was prepared to see the issue fairly joined as
between tariff for revenue only or free trade and protection for
the sake of protection to American industries.

The Democratic party had and still has the opportunity to
make the ficht squarely, pass a bill which will present their
sgahem to the people so that they may make choice and settle
this vexed tariff question for years to come. It will be manly
and patriotic in them to do this and will gain for them the credit
and respect which always accompanies honesty and sinecerity.

I should be glad to discuss such a bill. Many Senators who
will sit silently in their seats during this entire debate would
be pleased to contribute their thoughts in the discussion of these
great and opposing principles. As we find ourselves now, how-
ever, the discussion is dwarfed. We hardly know what we are
debating. At first we had the * Wilson bill,” which was erude,
inconsistent, and represented nothing but the desire to reduce
the revenues of the Government. We then had the * Voorhees
bill,” which wasless crude, equally inconsistent, and represented
chiefly a desire to increase the revenues of the Government.

We then had the committee amendments to the Voorhees bill
which made it more symmetrical, but left it equally inconsistent
and illogical. We now have the ** Gorman bo;'i,” which doesnot
cure the defects of the previous measures and represents the
individual wishes and interests of the constituents of the indi-
vidual Senators upon the Democratic side. All of these meas-
ures are protective, pure and simple.

The “ protection ” has been transferred from some localities
to others. It has been modified, lessened in degree, in some in-
stances; in others, instead of ** specific " protection we have “ad
valorem” protection. The principle of protection is as fully
recognized in the bill before us as in the McKinley act. The
marked difference in the two measures is that the pending bill
is unequal and unjust, and is designed to favor individuals and
sections, while the other extended the principle of protection
to every portion of our country.

Inasmuch as the principle of protection is fully recognized by
the dominant party, and they have completely abandoned the
platform and pledges upon which they came into power, there
is nothing left for us to quarrel and contend about except the
various schedules. As the dominant party has now, and it is
to be hoped for the last time, arranged these schedules, and as
in this last compromise they have protected the industries in
the States of the different Democratic Senators sufficiently to
satisfly the demands of those Senators, I take it the measure is
now perfected and will pass or be defeated as it stands. o

I feel that ;ireau wrong has been done the State which I have
the honor to in part represent, in the framing of this bill, Of
all the great so-called raw materials, wool and lumber alone are

ut on the free list. This is an invidious, unjust, illogical, and

defensible distinction. Itwill cause great loss to young States,
which have already suffered much through illy advised legisla-
tion. The inconsistency of the wool schedule is shown by the
fact that while the raw material is placed on the free list, all the
manufactured products of wool are made dutiable. In ever
other instancein this bill, I think, where the manufactured arti-
cle is protected the raw material from which it is made is also
g;otect-ed. Your bill will destroy the wool industry in the far

est without corresponding benefit toany class of people. Iam
fully aware that I can not stop you, for our section of country is
not the section in whose interest you are legislating.

You were more consistent in regard to lead ore, and I desire
to return my thanks for the consideration with which you have
treated this, the greatest productof my State. While the protee-
tion of three-fourthsof a cent per pound on lead ore is hardly suffi-
cient to enable us to compete with Mexico, British Columbia, and
Spain, which isevidenced by the fact that under the present dut;
of 11 cents per pound great quantities of lead ore were shippe
in from Mexico, still as you reduced the duties on white Fead,
Eﬁ lead, and the various manufactured products of lead ore one-

f in each instance, thus making no unjust discrimination
against lead ore, we have no particular cause for complaint in
regard to this industry. We contend that nobody will be bene-
fited by this reduction and that many will be injured, but as
you meted out to us the same relative measure of pratectfon that
you gave the “ white lead trust” and the ‘‘smelting combine,”
we are thankful for the favor and grateful for the consideration.

Our complaint, so far as lead ore is concerned, is against the
manner and methods used in the construction of the entire bill,
As you have presented a bill which is designed to protect various
industries the lead scheduleshould not have been changed. No
one will reap any benefit from the lower duties. I trust the pro-
tection accorded lead ore will keep our miners employed at good
wages, and make profitable business for the thousands of farmers,
merchants, mechanics, and other industrious citizens whose
prosperity depends almost entirely upon the continued opera-
tion of the lead-silver mines. :

The Government has been cheated and robbed of much of the
duty it should receive on lead ore through improper samplin
at ports of entry. By this robbery of the Government as mu
lead oreissmuggled infreeaspays duty. Ishallofferanamend-
ment at the proper time to prevent thissmuggling and will ho
for the support of the Finance Committee and Senators on the .
other side of the Chamber. I will reserve any further remarks
in explanation until the lead schedule is reached.

In discussing a bill like the one before us, which is not a free-
trade or tarifi-for-revenue-only measure, but which is confess-
edly a bill for the protection of American industries, although
following no well-defined lines, yet protecting here and there in
spots, as the necessity for securing votes for its passige de-
mands, the fact is developed and made plain that in our young
and growing country, which is matchless in its resources, the
poliey cf consistent and logical protection must be followed for
many years to come. Our people, whether native or foreign
born, demand and are antiﬁege to steady employment and good
wages. They expect and should receive sufficient recompense
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for their labor to enable them to live well and to properly clothe
'and educate their children. It is our boast that under our in-
stitutions the avenues are open to all, and that anyone may
| travel them to the highest point of distinction in any calling.
Qur laws should be so framed that the minds and bo of the
children of our laboring classes should not be ill fed. They
!should be given a fair start and chance in the race of life.

The Democratic party has, by presenting the pending bill,

admitted that labor can nof be fairly dealt with under a free-

'trade or tariff-for-revenue-only policy, but to save itself from

the humiliation of utterly repudiating the hollow and insincere

tenses by which it eonfused the minds of the people and came

to power, it offers the bill with the lame explanation thaf it

is a step in the right direction. The measure is a protective

one, as [ have said, yet it is sd illogical that great harm must

result from its passage. It is so framed as to strike a blow at

our manufacturing centersand toour raw materials. The labor-
ers will be the ones to suffer.

I ama firm believer in the policy of protection. I think our
laborers and manufacturers should be protected against the la-
borers and manufatturers of foreign countries. 1 believe they
should not be made to compete with them on equal terms and
brought to their level. I think the greatest prosperity has
come fo our country under the E;otective system, and that it
will remain with us only under that system. While so believ-
ing, and while I shall so vote, it is equally clear to me that no
matter what tariff bill you pass or whether you pass any, there
can be no permsneni‘:vfmaparity for us until you reform your
finaneial system. 1t will be equally fruitless to pass this bill or
to defeat it and to allow the McKinley act to remain the law.

Until your mints are open fo the free and unlimited coinage
of silver as well as gold, falling prices, stagnation in business,
lack of employment, distress, and misery must remain with us.
1 think the passage of the pending bill or any bill will tempor-
arily relieve the present most lamentable condition of affairs. I
believe if this bill were defeated and the present law allowed to
remain there would be greater activity in business and more
employment for capital and labor at better prices. Either the

e or defeat of the pending measure will be quickly fol-

wed by a return of business to a greater cr less extent. The

settlement of this question now and the adjournment of Con-

will bring some relief to the country and employment to

thousands of honest men and women who are willing and anx-
ious to work and who are now in actual distress.

We have reached the lowest ebb. Actionof any kind, so that
it is final, will be a welcome relief. The millions of invested
capital will not longer remain idle. It will start the thousands
of various industries so soon as it knows what it can depend
upon. This returned prosperig will be short lived, however.
Within a brief period, two or three months, many enterprises
will be abandoned, while in the others a reduction in the wages
and in the foree will be inangurated, to become permanent and
settled. Belie asIdo t the chief trouble with our coun-
try is the contraction of our currency, the depreciation of silver
and commodities, and the appreciation of gold, I cansee no ho
for returned and fixed prosperity until we abandon our gold
standard and return to bimetallism. .

The Republican party will win the elections this fall on the
tariff issue. Asa purafy political propositionIwould advise the
epeedy passage of the pending bill, in order that the temporary
prosperity which-will follow a settlement of the question may
gubside and the country settle down to the condition of low
wages and contracted business, which must come after the pass-
ing relief has ded itself.

By the time-the Presidential campaign of 96 arrives, how-
ever, the country will understand that it is not a question of
tariff rates which huorts, but that currency contraction and an
appreciation of our money standard precludes all hope of re-
stored and permanent prosperity.

I believe it is the duty of the Senate in this great industrial
crisis, when hundreds of thousands of honest and capable citi-
zens are suffering for the necessaries of life and are asking for
employment, to pass whatever legislation we intend to enact
with such promptness as is commensurate with a fairdiscussion
of the various schedules. The quicker action is had the better
it will befor the country, in my judgment.

I do not mean by this that I will favor umsual methods to limit
debate. Discussion in this body should be free and untram-
meled, but we should bear in mind at all times that any action,
g0 that it is final, will bring work and bread to numbers of de-
serving people who must remain idle and hungry until our ver-
dict is rendered. Speedy action now will the quicker sweep
away the clouds and mist which obscures the vision of the peo-
ﬁ:‘md enable them to perceive with clearness and accuracy

it is our monetary and not our revenue laws which bring
distress and want and falling prices. When it is made plain to

them that this bill brings no relief, that the unfortunate condi-
tion in which we find ourselves, with idle mills and mines and
capital and men, continues, with no hopeor prospectofa change
for the better, they will so fully understand the necessity for an
enlar, currency and will ro thoroughly appreciate the fact
that there can be no prosperity for us under a gold standard
that their demand for bimetallism, for the free and unlimited
coinage of both gold and silver at a ratio of 15% or 16 to 1 will
be made with such force and earnestness that it will not and
can not be ignored. ¥

Viewing the present situation from every point, taking into
consideration every circumstance, it is to me obvious that both
temporary and permanent happiness and prosperity will the
sooner return to our land by a speedy action on the bill before us.

I will elose by repeating again that I ama firm believer inand
advoeate of a logical and consistent system of protection. The
highest and most stable prosperity will come to us, however,
when we unite protection with bimetallism, and not before.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question isonagreeing to
}ha u.n:iendment. proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr.

ONES].

Mr, ALDRICH. What is the pending amendment?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
pending amendment for the information of the Senate.

The SECRETARY. Inline 15, paragraph 29, strike out **fifteen™
and insert ** twenty,” so as to read:
pel:?;a?iggdo?ﬂmpo m:hg:::‘la g%%py-seed oil, raw, bolled, or oxidized, 20 cents

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I desire to say a few words
respecting the amendment. The dutyon linseed oil is a matter
of great moment to the Northwestern States, especially in view
of the 1%3'9 production of flaxseed,and unless a proper relation
is maintained between the duty on flaxseed a.nd? the duty u
the oil either the flaxseed will be imported or the oil will be
imported. In the existing tariff there is a difference of 2 cents
batween the duty upon oil and the duty upon flaxseed; that is
to say, the duty is 2 cents a gallon more on oil than is the duty
upon flaxseed per bushel, and I should have been glad if the
Senator from Arkansas could have seen his way clear to main-
tain that distinction in the pending bill. I thinl itwould more
nearly insure the production of both the seed and the oil in our
own country than will the provision ihserted in the bill. I
should have beenglad also to havehad a duty of atleast 25 cents
a bushel upon flaxseed, the present rate being 30 certs.

Mr. CHANDLER. What does the Senator from Iowa say is
the present duty on flaxseed or linseed 0il?

Mr. ALLISON. Itis 30 cents per bushel on flaxseed.

L'i;r. CHANDLER. How much is the duty on the oil per gal-

nr
Mr. ALLISON. The duty is 32 cents per gallon upon linseed

oil.

Mr. CHANDLER. The present amendment provides for a
duht.zrot 20 cents a gallon instead of 32 cents a gallon.

r. ALLISON. Twenty cents a gallon, and the House rate
is 20 cents & bushel on flaxseed. The rate is 20 cents on each.
The importations of flaxseed, or linseed, in past years were quite
large. In recent years the importations have not been solarge.
Canada produces a large amount of flaxseed, and until the duty
of 30 eents a bushel was placed upon flaxseed by the act of 1890,
there were large importations of the article from Canada.

I very much fear that the duty proposed in the bill will have
the effect to encourage largely importation of flaxseed from the
Dominion of Canada. Therefore, I should have been very glad
to have had a higher rate of duty upon flgxseed, which would
require a corresponding additional rate upon linseed oil. Butl
do not care to offier an amendment. I merely wish to say thatas
the bill came from the other House it would have been destrue-
tive of the industry of manufacturing linseed oil as it would have
been alike destructive of the interest of those who are engaged
in the production of flaxseed in the Northwestern States.

Mr. CHANDLER. Ishould like to ask the Senator who last
spoke whether it is his intention to move to increase the duty
from 20 cents per gallon to 32 cents per gallon, the present rate.
It seems to me there ought to be more duty on flaxseed or lin-
seed oil than is pro d by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr,
JoNES]. Of course I am not able, not being an expert on these
subjects, nor an expert in the construction of tariff bills, to de-
termine exactly whatshould be the relation of the dutg on flax-
seed to the dug on flaxseed oil, and there was so much noise in
the Chamber that I was unable to hear exactly what the Sen-
ator from Towa [Mr. ALLISON] said. DBut this much seems to
me to be certain, that unlesa the duty on flaxseed isreduced
very largely, in which event the agricultural industry of raising
flaxseed will be injured, the duty on flaxseed oil ought to be
v?ry much more than the Senator from Arkansas is willing to
give.
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Now, I insensibly recur to the principle upon which the Sena-
tor from Arkansas is supposed to be acting; that istosay, allow-
ing a duty which will permit the industry to survive. Icallthe
E;anu.bor’s attention to the fact that there can be no half survival

this case. If a duty is sufficiently protective to allow the in-
d to survive, well and good: the industry does survive.
But if the duty is carried down solow that itis not profitable to
manufacture the article in this country in competition with the
foreign product, the industry dies just as quickly, justas surely,
'm as completely as if the article were placed upon the free

Under the law of 1883 the duty on flaxseed oil or linseed oil
was only 25 cents a gallon. In 1890 it was made 32 cents a gal-
lon. The Houseof Representatives now allowsa dufy of 15 cents
a gallon and the Senator from Arkansas proposes 20 cents a gal-

lon; thatis to Bﬂﬁr, 12 cents less per gallon than the present law,
! Mr. .@JLDRIC . Will the Senator from New Hampshire al-
ow me?

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Rhode Island desires
to correct any statement that I am making, I will yield o him
with pleasure. If not, I ]}refer to illustrate my point and make
my argument, and after I finish have him e his argument,

ether it coincides with mine or not. Does the Senator from
: ode Island wish to correct me?

Mr. ALDRICH. Ishould like to correct what seems to baa
misapprehension on the part of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire as to the character of the duty.

Mr. CHANDLER. To that proposition I wish to yield, bz-
guse I feel that I am very liable to fall into error, and I wish

be corrected on the spot.

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggestto the Senator from New Hamp-

hire that the rate suggested by the Senator from Arkansas
. JONES] upon this article, which we have frequently been
Anformed by Senators upon the other side of the Chamber is en-
ly in the hands of a great frust, is 60 per cent ad valorem
upon the present foreign price of linseed oil; and in view of the
treatment which is accorded to other industries and other oils
Ishould say that the rate is not a very low one, as the Senator
from New Hampshire seems to think.

Mr. CHANDLER. The explanation is not guite convinein

Zo my mind if indeed I comprehend what the Senator says.
ave a memorandum of the imports, quantity and value, of
flaxseed or linseed oil; that is to say, that which is not boiled or
oxidized; I suppose raw. 7
Importe, quantity and value, of flaxeeed or linssed pil.

Per gal-
Gallons. Value, Duty. {on,duty

paid.
1800....... 11,562.18 | 85,528.40 | 82,890.55 £0.726
ﬁé §,248.08 | 3,045.67 | 2,087.01 72
e N e 54 AN s [t F """""" ST

There theimportation of raw linseed oil seems to have stopped.

Mr. ALLISON. At what date?

Mr. CHANDLER. T have the importations of flaxseed or
linseed oil in 1890 and 1891, showing no importation of the raw
material in 1892 and 1893. The argument that I make is that
the increased duty, from 25 cents per gallon to 32 cents per gal-
lon, caused the entire cessation of the importation of the erude
m'ticle, and there has been no importation of the raw oil since.
I have another table showing the importations of flaxseed or
linseed oil, boiled or oxidized:

Flaxsesd or linssed oil, boiled or ozidized.

Per gal-

Value. llon, duty
paid.

Gallons.

Duty.

733. 22
1,494,190
1,746. 33

§0.963
013
- 808

This table shows that under the operafion of the duty of 32
cents per gallon not onlydid the importations of flaxseed orlin-
seed oil, raw, wholly cease, but the importations of refined or
marruractureél oil began to go steadily down; and the result was
that the polieyof the McKinley act of protection to this uct
did its perfect work. It resulted in creating a home industry
n.n;i in giving to the United States substantially the whole prod-
uct.

Mr. ALLISON. I will state to the Senator from New Hamp-
shipe, if he will allow me, that the duty upon oil prior to the
Me deyactwas 25 cents a gallon, and the importations were
small dur

those years.
Mr. CHA

LER. Under the 25 cents per gallon duty?

Mr, ALLISON. Yes; and a difference of 2 cents a gallon be-
tween the raw oil, so called, and the boiled or oxidized oil is the
rule. ~The process is not a difficult one.

Mr. CHANDLER. Of course, I do not quickly comprehend
the force of the fact which the Benator states. I take it the
Senator understands my point, that this high duiy has domes-
ticated the industry, so that the American farmer produces the
wholeof the flaxseed that malkes flaxseed oil orlinseed oil in this
country,

Mr. ALLISON. That is a pertinent and proper observation,
It is absolutely true.

Mr. CHANDLER. I readfrom the argument of Mr. Edmund
A. Whitman, of Boston, Jauuary 4, 1890, in which he says:

The crop for 1885, the last year for which I have the figures, was estimated
at 12,000,000 bushels, valued at #13,500,000.

I say upon the face of these papers this isan extremely profit-
able industry to the agriculturists of this country. Flaxseed
is not raised in New Hampshire; it is not raised in New Eng-
land to any extent that I know of. It is raised in the border
States, in the Western States, in-the Southern States, and it
ought to be protected. The process of giving the raising of
flaxseed and the manufacture of linseed oil to the American
farmer and the American producer, which has been so anspi-
ciously begun under the operation of the McKinley law, ought to
be allowed togoonand the partyexigency of the Democratic party
which makes its leaders think it necessary is to cut down the
duties on protected industries and yetat the same time give pro-
tection which is contrary to the repudiated plank of the Demo-
cratic platform of 1892, ought to be arrested, and we ought to
stand by the higherrate of duty,and onethat will be sufficiently

rofective to secure this industry to America and Americans.
erefore it seems to me that the duty of 32 cents a gallon onght
to be retained upon this product.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I do not rise for the
of opposing the rate of duty proposed, but simply to atten-
tion again to the methods employed in the construction of this
bill, and to the gross favoritism shown in levying duties upon
various industries. Here is an industry which we have been re-
minded time after time is in the hands of a trust, a great com-
bination, and that is somewhat true, I imagine. The dufy
which is proposed to be levied is equal to 60 per cent of the
foreign costof this article. But that is not the worst feature of
it. Ihave been and Iam in favor of levying a duty upon these
various articles that will equalize the difference in the cost of
production between this country and abroad,

Now, what are the facts in regard to this particular item?
The foreign price is about 35 or 34 or 33 cents a gallon, It has
been sold in the United States in the last year at 32 cents a gal-
lon, and its present t1]::»L1-iiae is 1 think not exceeding 40 cents a
gallon, or a price in this country which is about the same as the
price abroad, there being not over 5 cents a gallon difference.

Yet upon this one item the Senators on the other side propose
to levy a specific duty of 20 cents a gallon.

‘Mr. VEST. Does the Senator want to reduce this duty?

Mr. ALDRICH. I sayI do not want it reduced because I
think it is a proper rate of dufy, but I desire to have the
Senate understand the gross favoritism which is shown in the

paration of this bill as regards certain industries and cer-
tain articles.

Mr.ﬁVEST. If the Senator objects, let the amendment be re-
jected. ¥ :

: Mr. ALDRICH. Ido notobjecttoitatall. Tam onlystating
the facts.

Mr. VEST. The Senator’s argument is very convineing to
me.

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam stating facts; that is all.

Mr, VEST. Itis very convincing,and if my colleague on the
committee agrees I am willing to go back to the former duty

roposed.

2 Mr. CHANDLER. Itseems to me if this debate is to con-
tinue the Senator from Arkansasought to withdraw his amend-
ment. That seems to be the policy of the other side of the
Chamber; if a doty is iproposad that is likely to protect an
American industry and it issupported on this side of the Cham-
ber it is withdrawn. I think that would be quite the right
thing for the Senator from Arkansas to do.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is onagresing to
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas.

The amendment was agreed to.

The dPRESIDlNG OFFICER, The reading of the bill will
proceed.

The Secretary read as follows:

80. Fusel oil, or amylic alcohol, 10 per cent ad valoremn,
31. Hemp-seed ofl and rape-seed .Oﬁﬂ cents per gallon.

Mr. ALDRICH. 1 believe that isthe McKinley rate onhemp-

seed oil.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will

proceed.

The Secretary read as follows:

32, Olive oil, fit for salad purposes, 35 cents par gallon.

The Committee on Finance reported to amend the paragraph
by striking out in line 22 **35 cents per gallon” and inserting
in lieu thereof ** 25 per cent ad valorem.”

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The committee withdraws that
amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, theamend-
ment of the committee is withdrawn.

Mr. ALDRICH. The effect of that will be to leave the rate
of the act of 1890 stand.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Thirty-five cents a gallon is the
House provision. !

Mr, ALDRICH. That is the existing rate, I believe.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, it is the existing rate. :

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will
proceed.

The Secretary read as follows:

33. Peppermint oil, 25 per cent ad valorem.

The Committee on Finance reported to amend the paragraph
b’y striking out in line 23 ‘‘25,” and inserting in lieu thereof
$20,” s0 as to read ‘* 20 per cent ad valorem.”

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment of the committee
is withdrawn.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend-
ment is withdrawn.

Mr. PERKINS. Iappeal to the Senator from Arkansas not
to reconsider the action proposed. Ihad looked upon it as the
olive branch held out to thisside of the Chamber, and as a Cali-
fornian—

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We are discussing peppermint oil
now, not olive oil. :

Mr. PERKINS. I beg pardon. I thought—

Mr. ALDRICH. We have passed pargraph 32, Ihope, how-
ever, the Senator from Arkansas will allow the Senator from
California to make any remark he was about to make upon that
item.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly, I have no objection.

Mr. PERKINS. I only wish to speai{ upon what affects Cali-
fornia’s intarest more particularly. That is about all I can
attend to. Iwanted to thank my friend from Arkansas on olive
oil. I understood that to be the item underconsideration a mo-
ment ago.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does the Senator from California
desire to have the tariff on olive oil reduced?

Mr. PERKINS. No, sir; I want to thank you. I understood
that you had withdrawn the }I)roposed amendment.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did.

Mr. PERKINS. Now, I want to urge the Senator—

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdrew the proposed amend-
ment of the committee which leaves the tariff at 35 cents as the
bill came from the other House, and as the law now is.

Mr. PERKINS. I misunderstood the Senator from Arkansas.
I want to thank him for pursuing that course.

Mr. CHANDLER. Isuggest to the Senator from California
not to thank him too profusely. If he does he may renew the
amendment. [Laughter.] } 3

Mr. PERKINS. I want to say then that Californiais, I think,
the only State—

Mr. CHANDLER. I warn the Senator from California. If
he loses this concession I do not want him to say that I did not
warn :

Mr. PERKINS. Then I will profit by the experience of the
Senator from New Hampshire, and say nothing but second the
motion of the Senator from Arkansas in withdrawing the amend-
ment of the committee.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next paragraph of the bill
will be read. :

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows:

3. Seal, herring, whale, and other fish oil not specially provided for in
this act, 25 per cent ad valorem. Cod oil, 15 per cent ad valorem.

The amendment reported from the Committee on Finance was
to strike out ‘‘twenty-five” before ** per cent” and insert
“‘twenty;” and to strike out the words “cod oil, 15 per cent ad
valorem.”

Mr. JONES of Arkansas., That amendment is withdrawn.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the
amendment of the committee will be withdrawn. ;

Mr. FRYE. I may desire fo offer an amendment to the para-

ph. Icall theattention of the Senator from Arkansas to page

07 of the bill, line 8, where ‘‘ spermaceti, whale, and other fish
“oils of American flsheries, and all fish and other products of
“such fisheries ” are placed on the freelist. Ishould like to have

the Senator from Arkansas explain how it is that here on seal,
herring, whale, and other fish oil there isa proposed duty, while
on page 107 all those articles are put on the free list. hich is
the proposition of the committee? o

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This, I understand, is the present
law, just as it stands. The produets of the American fisheries
f;xm% in free, whereas the oils coming from foreign countries are

ed.

Mr. ALLISON. What is the paragraph?

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The pa.ragra?h in the present law
is in the same language, with the words ** fish, and other prod-
ucts” added. That is the only amendment, In the free list it
stands just as it does in the present law.

Mr. FRYE. Justasitisin the McKinley law?

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir,

Mr. FRYE. So that the Senator understands that that ap-
plies to the oils which are secured from American fisheries
foreign waters and brought into this country?

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, That is the way I understand it.

Mr. FRYE. And thoseoils are on the free list?

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Thatis the way I understand it.

Mr. FRYE. Mr.President, I desire to call the attention of
the Senator to the fact that the duty proposed in the pending
bill is 25 per cent ad valorem and that the duty on linseed oil is
60 per cent ad valorem, while on the linseed oil it is made spe-
cifie, and on this the duty is made ad valorem.

As I understand, there is much more difficulty in maintainin
an ad valorem duty on seal, herring, whale, and other fish o
than there is on linseed oil. Qur competitorsin this kind of oil
are the Japanese, the Chinese, and the British possessions. Our
most serious competitors, perhaps, to-day are the Japanese
and the Chinese; and they fix up their fish oil and send it to
this country to compete with ours, many kinds of it not worth
half as much as ours; none worth any more. In undertaking to
put an ad valorem duty, we are to be confronted with those
cheap oils from China and Japan. I think the duty has always
been specific; and I see no reason why it should be changed now,
a.n(t)id why linseed oil should be freated any better tgan this
produet.

I think the old duty was 8 cents a gallon, which was on the
averageabout 33 per cent ad valorem. Whale oil isworth about
40 cents a gallon; seal oil, about 30cents; whale oil notspeciall
provided for, 40 cents, and fish oil not specially provided for
worth only about 25 cents. The old duty of 8 cents was satis-
factory, though when the bill which contained it was under con-
sideration, the National Fishery Association did its very best to
obtain a duglof 10 cents a gallon instead of 8 cents, Finally the
committee allowed them 8 cents. That 8 cents would average,
if it were specific, about 30 or 33 per cent ad volorem. If it is
changed to ad valorem it will not amount to anywhere near 33
per cent; it will not amount to anywhere near the ad valorem,
which is placed upon it now, because, taking the oils from Japan
and China, they will be reduced to the very lowest point. a

It seems to me that of all the people on earth, the fishermen
are the very last whom any Senator should desire to punish b
areduction of duties. Theirs is about aslaboriousa businessan
as dangerous a one as there is in the world., They arebeing fast
driven out of their business. Our New England fishermen are
decreasing in numbers every year, and it seems to me where
their business is attacked, it should be done with great care.
Certainly they are entitled to as much protection as the farmers
whose raise flaxseed and make linseed oil; they are exposed all
the time, and the farmer is notexposed at all.

The only allusion I find in Bulletin No. 3 to this matter, is on
page 115, from the Miles Fertilizer and Oil Company, of Mil-
ford, Conn., where they say:

Werun only half thetime, owing to some States making laws preventing
the catch of fish in their waters.

Those are the poggy fishermen, so called—

Migratory fish come on the coast in spring and leave in the fall, and do
nobody any good unless cauﬁhn 0il also has been very low, owing to the
same oil coming in at a low duty in competition from Japan.

So that they call 8 cents a gallon a low duty.

‘We can not get enough out of the product to pay first-class fishermen snd
sailors such wages as they demand, and good men sailors are leaving the
business.

It is very important to our business that the present duty on oil is re-
tained, othe the business will be ruined unless the Government pays a
bounty to fishermen.

‘We can not reduce the cost of production. Men will abandon the business
and leave off following the water.

We desire the duty on oil be retained or we will have to quit the business.

We do not prepare as much guano, because we were barred from catching
fish in New York State and Massachusetts waters.

Wages of fishermen are 40 per month and board; captalns, mates, cooks,
and engineers from £5) to #85 per month and board.

The wages in Japan and China, their competitors, are not one-
fifth what they are in this country,
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1 find, when the matter was under consideration, I think in
the revision of 1883, the National Fishery Association presented
its views to the committee having the bill in charge. They
said: -

We ask that the word ‘‘ten ' be substituted for the word * eight.”

That is, the duty should be 10 cents a gallon instead of 8cents
a gallon.

'%he reason we gve for this is that under this section large quantities of
various kinds of fish oil which have a close resemblance to each other in ap-
pearance, and which can be imported to this country from Japan and China
as well as from the British Possessions at this very low rate of duty, and

uced by cheap labor, and having many other advantages which
our oil producing industries do not have, creates a competition in our
own markets which would tend to embarrass our own manufacturers.

While, to be sure, that is only one element of the fishery bus-
iness, it is an important one, and ought not to be disturbed. I
can not see any earthly reason why a present should be made
to China, or to Japan, or Canada. These oils are cheaper now
than they ever were before, so.cheap indeed that even the fish-
ermen are declining to engage in that business. They are en-
gaged all along our coast and the Jersey coast, and I think they
ought to be considered. Therefore, I move to amend the com-
mittee’s amendment—or did the committee retire from its
amendment? -

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir. -

Mr. FRYE. I move, then, to amend the paragraph by strik-
ing out 25 per cent ad valorem” and inserting ‘'8 cents per

lon."”

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the
Senator from Maine will be stated. .

The SECRETARY. On page 6, line 2, after the word * act,” it
is proposed to strike out *25 per cent ad valorem,” and insert
“g,ccnts per gallon;” so as te read:

Seal, herring, whale, and other fish oil not specially provided for in this
act, 8 cents per gallon.

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Maine
what would be the equivalent ad valorem rate?

Mr. FRYE. The equivalent ad valorem rate of 8 cents a gal-
lon?

Mr. PEFFER. Yes, sir.

Mr, FRYE. It would be from 25 to 33 per cent.

Mr. PEFFER. Then that would be a slight increase?

Mr. FRYE. A siight increase over the proposition contained
in the bill.

Mr. CHANDLER. How would it conform with the existing
law?

Mr. FRYE. The amendment I propose is the same as the ex-
isting law.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The higher rate of taxation on lin-
seed oil than on fish oils is easily explained when you consider
that there is a tax of 20 cents a bushel on the flaxseed out of
which flaxseed oil is made. That tax, of course, the flaxseed
must pay before it is made into oil. This was recognized in the
MeKinley law, for which the Senator from Maine voted, where
there was a tax equivalent to 95 gar cent imposed upon linseed
oil, whereas there was a tax of 32 per cent imgosed on fish oil,
equivalent to 95 per cent on linseed oil, and 32 per cenf on fish
oil, making a difference of 63 per cent between the two.

e pro tariff, which is presented to the Senate by the
committee amendment, is a tax of 60 per cent on linseed oiland
a tax of 25 per cent on fish oil, being a reduction from the tax
on linseed oil of more than 35 per cent, perhaps 40, while not
more than half that proportion, I should say 22 per cent, is
placed on the fish oil. Under the circumstances, it seems tome
that fish oil has been reasonably treated.

Mr. FRYE. The Senator does not ra}l)ly to the main point
which I made. The duty placed here on linseed oil is specific.
I ask that the duty shall be made specific on fish oil, whale oil,
ete., and I ask whether or not the Senator can give any answer
why the one should be fish and the other should be flesh?

», JONES of Arkansas. There are different kinds of oil
which come in under the head of ‘“fish oil,” having different
values, and it seems but just that a high-priced oil and a low-
priced oil should not be taxed at the same rate, but that they
should pay in proportion to their value. For thatreason, these
oils differing in value, it would be better to have them taxed on
the ad valorem basis than to have them taxed by specific duties;
whereas as to linseed oil fhere is but one kind of oil, and a s
cific tax is less objectionable in that case than it would be in the
case of fish oil.

Mr. FRYE. Would the Senator be willing fo accept a specific
duty of 6 cents, instead of the rate proposed, 25 per cent ad va-
lorem? [A pause.] Mr. President, I will insist on my amend-
ment ing the rate 8 cents a gallon.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the argument used by the
Senator from Arkansas in regard to the treatment of these two
oils is certainly very ingenious. He undertakes to show that

this rate is or may be justifiable by taking the reduction from
the act of 1890 in each case, showing that a greater reduction
had been made in linseed oil than there has been in fish oil.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did that to illustrate the Sena-
tor’s position.

Mr. ALDRICH. It only illustrates my position to this ex-
tent: I voted for the provisions in regard to the duties on oils
in the act of 1890, and at that time gave my sug)port to this
proposition; but now we have two distinct setso pmfaositions
coming here from the committee, not with reference, I take i,
to the act of 1890, but with reference to existing conditions, be-
cause I take it for granted that Senators on the other side of
the Chamberare notengaged in making a certain mathematical
reduction from the act of 1800 without regard to the change in
conditions.

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. No, we are not.

Mr. ALDRICH. If that is what they are after, we might as
well have a horizontal reduction of15 or 20 per cent, as the case
may be, and get rid of all this talk and have action upon this
bill. I supposed that Senators were undertaking to legislate
for conditions as they find them inregard toall these industries,
I have shown that they have levied a duty of 20cents per gallon
on linseed oil, when there is only 5 cents difference between the

rice of linseed oil abroad and in the United States. Hereisa .
arge and valuable product of the American fisheriey, to which
they propose to give a rate of duty of 256 per cent as against 60
per cent upon linseed oil and 90 per cent upon castor oil. Is
there any fairness or justice in this relative treatment of these
two industries?

It is true the present rates upon linseed oil are larger than
these, but there are no importations whatever. The act isen-
tirely prohibitory, as the rate now pro by the committee -
will be prohibitory, and nobody knows that better than the Sen-
ator from Arkansas. Under the present rate of 8 centsagallon
on fish oil the importations of foreign oil last year were valued
at $200,000.

If you propose to keep out linseed oil for the benefit of the lin-
seed-oil trust, why should you not keep out fish oil for the bene-
fit of the American fishermen, where there can be no combina-
tion and there is no possibility of the formation of trusts® If 60
per cent is a fair rate upon linseed oil and if 90 per cent is a fair
rate upon castor oil, why not give a decent protection at least
to the fishermen engaged in the production of fish oil, because—
and I think the Senator from Maine will agree with me—in cer-
tain classes of fisheries now maintained in our Eastern waters, oil
is the main product of the fishery? "That is entirely true of one
large and important fishing industry in my own State.

Mr. FRYE. And in the menhaden fisheries entirely.

Mr. ALDRICH. In the menhaden fisheries the oil is the en-
tire product of the industry.

Mr. FRYE. They use some of the refuse as a fertilizer.

Mr. ALDRICH. That industry employs hundreds and per-
haps thousands of men, and certainly there can be no reason wh
they should not be accorded fair treatment in the pending bill.
I hope, therefore, the Senator from Arkansaswill consent tothe
amendment offered by the Senator from Maine.

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, as to this particular amend-
ment, the only point which I care to make is as to the change
from an ad valorem to a specific duty. If a bill is constructed
upon the ‘‘ revenue-only ” plan, the fairer way, the more honest
way, all things considered, is to adopt the ad valorem rule; but
where protection is the object specific duties are more in har-
mony with that idea. The amendments presented by the Sena-
tor from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] have satisfied me that the ma-
jority in this Chamber have concluded to transform the bill into
a protective measure. That being true, it seems to me that
wherever a change can be made grom an ad valorem rate to a
specific rate without increasing the duty, which the committee
propose, it will be better. For that reason, inasmuch as the

roposed rise is slight, I take it the amendment of the Senator

rom Maine ought to be adopted, to make the rate specific.
The duty is more easily collected under that system, and it is
simpler in every way, protection being the object, as evidently
it is the object.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on the amendment
proposed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE].

r. DANIEL. I call for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll. F

Mr, CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the
Senator from Vermont [Mr. PrRocToR]; but I transfer that pair
to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] and vote * nay.”

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). am paired with
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN].

Mr. FRYE (when Mr. GRAY'S was called). The senior Sena-~
tor from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]is paired with the senior Senator
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tmmlllinois[t;lgr. CoLLoM]. He desired me to make that an-
nouncement, both Senators being absent from the city.

Mr. HUNTON (when his name was called). I am pairedwith

the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], Ishall notvote un-
less my vote be necessary to make a quorum. !
. Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). Iam; with
the senior Senator from New York [Mr. HILL], but [ make the
same transfer of pairs I have previously made, transfe the
pair of the Senator from New York to the Senator from Colo-
rado . WoLcorT]; and then the Senator from Ohio [Mr.
BRICE] and I can vote. I vote * yea.”

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN].

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. DUBOIS. I am paired with the junior Senator from
New Jersey [Mr. SMrTH], but I have made an arrangement with
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALHZEB! to transfer his pair with
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. SBROUGH] to the Sen-

ator from New Jersey, so that the Senator from Illinois and I
may vote. I vote ‘fyea.” :

. DANIEL (after having voted in the negative). The Sen-
ator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE] is absent, and being paired
with him, I beg leave to withdraw my vote.

Mr. HIGGINS (after having voted in the affirmative). I am
paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON],
and therefore withdraw my vote.

Mr. VEST. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Min-
nesota [Mr. WASHBURN] to the Senator from Mississippi [Mr.
McLAURIN], and vote *‘ nay.”

Mr. DIXON. I had supposed that I was with the Sen-
ator from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN]; buf as the Senator from
Missouri has arran to him with the Senator from Min-
nesota [Mr. WASHBURN] I vote “ yea.” .

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 33; as follows:

YEAS—28, : :
Aldrich, Dubois, MeMillan, Power,
Cameran, G Mitchell, Oregon rman,
Chandler, Hale, Morrill, Shoup,
Davis, Hawley, Patton, Teller.
Dixon, Hoar, Peflor,
Dolph, Lodge, Perkins,
NAYS—33.
Allen, Camden, Jones, Ark. Ransom,
S Roac
S e Tl T
B Faulkner, ﬁnénr;'an. Ves
" Brice, Gibso Mi - Voorhees.

e mel mEe
Gail, ' Jarvis, ‘Pugh,

NOT VOTING—26.
. S
Daniel, Hunton, Platt, White,
Goraon, Jones, Nev. Proctor, ‘Wilson,
Gorman, Kryle, Smith, . Wolcott.
Gray, MeLa Squire,
Hansbrough, McPherson, Stewart,

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. FRYE. Ideem itso important to these fishermen that
the duty shall be specific, instead of an ad valorem duty, that I
think I ought to make one more effort. I move to strike out
95 per cent ad valorem,” and insert ““7 cents per gallon.”

Mr. ALLISON. How will 7 cents per gallon compare with 25

r cent?

Mr. FRYE. It will be just about 25 per cent ad valorem, as I

fi it.

%: VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator
from Maine will be stated..

-The SECRETARY. On page 6, line 2.z
¢¢25 per cent ad voloram,” and fnsert ¢
to read:

" 84. Seal, herring, whale, and other fish oil not specially provided for in
this act, 7 cents per gallon.
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment
of the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE].
Mr. LODGE. On that question let us have a division.
Mr,. FAULENER. [ demand the yeas and nays.
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll. 1
~_ Mr.CAFFERY (when his name was called). Iam paired with
"the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER]. However, I have a
, right to vote to make a quorum.
Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). Iannounce the pair
' of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH] with the Senator
! from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH]. I vote ‘‘ yea.”
Mr, FRYE (when Mr. GRAY’'S name was called). The senior

paragraph 34, strike out
T cents per gailon; " g0 as

Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] is paired with the senior
Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM].

Mr, PALMER (when his name was called). I understand
from the Senator from [daho [Mr. DuBoIs] that the a
ment made a few minutes ago still exists, and I vote **nay.”

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I will er my
g:tr with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] to the

nator from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN], and vote * nay.”

The roll call was concluded. d

Mr. HIGGINS. I will announce for the day my pair with the
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON].

Mr. HUNTON. I beg to announce for the day that I am
faired with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], and that

shall not vote, unless it is necessary to make a quorum.

Mr. DANIEL. I wish to state that T am ed with the
Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. Otherwise I should
vote “nay.”

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 31; as follows:

YEAS—24
Aldrich, Iﬁ‘lolph, - II‘;:‘.EEI',
A.I.l].son, mlﬂ‘ an,
Chané?&r g:{l?nger Mitchell, Oregon ghar,;:'nan
Davis, Hale, orrill, | Shoup,
Dixon, Hoar, A
NAYS—3L
Allen, i1, Jones, Ark. Pugh,
Bate, Coke, Lind&:'y. Ransom,
gha&.chimi, Gibson, Morgan, Ves|
ar, Harris, * Murphy,
Call, Irby, Palmer, Voochees
Camden, Jarvis, Pasco,
NOT VOTING—30.
Brice, Hansbrough, MecPherson Stewart,
Caffery, wley, tehell, Wis Walsh,

g Pettigrew, ‘Washburn,
Culiom, glstt. glﬂ.u,
Daniel, Hunton, OWer, ﬂm,
gordon. Jones, Nev. gm. Wolcott,

orman, e, y
Gray, McLaurin, Squire,
So the amendment was

rejected.

Mr. ALDRICH. I shnn.lj like to know whether * cod, 15 per
cent ad valorem,” is stricken out in the ph?

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think the Secretarydid not read
that part of the ph. I move to strike out those words.

Mr. ALDRICH. Thatisa f)arb of the House ﬁroviaion?

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 1f is a part of the House provision,
and I move to strike it out.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend-
ment.

The SECRETARY. On page 6, line 2, paragraph 34, strike out
“ood oil, ls‘gr cent ad valorem.” :

The amendment was ﬁmd to.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with
the reading of the bill.

The Secretary read the next paragraph of the bill, as fol-
lows: .

m?&omm aqtmwmmmrm% uses.md‘tmcmn of, a8
anum, and rations of opium, not specially pro-
vided for in this act, 25 percent ad valorem.

ph

The Committee on Finance reported to amend the paragra:
in line 6, by striking out ** twenty-five,” and inserting **twenty.”

Mr. ALDRICH I should like to have the committee explain
why this change is made. It seems to me that the reduction of
these extracts of opium from 40 per cent ad valorem, which is
the present law, to 20 per cent ad valorem would be very'in-
jurious to the production of opiumextracts in the United States,
and I can not see any good reason for making the reduction.

Mr. VEST and Mr. MILLS, Question!

Mr. ALDRICH. I supposed there might be some explana-
tion vouchsafed from the Senators upon the committee for this
reduction.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There was practically none of this
article introduced under the old law,and it seemed there should
be some reduction as the rate that was in force under the law
was absolutely prohibitory, or almost so. Practically none of
the article came into the United States, and the committee were
of opinion that the reduction of the tariff might allow the im-
portation of some of it.

Mr. ALDRICH. Of course the production of aqueous extracts
of opium is not a very large industry at the best; butif the Sen-
ator from Arkansas wiil look at the tables before him he will
find there were $716 in value of this article imported in 1863, a%
40 per cent ad valorem. Therefore the rate is not prohibitory.
I do not see any reason in the suggestion made by the Senator
e simply be-

from Arkansas that the reduction should be
cause there were no importations.
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Mr. FRYE. -In order to have an importation. i

Mr. ALDRICH. Andin order o have importations. I do
not understand that to be the present policy of Senators on the
other side, whatever it may have been in the . It it isto
be the policy, it must beadopted in rather a jerkyand uncertain
way, first upon one article, and then it is }f'no entirely upon
the next. It seems to me that there should be some decent re-
gard paid for consistency in this matter. By the bill all mediei-
nal preparations not otherwise provided for are made 25 per
cent ad valorem. All chemical compounds of every nature and
description are made dutiable at 25 per eent ad valorem, and
here is a single article or group of articles taken for different
treatment and the duty reduced to 20 per centad valorem, which
is away below the average of the whole chemical schedule.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
prilgosed by the Commities on Finance.

. ALLISON. My understanding is that the House made
the rate 25 per cent. ;

Mr. ALDRICH. They did.

Mr. ALLISON. That rate is inaccord with the other medici-
nal articles of a chemiecal character, and I do not see why it
should be reduced. I hope the committee amendment be
withdrawn by the Senator from Arkansas and that the House

on will be allowed fo stand. I amappealingto the Sena-

{from Arkansas. I suggest to the Senator from Arkansas
that he let the House provision respecting this matter stand,
and then the rate would be in accord with the other ad valorem
provisions. a -

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The committee after discussion
were of opinion that 20 per centis a sufficient tax on thisarticle.
I do not see any reason for changing it. I stated a few minutes
ago that the rate was practically prohibitory which was in force
under the McKinley law, and it seems to us that 20 per cent is
a fair rate. I should be to have a vote on the amendment.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment
prgmsed by the committee. A=

r. ALDRICH. On that I ask for a.division.

Mr. FAULKNER. I call for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll.

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I will announce
for the day a pair between the junior Senator from New Jersey
Mr. SMITH] and the senior Senator from North Dakota [Mr.

NSBROUGH], and I vote ‘‘ yea.”

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the
senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. The Senator
from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], whose name will be called,
is with the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLOM]

roll call was concluded.

Mr. DANIEL. Iam paired with the Senator from Washing-
tail{[Mr. SQUIRE]. Otherwise I should vote ‘* yea.”

r. CALL. I announce the pair of the Senator from Ver-
mont [Mr, PROCTOR] and the Senator from South Dakota [Mr.
KYLE].

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 22; as follows:

YEAS—34.
Allen, Camden, Jomes, Ark. Pugh,
Bate, Cockrell, Lin % Rans
m, Coke, Martin, Turple, -
burn, Faulkner, Mills, Vast,
Blanchard, Morgan, Vilas,
Brice, Gibson, Murphy, Voorhees,
Butler Jlir%rﬂs. ?’asm' hite.
Caflery, ¥, CO,
Csll.u:r Iarv"ls, Pefler,
NAYS—22.
Aldri Dubois, i, MeMillan, Power,
Ammcnh,' Gallinger, Manderson, Quay,
Cameron, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon  Shoup,
Chandler, Hawley, M Teller.
Dixon, Hoar, Patton,
Doiph, Lodge, Perkins,
NOT VOTING—29.

Carey, * Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart,
Daniais, i e AT S
Davis, th;t.an. Proctor, ilson,

e, Jones, Nev. Roach, Wolcott.

on, Kyle, Sherman,
orman, Me Smith,

Gray, McPherson, Squire,

So the amendment was agreed to.

Tém VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro-
ceed.

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows:

36,

Oplum, crude or unmanuf; and not adulterated, containing 9
Sant spdover of morphia, Bl por pound: opium containing Iees thas per
cent of morp um or ; um
mmgsiormw?%?nd :; = tlmotonmgwmgdmb?gﬂeﬁ
wareho shall no Iremow erefrom without Iw m and
such duties shall not be refunded. 2

]

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move tostrike out the firstclause
of the paragraph, in the following words:

Opium, crude or unmanufactured, and not adulterated, containing 9 per.
cent and over of morphia, #1 per pound.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment
pro by the Senator from Arkansas,

r. PALMER. I would be obliged to the Senator from Ar-
kansas to explain to me the exact meaning of the provision
which I understand he proposes to strike out:

Opium, erude or unmanufactured, and not adunlterated, containing 9 per
cent and over of morphia, #1 per pound.

I understand that is to be stricken out.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Itfis to go to the free list, where it
is now and has been under the McKinley law.

Mr. PALMER. Ishould prefer, if I could find e to
express it, the absolute prohibition of the importation of this
damnable drug. ;

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Itis the drug from which the med-
icine ismade. Ipresume the Senator from Illinoisdoes not wish
to exclude that.

Mr. PALMER. No, I recognize the necessity——

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Smoking opium is provided for
later. There is a tax of $6 a poundon that. I propose toleave
that part of the ph in the bill.

Mr. SHERMAN. Imust confess that I am surprised at this
reduction in the duty on opium. The rate is $12 a pound under
the McKinley act. It is worth from seven to eizht dollars a
pound, I believe, in the market, so that it bears a duty of about
150 per cent at $12 a pound. I think the fizure I have stated is
about the price.

Mr. ALBRICH. It is 87 a pound.

Mr.SHERMAN. Itis87a pound. We taxourselveson whis-
ky and spirits manufactured in this country about 400 per cent.
We tax various kinds of imported whiskies, brandies, and wines
anywhere befween 1 and per cent. We tax everything of
that kind which is a matter of luxury. Now, opium is consid-
ered the most deleteriousand dangerous drug in the whole arena
of medicine. TItisa vile drug, destructive in itsuse. Itis no
doubt useful occasionally as a medicine, when it is very much re-
duced. Itseems to me thata.d‘tg%of $12 a pound is not an un-
reasonable duty. Ityielded us ,0001ast year. Why the rate
should be reduced I can not imagine. I ghould feel rather like
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER], that it ought to be pro-
hibited; but as opiumin some form is a valuable element in medi-
cine, while the rate might be reduced it should have a very high
rate. Whereitisintroducedforthe gurpose of smoking, Idonot
know any rate that might be named that I would not vote for.
I do not wish to interfere with our friends on the other side, but
gha{h ought to be able to give us some good reason for this re-

uc . »

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I suggest to the Senator from
Ohio that the duty should either be much less than $8 a pound,
80 as to prevent smuggling,which wounld be the result, or else it
should be absolutely prohibitive. ;

Mr. SHERMAN. Asa matter of course, when this article is
worth so much a pound, say $7, it will be smuggled more or less.
Probably a great deal more is smuggled than pays duty, butwe

can collect $12 a pound on it just as well as 38,
Bi{ggg,mm . Ityielded inrevenue nearlya million dollars
in

Mr.SHERMAN. Over$900,000. Wehave collected for years
a large sum of money Irom this very deleterious article.” Un-
less Senafors on the other side can give some good reason for
the pro reduction, I shall be dis d to vote against it and
to call for the yeas and nays. I think it is indefensible.

Mr. MOR I feel disposed to contribute a single item
of information in relation to opium. It is well known that it is
seldom smuggled through our larger ports, but usually on the
borders of our country, where there are small custom-houses;
and there the ownersare ((11uite willing that the opium should be
seized, and when it is sold there are very few persons who can
get more than three or four or five dol.{ars a pound for it. So
they can buy it back and pay foritat that rate, instead of paying
a duty of 812 a pound. '

Mr. VEST. The reason why the committee came to the con-
clusion that this duty ought to bereduced wasupon information
furnished us by the Treasury Department. The officers who
collect the duties at the ports upon the Pacific Slope said that
the tlguz'eseni'. duty gives rise to a large amount of smuggling.
With our enormous coast in Alaska fh is almost im le to
prevent smufgli.ng with a duty of $12 a poand. It is just ex-
actly the old argument which I have heard the Senator from
Ohio make with great force on former tariff bills in regard to
diamonds. There is nosubject that is so prolific of discussion as
the duty upon diamonds, and members of Congress vie with each

other in putting up the rate to fabulous amounts because it is a
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ure, simple article of luxury. Yet,as I have heard the Senator
rom Ohio say, very properly, over and over again, it is very bad
policy to follow any such idea as that.

Mr. SHERMAN. As to diamonds, a hundred thousand dol-
lars’ worth could bz carried in the hand or in the vest pocket.
That is quite a different thing from this article, which after all
at $12 a pound is not so valuable as fine cloths or things of that
kind. I do not think there isanysimilitude bstween opium and
diamonds in point of value or in facility of smuggling.

Mr, VEST. I did not make any analogy between the sub-
stances, but I did make an analogy as to the argument. Tf you
put up the duty on diamonds enormously it increases the smug-
gling. If you put up this duty upon opium it increases the
smuggling. Iwas in Alaska some years agp with the Senator
from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON], and just before we reached
there a whole cargo of opium had been smuggled in upon that
coast, and we were informed by the officers of the Government
that it was simply impossible to prevent it. If you put down
the duty to a reasonable amount less opium will really come in,
as the Government officials think, and you collect some revenue;
but if you put it up more opium will come in, because it is smug-
gled in on account of the inducement. That is the reason why
we thought it was good policy to reduce the rate of duty.

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me, the case of smug-
gling to which he refers was of prepared opium for smoking pur-
not crude opium, I understand.

PO e VEST. Of course. Therewas$300,000collected last year.

Mr. LODGE. It was not crude opium. It was prepared for
ki rposes. ’

Bmﬁr.m%f;T?wIt was prepared opium, which has a special clas-
sification under the tariff.

Mr, LODGE. That is what I understand.
Mr. VEST. The duties collected vary very much, as will be
seen by reference to the report on import duties, page 114.
_ Mr. PALMER. I have no desire to oppose this provision, ex-
cept to relieve my own feelings, If I had control of this traffic
I would punish the importer with death, whether he was a
smuggler or otherwise. .This may be the best way of disposing
of the matter. I do not supgoae I shall ask the Senate to adopt
my specific, which would be death, but I should like to see some-
where some authority exercise the power to take the life of any
man who imports opium into this country. I thinkI would kill
a smuggler certainly. I understand this is the best disposition
we can make of it. 1 v
Mr. SHERMAN. It seems t0 be the desire of a majority of
the Senate to have some reduction on opium as well as every-
thing else. I move that $10 be substituted instead of §6 as the
rate of duty. y )
Mr. WH'VITE. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me?
Mr. SHERMAN. I am through. I have submitted my mo-
tion to amend. : |
Mr. WHITE. Ihave nacessarﬂg been to some extent brought
in contact with various facts which have convinced me that the
statements made by the Treasury officials from time to time,
cially, I think, in 1891, with reference to the smuggling of
opium, are well founded. 'Upon the Pacific coast this business
is carried on to such an extent that there have been times when
opium was for sale upon the streets of San Francisco at a price
very little higher than the duty itself. Sometimes it was sold
in San Francisco as low as ten and eleven dollars a pound when
the duty was $12 a pound. Smuggling has been carried on to a
great extent, es ﬁlly from British Columbia.
‘While, as my friend from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] says, perhaps
it wouid be a good idea to kill smugglers, it is very difficult to
lace your finger upon them, to say nothing of the law itself.
o traffic is carried on all over the coast. For instance, there
are small vessels going up and down atdifferent timesand opium
ig landed in places all along the coast where such landing can
be effected. In the city of San Francisco the Treasury officials
are eternally at work trying to catch the smugglers, and they
sometimes succeed. At other times they do not. Very often,
for instance, in coming in through the Golden Gate articles con-
taining opium have been thrown off a vessel and boats manned
by smugglers have passed along and picked up the article con-
taining t%a material designed tobe smuggled. This has become
such a practice that the Treasury officials, the shrewdest and
most correct in eve regh , officials who have been sent out
to0 the coast to examine the matter, have determined that it is
not only impossible to prevent smuggling, but that when there
is such a premium, as it were, offe as the high tariff of 812
discloses, the practice will not only never be broken up but it
will rather augment.
Trials which have taken place in United States courts for
smuggling have disclosed a most astonishing condition of affairs
from time to time. When the tariff was raised to $10 first,and

afterwards to 812, the business in British Columbia increased
enormously. There is, if I am right, a duty of $1 a pound ith-
posed upon the importation to British Columbia; and the busi-
ness there immediately took an upward tendency when the duty
in the United States was placed at $10. Afterwards, whenit was
placed at 812, it ran up until now it is simply enormous. It is
out of the question to prevent smuggling when the inducement
is 50 exceedingly large, and this article therefore virtually gets
into the United States in this manner. At least 3 pounds are
smuggled to 1 pound that is imported and on which duty is paid
of the amount that passes into use in this country. Those 3
pounds come in here and are distributed without any tariff im-
position at all.

Placing a duty of 36 a pound upon the commodity will, in my
judgment, make smuggling not only infrequent, but not desira-
le. The cupidity of man always suggests a method of evadin
the law in such cases, and opium is not so bulky as to make i
difficult of concealment. I am satisfied that those of us who re-
side upon the coast agree upon this proposition. We know how
much trouble the Federal officials have had,and how absolutely
impotent their exertions have been. Grindstones were used for
quite awhile as a method of smuggling in opium. The Federal
officials found grindstones hollowed out with opium inside.
Then all sorts of articles were utilized on shipboard, and finally,
asT have stated, as far as the ships were concerned, tile resorted
to the method I have before described of throwing tie article
over the ship contained in some device that floated around in

the water and was taken up.

But small vessels are plEJi.ng up and down the coast of Cal-
fornia engaged in smuggling, and then on the Mexican liné
smuggling is going on to a greatextent. The practice is becorh-
ing so0 notorious that I think everybody connected with the rev-
enue service upon the Pacific coast, whether Democtat or Ré-
publican, has for some years been in favor of chénging the lit
as suggested by the committee. AsI+have statéd, the letter of
the special agent of the Treasury of 1801 goes into the matter
very elaborately and is exceeding g significant. Of course indi-
vidually I do not know that I would be in favor of taking off the
duty ullf)on thefirstarticle named in the paragraph, but still there
isa difference of opinion regarding the matter, and I intend to
vote with the committee upon the whole proposition.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the
amendment of the Senator from ﬂ rkansas [Mr. JONES], which
will be stated. .

The SECRETARY. In lines 8, 9, and 10, on page 6, strike out:

Opium, crude or unmanufactured, and not adulturated, containing 9 per
cent and over of morphia, §1 per pound.

Mr. FRYE. Was not there an amendment proposed by the
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair will state that the amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from Ohio is to the subsequent

part of the raph.

Mr. J: ON&?FA{* nsas. Theamendmentof the Senator from
Ohio is to a su uent ﬁart of the paragraph.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES].

The amendment was agreed to.

The VIOE—PRESIDE?T. The amendment proposed by the
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] will be stated. -

The SECRETARY, On page 6, in line 12, before the word ** dol-
lars,” strike out *‘six ¥ and insert ** ten,"” so as to read:

b t a
ro?gin‘:f:[ll: :ﬁ:’w Ilggsmganﬂ per cent of morphia, and opium prepared

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is onagreeing to the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN].
- Mr. SHERMAN. On thatI ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll.

Xr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the
senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GDRMAN]I. will state that
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr.GRAY]is paired with the
genior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM].

Mr. MITCHEL of Wiscongin (when his name was called). I
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr, CAREY].

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am paired on
this question, I believe, and I am glad of it.

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. RANSOM. Has the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]
voted?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted.

Mr. RANSOM. I am with the Senator from Maine
[Mr. HALE], and withhold fy vote.

Mr. DUBOIS. Iannounce my pair with the junior Senator
from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. :

e e D s SR e e e e e e )
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The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 31; as follows:
YEAS—20.
Aldrich, Dolph, McMillan, Power,
Allison, Gallinger, Manderson, guay,
Chandler, Hawley, Mitchell, Oregon Sherman,
Davis, Hoar, Patton, Shoup,
Dixon, Lodge, Peffer, Teller.
NAYS—31.
Allen, Camden. ; Pugh,
Bate, Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Roach,
Ben?‘f. Coke, Lindsay, Turpie,
B ackburn, Faulkner, Mills, Vest,
Blanchard, George, Morgan, Vilas,
Butler, Gibson, Murphy, Voorhees,
Caffery, °  Harris, Pasco, ‘White.
Call, Irby, Perkins,
NOT VOTING—34.
Brice, Gray, McPherson, Smith,
Cameron, Hale, Martin, Squire,
Carey, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart,
Cullom, i S Morrill, alsh,
Daniel, 1, Palmer, ‘Washburn,
Dubois, Hunton. Pettigrew, Wilson,
Frye, Jones, Nev. Platt, Wolcott.
Gordon, Kyle, Proctor,
Gorman, MeLaurin, Ransom,

So the amendment was rejected. -

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with
the reading of the bill. .

The Secretary read the next paragraph of the bill, as follows:

37. Baryta, sulphate of, or barytes, manufactured, 3 per ton.

The Committee on Financereported an amendment, in line 18
to strike out **83 per tony” and insert *‘25 per cent ad valorem.”

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment is withdrawn.

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to move an amendment to para-

raph 37. I move tostrike out 83" and insert “$6.72.” That
& the rate provided by the existing law. I do not know but
that some duty less than the existing rate would be sufficient,
but I am quite sure that the reduction which is proposed by the
House will be injurious to an industry of no inconsiderable im-
rtance. The present duties are $6.72 per ton on manufactured
arytes and 81.12 a ton on erude barytes. The House provision,
as will be seen, proposes a duty of 83 a ton on the manufactured
article and puts the crude article on the free lisi.

I think I ought not to appeal unsuccessfully to the Senators
upon the other side of the Chamber in behalf of the production
0;}0 barytes, which is almost entirely, so far as the mineral is con-
cerned, a Southern production, and very largely the manufacture
is Southern. Placing the crudearticleon thefreelist will result
ultimately in placing the entire business, so far asitis conducted
on the seaboard, into the hands of the grinders of the crude ar-
ticle in New York City and vicinity. Those grinders, in com-
mon with all who advocate free raw materials from an entirely
selfish standpoint, undoubtedly sincerely advocate the removal
of the duty from the crude article while acertainduty isretained
on the manufactured product for the sole purpose of putting the
control of the business in the hands of the New York manufac-
turers.

This industry is one of peculiar interest to the Senators from
Virginia, West Virginia, North Carolina, and Tennessee, in
which Southern States is mined to-day nearly all the mineral
that is converted into barytes and used by 1%6 Eastern paint
men. If duties are to be applied where they are to be the least
burdensome, then a duty should be retained on crude barytes;
and a very considerable duty should be retained, for the reason
that its removal or any reduction will not result in benefit to
anyone, directly or indirectly, aside from the very few parties
advocating it.

The manufactured article is used prinecipally in paint making.
There is some dispute about its value as a pigment, but there
no dispute that its value, whatever it may be, is obtained only
from its very fine preparation, There is an intense rivalry be-
tween the manufacturers in the Eastern States and in the West,
and someof the largest manufacturersof barytes are in the State
of Missouri. The rivalry has resulted in the production of such

ualities as are used to a very small extent, if used at all, by
the European paint makers. When the article is fingly pre-
?a.rad, as it now is by the American manufacturers, the success-

ul cheapening of paint may be accomplished. That is to say,
even anyone who will deny its value as a pigment, will admit
that, comparatively speaking, it is harmless when fine; while
in its ordinary state of preparation it is a harmful adulterant.

Senators will understand that there is adispute as to whether
barytes is anadulterant inthe manufacture oP paint, or whether
it'is a beneficial admixture. Ithastobeadmitted thatwhen itis
coarse, when it is not prepared finely, it is an injurious adul-
terant, and it is only when it is pr':fmd with great care and
finely ground that it has to be admitted that it is either harm-

. less or to a certain extent beneficial.

XXVI—-302

" The barytes is a mineral gathered in this country largely by
people whose ordinary occupation is that of agriculture. In
seasons when not occupied with farm labors, the time of the cul- -
tivators of the soil is devoted to the collection or the mining of
this mineral from their property and disposing of it to neigh-
boring merchants or mills. This class of citizens can not readily
make themselves heard here, and in ignoring them Senators are,
unintentionally without doubt, sacrificing them to parties whose
aim is to monopolize the business by reason of their New York
location, and the use of material brought to this country as bal-
last and mined by the cheapest labor.

That is an important point to consider, as thisin its natural
state is a mere rock. It can be mined by the cheapest labor, it -
can be put on ships as ballast and brought to this country and to
the wharves at our seaporis at a comparatively insignificant
cost, and therefore a duty upon the crude article is necessary if
the mines of baryta in North Carolina, Virginia, West Virginia,
and Tennessee are to be kept open. The use of the foreign
article is a direct abstraction of labor from American citizens,
without compensation of any kind whatever. It is the sacrific-
ing of the interests of humble citizens, who can not afford to
present the status of their affairs to their Representatives, and
their interests are sacrificed in favor of monopolies only.

The useful bulletins which have been placed upon our desks
contain much matter on this subject. By reference to Bulletin
No. 4, page 43, it will be seen that a statement is made that the
crude article can not be brought into this country at a costcom-
pared with that at which the Southern article can be delivered
at the port of New York. This statement may bevery seriously
questioned. The Mineral Resources of the United States in 1885,
printed in 1886, page 524, gives the New York market value of
the imported crude article at $7 to 88 per ton, while the United
States customs figures for-1885 show an importation of 9,622,822
pounds, valued at $1,334, equal to $2.78 per ton. This shows
very clea.rlg that baryta can not be mined in the interior of this
country and taken to New York City and sold, to be manufac-
tured at the price atwhich the foreign barytacanbe taken from
the hold of the ships, sold at New York, and manufactured.

The bulletins fail to show any direct request from a consumer
of this article for any reduction in duty, or any change of duty.
On the contrary, the bulletins show that the majority of the

int men request that no changes be made; and it is well to note
in this connection that the general protection given to the t
industry has resulted in the establishmentof a numberof plants
in the South, where it would be supposed that this class of manu-
facture would not be established. Forinstance, in Bulletin No.4,
page 8, is a reply from a manufacturing concernin New Orleans,
where the opportunity of importing foreign raw material, so-
called, is particularly good, and this concern states:

We desire no change whatever.

On page 65, of the same bulletin, is the reply of a paint manu-
facturing establishment in Atlanta, Ga., ang this party requests
Congress to put on “‘a duty that will let the American laborers
live and will pay the manufacturers reasonable interest on their
investments.” These paint concerns consume barytes. They
do not ask that the crude article shall be placed upon the free
list or that there shall be any change whatever in the duty.

Mr. President, I sincerely hope that because barytes is a sim-
ple mineral from which this large manufacture of an ingredient
of paint has grown up that the industry will not be sacrified, bu
that the Senators upon the other side of the Chamber will treat
a simple product of this kind, which has started quite a mining
industry in the Southern States I have named, as entitled to rea-~
sonable protection. When, twoyearsago, I was at Hot Springs,
N. C., [ found the only industry in the place was a factory for
grinding barytes, and I saw that it was a growing industry. I
saw that the quality of the barytes was good and the factory at
that place was, I thought, grinding the rock with sufficient, fine-
ness to make the article all that can be desired, if any such ar-
ticle is desired in the manufacture of paint, and I felt that that
little industry thus being developed in the mountains of North
Carolina ouF t to be protected. The moment the pending bill
passes that little factory will be closed. It cannot manufacture
the barytes and transport the product to the paint factories at
the rate of duty which is proposed by the bill. I therefore make
an appeal on broad national ground for protection to thisSouth-
ern industry, and I hope it will not be stricken down by the
ruinous reduction of duty which is proposed by the House bill.

Mr.LODGE. Iask the Senator from New 'K':[a.mpshire it he
would not be willing to modify his amendment so as to put a
duty on crude baryta or—

Mr. ALDRICH. I was called from the Chamber temporarily.
} i::aa about to make a motion to take erude baryta from the free

Mr. LODGE. The reason I make the suggestion is because




4818

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

May 16,

.the rate proposed by the Senator irom New Ham [Mr.
OHANDLER] isa rate predicated upon a duty on crude ta. It
geems to me that they properly go together, so as to e the

paragraph read:
hnaryt%n.n.mda. #1 per ton; baryta, sulphate of, or barytes, manufactured,
per

Mr. CHANDLER. I intended to ask the Senator from Rhode

Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to suggest what would be the appropriate
duties, both upon the crude article and the manufae arti-
cle, for the p of stating this case in favor of barytes. I

moved in place of the House duty of $3 a fon on manufactured
barsbes the presentduty $6.72, assuming that if that were adopted
crude barytes would have the duty of $1.12 a ton. If the Sena-
tor from Rhode Island will indicate the amount that ought to be
moved on manufactured baryta, I will accept that sum or a mo-
tion may be made by the Senator, which would suit me just as
well, covering crude barytes and manufactured barytes.

Mr. ALDRICH. Isuggest that an attempt be made first to
fix the rate upon crude baryta.

Mr, CHANDLER. Then I withdraw my amendment for the

resent.
= Mr. ALDRICH. I move to amend the paragraph so that it
will read:

Baryta, carbonate of, or witherite, and baryta, sulphate of, or barytes,
manufactured, including barytes earth—

This being paragraph 500 of ihe free list—
$1 per ton.

Making the rate $1 per ton.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does the Senator from Rhode Is-
land intend to make the article which ison the free list under
the MeKinley law taxable now? Is that his proposition?

Mr. ALDRICH. No. N

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is the effect of his amend-

ment. ‘*Baryta, carbonate of, or witherite” is free under the
MeKinley law. It is on the free list.
Mr. LODGE. The present law is:

Baryta, sulphateof, * * & 3112 per ton.
" Carbonate isnot mentioned in the paragraph, and I under-

stood the Senator from Rhode Island to say that he was moving
the present law.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I say baryta,carbonate of,is on the
free list now.

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Arkansas is correct.

Mr. ALDRICH. My intenfion is to make the articles now
dutiable at $1.12 dutiableat 81 a ton. I shall modify myamend-
ment so as to make it conform fo the present law in phrase-
ology.

Baryta, sulphate of, or barytes, including barytes earth, nnmanufactured,
81 per ton.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator
from Rbhode Island will be stated.

The SECRETARY. Add at the end of paragraph 37 the follow-
ing:

Baryta, sulphate of, or barytes, including barytes earth, unmanufactured,
81 per ton.

Mr. ALDRICH. That isright. Itisrepresented to me that
there are three thousand people in Virginia employed in col-
lecting baryta, and I can not see a;nf good reason for placing it
upon the free list. Baryta is largely used as an adulterant for
paint. It is found in large quantities in various parts of the
world, and I can not see why the people of Virginia, engaged in
the collectionof this article,are not entitled toa certain amount
of protection.

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionison :freeing tothe
amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr.

ALDRICH].

Mr. ALDRICH. I call for a division.

Mr. VEST. Iask for ‘herim and nag

The yeas and nays wero ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll.

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I will announce
that, with the consentof the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER],
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Sm'rﬂ]] and the senior
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] are paired. I
vote ‘‘ yea.”

Mr. gRYE (when hisname was called). Iam paired with the
senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN].

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY].

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. CAFFERY. I am paired with the Senator from Mon-
taua [Mr. POWER]. If he were present I should vote * nay.”

Mr. ALLISON,. I desire tostate that the Senator from Ill-
inois [Mr. CULLOM] is detained from the Chamber by reason of

illness in his family, and that he is paired with the Senator
from Delaware [Mr. GRAY].
The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 31; as follows:

YEAS-21.
Aldrich Dolph, MceMillan, Shoup,
Allison, Dubois, Manderson, Squire,
Cameron, Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon Teller.
Chandler, Hawiey, Patton, \
Davis, Hoar, Perkins,
Dixon, Lodge, Quay,
NAYS-—31.
Allen, Camden, Martin, Roach,
Bate, Cockrell, Mills, Turpie,
Berry, Coke, Morgan, Vest,
Blackburn, Faulkmer, Murphy, Vilas,
Blanchard, George, Palmer, Voorhees,
5 Pasco, ‘Walsh,
Butler, Jones, Ark. Pefler, ‘White.
11, ndsay, Pugh,
NOT VOTING—33.
Caffery, Hale, MeLaurin, Sherman
Carey, Hansbrough, McPherson, Smith,
Cullom, Hiﬁg{ns, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart,
Dmgel, %{Ii 7e gurﬁ-isill_ gﬁshbm
5 unton, ettigrew, son,
g}.-gson. Irby, Platt, Woleott.
Gordon, Jarvis Power, .
Gorman, Jones, Nev. Proctor,
Gray, Kyle, Ransom,

S0 the amendment was rojeci‘.ed.

Mr. LODGE. In paragraph 37, before the word * dollars,” I
move to strike out *‘three" and insert * five.” The Senate hay-
ing decided fo put no duty upon crude ta, I pr an
amendment putting-on the manufactured article a duty which
conforms to that which, according to all the evidence we have,
is required to enable the manufacture to continue. I have here
the reply of Page & Krausse, of St. Louis, Mo., manufacturers
of barytes, with an invested capital of $200,000. Theyare Demo-
crats and their testimony is given in great fullness and is very
carefully arrangéd. They say:

The d s )
SRS
ggmcjruﬁa and & !:g?ﬁgon man .uiﬁfnmmw. and

A pieca of advice which apparently was misplaced—
more than the present profit on domestic crude and manufactured barytes.
W Xk 5L9 day,
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‘We pay our hands well, average $1.97 per . and have not reduced
for fifteen yearsuntilnow. When we sr.?'p?gg.y Dﬁcemd mber 20, 1893, we no od
n it wo'

ton and manu-
to place domestic uets
reduction, §1.12
you will verify

our h that when we started up aga be on reduction of 15 per
cent in wages.
L * L] L L - L]
The adjustment of industry to tariff—
They say—

hasbeen gradual during one-third of a century.

The writer is a Democrat, and I assume a tariff reformer, and
this ishis idea of the way in which the reform should take pince:

Say a reduction of 5 per cent annum on all duties as they now stand
in the tariff act of 1890, to take eflect annually, on the 1st of July every year.
This would reach free trade in twenty years. Meanwhile no disturbance
would be felt; and in, say, five or ten years the people and statesmen of the
United States would learn by experience, and without serious harm, just
what is best for all. The wrlter is a lifelong Democrat and an advocate of
free trade.

Then this advocate of free trade goes on to say:
propose to meet reduction of dut; red o
mﬁ?nawrial will not bear reduction. Ysgzlﬂ a:ct-?gllwgﬁlo:r e
Then the firm say further:

All our raw material is mined largely by farmers. The United States
Geologimll sm%;a reports as follows (volume for 1891, printed in 1868,
llBarm ¥ - .

“In the first plaee.} the greater part of the mining is performed by farmers
at seasons of the year when they and their employés and teams would other-
wise be idle. In some instances the product is ship; to St. Louis or other
points by the miners; atother times it Is taken to local merchants and ex-
changed for merchandise, and by the merchants shipped to the manufae-
turer.”

Volume for 1892, printed in 1893, “Barytes,” 831:

“The barytesis mined in off ssasons by farmers, taken to the stores
and exchanged for supplies or cash, the dealer shipping to St. Louis as the
trade demands.”

L] @ * ° ® % *

Yes—
This life-long Democrat and free trader goes on to say—

Yes; we need a customs duty. Withouim no barytes manufactory in
the United States could run. ‘Wilson reduction will permanently
stop fully 60 per cent of the present domestic manufacture.

The testimony of George H. Burgess, of New Haven, Conn.,
is to exactly similar effect. He says:

A rate of duty not less than one-fourth of a cent per pound on manufac-
tured sulphate barytes.

The costof our
Xpenses,
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That is the rate which I move—$5 per ton.

At a lower rate than this German manufactured

tes can be brought
into this country and delivered at the port of New Yor Itake

(which

88 a basis for com; for the cost of at.a lower Ameri-
B i e Trodicd oo tad male 18 s vy
one- a e com

wlg American production. a5
= L3 o ] n = £

We desire a specific duty because on the manufacturad the duty has al-
Wways beena one, andl the values on this article on the other side differ
very .

L] = L] % - @ ®

As thelabor is the prineipal expense 3 anufacture of produc-
tion, the difference in the cost to mest mmﬁ% must be mmllg a reduc-
tion in wages. : :

* ® - ® L L] *

With raw material free to meet { competition it would be neces-
gary to have a duty of not less than one-fourth of a cent per pound on man-
ufactured sulphate barytes.

L & * * * L ®

We recommend unmanufactured sulphate barytes free, as proposed by the
Wilson bill, and on sulphate barytes mauufactured a duty of one-fourth of
& cent per pound.

i Sulphate barytes, itnmanufactured, if placed on the freelist,”
he thinks, *is not an injury to any domestic miner or manu-
facturer.”

Now, thers is the testimony of these two firms,one of themin
St. Louis, which says that the duty proposed by the eommittee
will close up 60 per cent of the manufactories in the United
Btates. The firm who give that tesiimonyare Democrats and
free traders. They employ 106 men and have a capital of 8200,-
000. Closing 60 per cent of the manufactories meansa cessation
of the demand for the barytes, which are supplied largely by
ﬁ-mers in ceriain States at times when they would otherwise be

e, and reducing the demand menns a blow to that portion of
the agricultural interest, small perhaps, but still as valuable to
those engaged in it as the great industries are to the persons
who promote them. Therefore I move to malke the duty $5 per
ton instead of 83 per ton.

Mr. CHANDLER. I think the amendment of the Benator
from Massachusetts [Mr. LoDGE] is perhaps fairer and better
than the old rate of $5.72 per ton; but in consideration of the

ious vote, by whieh erude bartyes has been placed upon the

e list and that production in the United States is destroyed,
before the Senate proceeds further with the consideration of
this heading, *‘Paints, colors, and varnishes,” I desire. to call
attention to some important suggestions that are made in the
replies which have beenreceived on that subject. I venture to
read them, although I regret that so few Senators are in their
geats to hear these important contributions to the discussion of
this t question.

In Bullefin No. 3, which is Senate Repert No. 370 of the pres-
ent Congress, ge.ge 117, is the reply of Harrison Bros. & Co., of
Philadelphia, Pa., manufacturers of white lead, colors, paints,
etc., whose establishment, starting in 1793, now has a capital of
$2,700,000, and whose total sales in 1892 were 81,099,915 and in
1803 81,709,873, the decrease being felt entirely in the last half
of the year. They say:

‘We ran with steadily increasing ontput until the nneertainties produced
in all industries by the threatened radical tariff changes. A computation,
made for the Department of Labor, showed that our working people made

ust one-half of the number of hours in February, 1884, as in February, 1803,
emwbeing a steady comparative decline, month to month, 1892-'93 to

Duties are necessary on all our products suflcient to cover the ater
gost of and greater cost.of r. The only exceptions are the few
cases where the products are not readily transportable by sea, and that act-
ing, in a measure, as a protection against the cheaper foreign article; but
in sulphuric acid, for instance, which it is proposed to place on the free list,
thed us competition is from Canada, which at the present time levies
& duty that would prevent our entering its market in competition with its
manufacturers, while ours is freely opened to its surplus.

Duties on all our products should be specific, and thespecific duties should
be based on the value of the highest class of product. Duties should be
specific because of the impracticability on the part of appraisers toreadily
estimate values and prevent nndervaluations, as, for instance, acetic acid:
two samples may be equally clear, of the same strength, and equally free
of or; impurities, yet there may be a great difference in the contents of
organic impurities, and ons may be worth five times as much as the other;
the actual difference in value could be determined only by a careful and te-

gil!ous chemical anal , Which would require the best chemical talent to
termine. This rule holds good with dyestufls and colors.
Again, they say:

‘We are continuing all our lines, and would have added many new ones,
s'ut- for the expressed intention of opening up our markets to foreign pro-

ucers, which would leave o to American enterprise only those opera-
tioms that may be of the ter of a monopo. ,axtandadmrouggethe
operations of the patent laws or some local franchise, as the purchase of a
gasworks or something of that kind.

Wages, tendency downward—only becanse of uncertainty of employment;
‘with us, shortened hours and lessened number of employed have reduced
the earnings of our labor nearly 50 per cent.

They further say:

Our gkilled labor amounts from 40 to 50 cent, most of it trained 4n our
own works. We have a large numbsr otl?gmzoyés ‘Who have been in our
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from fifteen to thirty years and more, and their
average pay is over §8 * & %

To meet reduction of duty will be only by a contest with labor.
Referring to the guestion of exports they say:
‘We do not export; allthe marketsof E , it we could get thém, would

notmore than equal our owa, and the rest of the world is worth but little,
if any, consideration.

They also add as to price:
Our selling prices have decreased.

Messrs, John Lineas & Co., of Gibbsboro, Camden County, N.
J., manufacturers of paints, colors, and varnishes, with a -
ness established in 1848, and now having a capital of 82,000,000,
say their prices have declined:

The decline has been gradual but continnous from year to year; the ex-
tremes of 1884 and 1804 running, on dry colors, irom 20 to 30 per cent; on
ordinary ts, from 10 to 15 per cent; on varnishes, 15 to 25 cent.

Compe through the increased domestic manufacture in the main, is
Drcaotit AW, bY L6 fORSlgh MAMLAc uTers; Who DA EroWD YLy AEETOOtYE,
present law, | e turers, who Zrown very

pportunities for fraud presented by the greater pmvalencev:i
ad valorem duties under the law prior to the adoption of the presentduties,
the return to which, or extension of the ad valorem system, we regard as
one of the greatest ealamities and detrimental alike to the moral, business,
and manufaeturing interests of the ; in fact, in our estimation, it
would not be necessary to alter the present duties other than to make them
ad valorem, and change a few of the administrative features of the present
law, to have mmmm;rmm

Our business had steadily until the present unfortunate condi-
tions (forced upon the country through the tampering with the presemt law),
#8 we pursued a very aggressive policy.

They then proceed to speak of their wages and the condition
of their employés. They say:
Wages we have not as yet changed, having advanced them in 1882, as we

are beartily in favor of the American standard of w: living, d.l‘awnﬁ.
ete., and deprecate the tendency to reduce Msbandaal'ﬁ“% the foreign level,

te‘%:!ﬂnl {tsimply as a retrograde
e condition of our employés is m&a

dressed, ing f the luxuries mm:ﬁ?nu th Ung'ted States
enjoying some o o n to the F
viz, pamtﬁ houses, carpeted floors, musieal in.m.rnmenls. and thmnghme.gr
accumulations of eight or ten years of steady employment purchas

own homes, which we assist them !n doing by loans at low rates of interest,
payable at their convenience.

Having stated the condifion of their workmen, Lueas &Co. un-
dertake to show what will followas the result of the reduetion of
duties by fhe passage of ths pending bill. They say:

Reductions in @uty will be met by elosing our works and importing, orre-
ducing the labor cost in the item of wazes. L

Then they say:

nowmgmmmmmm;dmm?wmnm &
export lmited, as they have not money to or paint, ha
hardly reached the “whitewash " age. 7 5,

They also undertake to state how little benefit would result, so
far as wages are concerned, by what is called free raw material.
Theysay:

If all our raw materials were free we should have to reduseour wages to
the basis in the arcadias for workingmen, plus the slight
difference in 84y 5 per cent, an actual difference in wages to the re-
cipient of fully 50 per cent, as proven by United States consular reports.

The Heath & Milligan Manufacturing Company, of Chicago,
manufacturersof paintsand colors, who were established in 1851
and have a capifal invested of 500,000, say:

‘We shut our factory down to three-guarters tims last August 1, for the
first time in forty-two years in that season.

They proceed to say:
ﬂnuégrm oéfd‘:tl.b_y were radu.c%d ona-tﬁtgd we should be com

uce 8 cost t apmdnct.one— hird. OWI’!II.E Wages
this rednetion we would be foreed out.of the business.

As to the quantity which they are producing, they say:

‘We are not producing over7s cent the amount of goods sofar this
that we produced during a coﬂ%esrpunﬁmg time in 1892, sl

The Heath & Milligan Manufacturing Company give us the
information called for in reference to some of theiremployés, and
say:

The tendency of wages during the past twelve months, we think, has besn

4 individually, we have nearly kept them up.

Follo are the names of three employés taken at random, with a de-

seri Ll(lm ongllllairhi{lﬁwma and t.hei.: s;:wesa in :tr%r o - %
arles enburg, at Austin, a su . Wages, 3
of eight, with one deaf-mute child, for whom he pays $10 pmnonfh
for ; other children allin school. From his wagesof 83 per day he
has been able to support his family, has invested $10 a monthin a b’uﬂilng
tion, and has aconmulated enough in the t three years
to build a home of his own, with the assistance of the buﬂdﬂ‘g association.

Frank Tarm, No. 736 Westernavenue, .. Wages, B2 perday; family
of three, a wife and one child. Just manages to live, and saves nothing.

Fred Fogelsburg, No. 2 Whiting street, Ch.l% Wages, 82.25 day.
Has a wife and four children; rents his housa. been sar]ng §2.50 aweek
for some time to buy himself a home,

These three ! employés will either have o be turned
out of their employment, if this bill passes, or they will have to
subject themselves tosuch a reduction in wages that Mr. Charles
enbl:crﬁ,lswith a deaf-mute child, for whose schoolingbha is
with his present wages, paying $10 a month, will be obliged
to take him out of school.

Mr. President, I do not really believe that the Senator from
Illinois [Mr. PALMER] wants to turn out Charles Hallenburg
from profitable employment by the Heath & Milligan Manufac-

ed to re-
d not meet
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turing Company; I do not believe the Senator wants that man’s
deaf-mute child taken away from school; I do not believe the
Senator wants a man, who has just begun to an for his house
in a building and loan association, to lose his house, o lose his
home; and yet that is the direct tendency of the free-trade sys-
tem to which the Senator from Illinois has committed himself.

The Heath & Milligan Manufacturing Company state the rea-
sons which they believe caused the present distress, as follows:

1n our opinfon, the cause of the present depression is due almost entirely
to a threatened change of the tariff law, with a tendency of the party in
power towards free trade, necessitating the reorganization of b ess on
anew basis.

There it is—the threatened change of the tariff law made by
the Democratic leaders, with the tendency of the party in power
towards free trade. That is the tendency of the Senator from
[llinois, which he restrains in order that this may be made a
moderately protective tariff law. Atthe same time these people
say that if there is a reduction of the duties on the goods which
they manufacture, their ‘‘only recourse is to reduce wages,”
and they conclude with a recommendation to Congress, which
they are fully entitled to make, when we consider the high
wages they are paying their employés:

We would recommend that there be no radical ch
on paints and paint products, and above all, that an
substituted for a specific.

Andright in the face of this plaintive appeal the Senator from
Tllinois goes on and votes for ad valorem duties when somebod
says he must, and he votes for specific duties when somebody al-
lows that he may.

Here are Longman & Martinez; of Brooklyn, N. Y., manufac-
turers of paints. They established their concern in 1864, and
have a capital invested of $300,000. They say;

Weare on three-fourths time from September, 1803, to January.
Cause, Wilson bill.

Here is their condition: _

Prices on all paints are lower in 1802 than ever before.

Domestic competition increasing every year.
We desire s c duty; prevents undervaluation.

e made in the duties
valorem duty be not

Not prodw 70 per cent of s asin 1892, Cause, Wilson bill.
There is decreasing tendency in wages.
* * ] & -

Postpone consid-

* *
Presentcanse of deprassion, the Wilson bill. Remedy:
eration until after November, 1804.

. I wish we might get the Senators upon the other side of the
Chamber, especially the New York Senators, to favor the Elost-
ponement of this bill, Here is the firm of Longman & Mar-
tinez, of Brooklyn, who state what they want, and say:

Postpone consideration until after November, 184,

We recommend no change in customs at present; give the people a chance
in November to say.

That is just what we want. Senators upon the other side of
the Chamber are going on here with this ruinous bill because
they say that was the verdict of the people in 1892, and they are
not willing to take the verdict of the people in 1893. In the

. gpirit of honorakle compromise, Mr. President, I say letus take
tga verdict of the people in 1894, and in December next, if the
ple have reversed the Republican victories of last year and
ave gone back to the political attitude of 1892, then we will
pass a moderate tariff bill here and adjourn on the 4th of March
next, and those of us who resign or who are not rezlected will go
home to our constituents feeling that we have done well. But
here we now are in a strait between two elections, the election
of 1892, which spoke one way, so Senators say, and the election
of 1893, which spoke another way.

Weare in astrait between the two, and we can send this ques-
tion just where these poor paint manufacturers in Brooklyn, N.
Y., ask to have it sent; we can send it to the people in 1894, I
have no doubt that if we do this and come back here next De-
cember we can come a great deal nearer an agreement upon this
subject than we are reaching now.

I hope the Senators from New York and the Senators from
some other States will follow the recommendation of Longman
& Martinez, of Brooklyn,gostpona the consideration of the tariff
until November, 1894, and give the people a chance in Novem-
ber to render their verdict.

Mr. President, I conclude these interesting exhibits, which
are only brief extracts from these marvelously valuable returns,
by reading from the reply of the Aeme White Lead and Color

orks, of Detroit, Mich., manufacturers of ts and colors, es-
tablished in 1884, with a capital invested of $300,000.

Their general answers are all the same; they want specific
duties. They say:

As to output of s now, compared with 1892, too people either
gon&gglﬁg. a;: Eorlhbe forced into bankruptcy on account of the panic caused
JrMen, skilled, wounld gladly work at 40 cents a day if they could get it.

L L £ & L L -3

Up to 1883 we bad a fairly uniform market. You can not force the sale of
goods nOw at any price, since the tariff legislation began. i
No changes in rates of duty or in customs laws.

Mr. President, weare taking up for consideration the schedule
concerning paints, colors, and varnishes, and here is the uni-
versal, the unanimous testimony of avergone who answered the
circulars sent out by the Senator from Indiana [Mr .VOORHEES].
Those circulars were sent out for some purpose. Why does not
some one of the recipients of the circulars say to us, ‘* Goon and
reduce duties and adopt ad valoremduties instead of specific” ?
The testimony from the individuals engaged in this trade is all
one way, and yet Senators upon the other side of the Chamber,
with a subtlety and persistency that is terribly destructive to
the prosperity of this country, are marching on to the effort to
put this abominable bill upon the statute book.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion ison the amendment
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE].
thM:l- CEHANDLER. I ask to have the amendment stated from

e desk.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. On page 6, line 17, before the word *dol-
lars " it is proposed to strike out *three ” and insert ‘ five;” so
as to make the paragraph read:

Baryta, sulphate of, or barytes, manufactured, £ per ton.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on the amendment.

Mr. HARRIS. I call for the yeas aid nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll.

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

Mr, FRYE (when Mr. GRAY’'S name was called). The senior
Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] is paired with the senior
Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM].

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I have trans-
ferred my pair with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr.
McPHERSON] to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES], who is
absent and unpaired; and I vote ‘* yea.”

Mr. HUNTON (when his name was called). [ am paired with
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT].

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called).
I am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY].

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. BUTLER. Iam paired with the Senator Irom Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. CAMERON].

Mr. RANSOM (after having voted in the negative). I am
paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], and withdraw
my vote.

Ir. PUGH. I am paired with the senior Senator from Massa-
chusetts [Mr. HOAR], with the right reserved to vote if my vote
be necessaﬁ to make a quorum.

Mr. GEORGE (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired
with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH], and voted to make
a quorum. I see thatI cin now withdraw my vote.a quorum
having voted, and I withdraw it.

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 30; as follows:

YEAS—19.
Aldrich, Dubois, Manderson, Quay,
Allison, Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup,
Chandler, Hawley, Patton. Squire,
Davis, Hiﬁlns. Perkins, Teller,
Dixon, McMillan, Proctor,
NAYS-30.
Allen, Cockrell, Martin, Turpie,
Bate, ke. Mills, Vest,
Berry, Fn.uﬁmer. Morgan, Vilas,
Blackburn, Gibson, Murphy, Voorhees,
Blanchard, Harris, Palmer, ‘Walsh,
Brice, Jurvis, Pasco, White.
1, Jones, Ark. Pefler,
Camden, Lindsay, Roach,
NOT VOTING—38. v
Butler, Gordon, Jones, Nev, Power,
Caffery, Gorman, Kyle, Pugh,
Cameron, Gray, Lodge, Ransom,
Ve Hale, McLaurin, Sherman,
Cullom, Hansbrough McPherson. Smith,
Daniel, 11, Mitchell, Wis Stewart,
Dolph, Hoar, M 1, Washburn,
e, Hunton, Pettigrew, Wilson,
George, by, Platt, ‘Wolcott.

So the amendment was rejected.

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill, and read as fol-
lows:

33, Blues, such as Berlin, Prussian, Chinese, and all others, conultr.g?
ferrocyanide of iron, dry or ground in or mixed with oil, 8 cents per po g
in pulp or mixed with water, 6 cents per pound on the material contained
therein when dry.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment reported by the
Committee on Finance will be stated.

The SECRETARY. In line 23, before the words ‘‘in pulp,” the
committee propose to insert the word “and.”

The amendment was agreed to.
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The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill, and read par-
agraph 39 as follows: ' : -

39. Blanc-fixe, or satin white, or artificial sulphate of barytes, 25 per cent
ad valorem.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Inline 2,1 move to insert after the
word ‘‘barytes,” the words “‘ and artificial sulphate of lime.”

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. On page T,line 2, after the word * barytes,”
it is proposed to insert *‘ and artificial sulphate of lime;" so as to
read:

39, Blane-fixe, or satin white, or artificial sulphate of barytes, and artifi-
cial sulphate of lime, 25 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. ALDRICH. Isuggest tothe Senator from Arkansas that
the phraseology of the paragraph should be changed so as fo
read:

Blane-fixe, or artificial sulphate of barytes and satin white, or artificial
sulphate of lime, 25 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We accept the suggestion,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. Ifis proposed to amend the paragraph so
as to read:

39. Blanc-fixe, or artificial sulphate of barytes and satin white, or artificial
sulphate of lime, 25 per cent ad valorem.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. ALDRICH. Now, I move to strike out *‘ 25 per cent ad
valorem” and insert * three-fourths of 1 cent per pound,”which
is substantially the present law.

The VICE-FPRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. In line 2, after the word *‘lime,” it is pro-
posed to strike out ** 25 per centad valorem,” and insert ** three-
- fourths of 1 cent per pound.”

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment
proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island.

Mr. PUGH called for the yeas and nays; and they were or-
dered.

Mr. PEFFER. ' Before the roll is called, I wish to inquire of
the Senator from Rhode Island how his proposed amendment
will affect the ad valorem rate?

Mr. ALDRICH. It would increase the ad valorem rate on
satin white and decrease it on blanc-fixe.

Mr. HIGGINS. How much would it decrease it?

Mr. ALDRICH. I shouldsay that the rates, taken together,
would be a little higher than the rate suggested by the commit-

tee. .
Mr. PEFFER. The Senator's amendment would raise them

somewhat?
Mr. ALDRICH. It raises them somewhat.
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. .

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I am paired with
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON].

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

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name wascalled)., I againannounce
the transfer of my pair with the senior Senator from New Jer-
gey [Mr. MCPHERSON] to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES],
and vote ‘* yea.”

Mr. PUGH (when his name wascalled). Tam paired with the
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR].

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE].

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. CAFFERY. Iam paired with the Senator from Montana

[Mr. POWERL

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 31; as follows:

YEAS—I8

dris Dubois, Manderson, Shoup,
ﬂlisc‘l:l?: Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon Sqmr%,
Chandler, Hawley, Patton, Teller.
Davis, Hig; y Perkins,
Dixon, MecMillan, Quay,

NAYS—31. E:
All Cockrell, Lindsay Roach,
an::’ Coke, = Martin, ’ Turpie,
Berry, Fanlkner, Mills, Vest,
Bl::gbum. George, Morgan, Vilas,
Bl i Gibaon, Murphy, Voorhees,
Brice, Harris, Palmer, Walsh,
Call, Jarvis, Pasco, ‘White.
Camden, Jones, Ark. Pefler,
NOT VOTING—36.

Butler, Gorman, Kyle, Proctor,
Caffery, Gray, Lodge, Pugh,
Cameron, Hale, McLaurin, Ransom,
Carey, - Hansbrough, McPherson, Sherman,
Cullom, Hill, Mitchell, Wis. Smith,
Daniel Hoar, Morrill, Stewart,
Dolph, Hunton, Pettigrew, Washburn,
Frye, Irby, Platt, Wilson,
Gordon, Jones, Nev. Power, ‘Wolcott.

So the amendment was rejected.

Th?i VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be re-
sumed.

The Secretary read as follows:

40. Black, made from bome, ivory, or vegetable, under whatever name -
known, inclu bone black and lampblack, dry or ground in oil or water,
20 per cent ad valorem.

41. Chrome yellow, chrome green, and all other chromium eolors in which
lead and bichromate of fgt.ash or soda are component parts, dry or ground
in or mixed with oll, or in pulp or mixed with water, 2} cents per pound on
the material contained therein when dry.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out ‘““two and
one-quarter” and insert * three.”

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. In line 12, before the word * cents,” it is
p‘r&pt)se:i, to strike out *‘two and one-quarter” and insert
‘“three.

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out ‘‘three ” and insert
*four and a half.”

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the
Senator from Rhode Island to the amendment proposed by the
Senator from Arkansas will be stated.

The SECRETARY. If isproposed to amend the amendment by
striking out ** three” and inserting ** four and one-half; " so as
to read:

41. Chrome yellow, chrome green, and all other chromium colors in which
lead and bichromate of goms%rur soda are component parts, dry or ground

in or mixed with oil, or in pulp or mixed with water, 4} cents per pound on
the material contained therein when dry.

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, before the question is put on
the pending amendment, 1 wish to call the attention of the Sen-
ate to one letter I find here from manufacturers of white lead'
and colors in the South., 1t is No. 277, found on page 8, of Bul-
letin No. 4,0f the Replies to Tariff Inquiries. If is the reply of
the American White Lead and Color Works, of New Orleans,
La., manufacturers of white lead and colors; which was estab-
lished in 1880 with a capital invested of $100,000.

This businessconcern, Mr. President, is one of the representa-
tives of the new South, of the Southern manufactures, about
which the entire country has such hope, the interest in which
is not confined to the people of the South, but which have well-
wishers in every citizen of the North and in every memberof the
Republican party. It is well, I think, for us to know and for the
country to know how a Southern representative of this interest
feels as to the reduction of the present duty as proposed by the
pending bill. They say: .

We gruduce $200,000 worth of all kinds of paints.

We have been running overtime. .

In regard to reducing the rates of duty one-third, make highest rate pos-
sible to insure useof American-made paints.

Reducing the rates of duty one-r.hirg would mean discharge of labor and
we turn importers.

‘We have bad domestic competition for the past four years.

Which is ever since they have been in existence.

‘We desire specific dufy; easler to fi upon.
We tii\re not producing so many goodgsutrﬁis year on account of Wilson bill
tation.

ﬂ%ages have come downon account of Wilson bill agitation.

T'he price of living is about the same,

The present depression is owing to the successof the Democracy and their
desire toradically change everything.

Seventy per cent of our material is raw.

. * . . . * -
Seventy-4ive per cent of our labor is gkilled.
Reduction of duty on smust be met by discharging our employés or

cut their w proportionately.
‘We have fifty employés and pay 2 to $3.
* * * - * * 4
Fifty per cent of our goods is exported.

Cost of production since 1883 hasincreased. Labor is higher.

There has been a reduction of about 80 per cent in our selling prices.

Mim; articles of the agricultural production of the country are consumed
on which we pay specific duty.

We desire no change whatever. In other words, the tariff is correct now,
and any change whatever isbad. We request the defeat of the Wilson bill,
and have sent petitions signed by every employé to that effect to the Senate

Thereare several interesting results which are made apparent
by this communication. One is the value of these bulletins and
these answers as testimony on this subject; yet we see the ex-
traordinary fact that the bill framed by the Finance Committee
was framed without their ever looking at any of these letters.
Notwithstanding the questions had been sent out to elicit the
answers as though the information produced would be used by
the committee in framing their measure, they framed it in se-
rene disregard of the testimony, evidence, and facts for which
they have sought.

Another matter, as I have said already, is that this is testi-
mony from a Sonthern manufacturing concern. It is evidence
of a fact of enormous signifiecance to the people of the South—a
matter upon which I want to submit some remarks to the Senate
hereafter before this bill is passed—that the protective system is
sending manufacturing concernsintothe South,giving toitand to
its people emgloyment at good wages, contributing to ifs pros-
perity; and when, in the language of the Senator from Missouri
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[Mr. VEST], in ‘i)art in charge of this measure, thismeasure goes
through leveled at the Northeastern section of this country, it
will be like the guns of Cornwallis at Guilford Court House, it
will sweep down friends and foes. It can not take the life of
Northern industry without cutting the throat of Southern Sena-
tors on the other side, and thus reduce the welfare of this in-
dustry in New Orleans, La.,against the evidence and against the
protest of the representative of the paint interest there.

There is still another interesting fact fo be drawn from this
letter. Itis thatlabor is higher, and that there has been a re-
duction of about 80 per cent in our selling prices, So far from
the McKinley act and the rates of duty established by it having
inereased the prices at which these goods are sold, they have
been reduced to the enormous extent, according tothese people,
of 80 per cent.

But beyond that you have the further fact that 50 per cent of
our goods is exported. Here you have an industry upon which
the duty is lowered, upon the idea—I willnot say pretense—that
by lowering the duty you can lower the price; yet here the price
has already been reduced 80 per cent; that it is ne to
lower the duty in order to get into the markets of the world,
and yet 50 per cent of the product is exported. So we see how
this measure is being conducted and whatwill be its result. It
is being projected without referenceto the testimony which was
elicited I?y the committee, and every theory upon which it goes
is confounded by the facts in our experience under the present
duty, as shown by this testimony. i

I think that this is reason enough, Mr. President, why we
should vote against any further reduction, and should vote. to
leave the :iut{ where it now is.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the duty of 44 centsa pound
inserted in the act of 1890 on this article was then supposed and
believed to be equivalentto 25 per cent ad valorem on the better
quality of the colors covered by the paragraph. The duty, as
shown by the imports, is about 30 per cent ad valorem upon the
foreign value of the goods imported.

Among the amendments suggested by the Senator from Ar-
kansas is one which fixes a duty ?on bichromate of potash, one
of the principal ingredients of these colors, at 25 per cent ad
valorem, and the rate nowsu by the committee upon the
finished colors is less than the duty upon the material from
which they are made, namely, bichromate of potash.

T have here a very clear statement, made by one of the largest
manufacturers of this article, which I shall take the liberty of
reading, as it presents the question in a very lucid and concise
manner: _

** Chrome yellow, chrome green, and all other colors in which lead and
bichromate of potash or soda are component parts."

The articles covered by this paragraph aremade in varying qualities, and
the necessity of making the duty on thess goods specific is recognized by the
committee when presenting their bill to the House, becanse in the original
draft an ad valorem rate wasfixed.

In paintsand colors generally, which are articles that may be grossly
adulterated (and generally are, and yet the adulteration is not y de-
tecte 1), it is very desirable that the importation of only the est grades

be stimulated, as that not only insures a er general sta d for the
consumer, butmakes a better tandard for general quality of the home

product.

The duty of 4} cents per pound was estimated to be about 25 per cent on
the averageprice of the highest grades of these articles for the years pre-
ceding the fra: of the act of 1890. Prior to the operation of this act
there were no detailed statistics of the importation of these articles kept, so
that no com; can be made of theim tions from year to year; but
for the fisc ear ending June 30, 1892 (the first full ear under the

tion of the act of 18M), the q imported was 154,000 pounds, and
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1593, nearly 173,000 pounds, showinga large
increase and showlng that the duty of 4} cents per pound was in no sense a
prohibitory duty, but largely a revenue duty; and furthermore, the im-
portations under this ¢ duty were necessarlly of quality.

Within the past few years the intense competition of the mannfacturers
of these colors at home and abroad, coupled with the extreme d in
business abroad in thess lines, has rednced prices very much; 8o that under

present conditions, the rate recommended in the would be entirely in-
adequate, badl mﬂn& if not destroying, the industry here.
The principal es covered by this ph are colors known as

chrome yellow and chrome green; and it would necessarily cover chromium
;a-me stz‘m any pigment material that would have chromium as a con-
tuent. -

Color-making is essentially a chemical industry, and of a very complex
order; and it reguires much technical knowledge so to fix the duties as to
establish proper relations to the industries (themselves also belonging to
the t domain of chemical manufacture) which provide, after complex
mnfpglastions, the materials which are, to the color-maker, his funda-
mentals, though, as said, the product frequently of the highest development
of scientific industry.

All previous efforts at ﬂﬂnﬁﬁs schedule, where in at'?' sense it has been
harmonious, have, as a rule, based on the assumption that the funda-
mentals of color-making, per s¢, should be taken at instead of
Amerlcan costs; and, as a result of this, the industry in t country has
developed only against great odda.

Chrome ynl.lgw essentially a combination of chromium acid with lead.

Chrome green is usually considered by chemists and scientists to begreen
oxide of chromium; but the it

ordinary mercantile chrome green is a combi-
nation of chrome yellow (chromate of lead) with a blue, usually Prussian.
The production of the ous shades of yellow and blue involves the use of
mexmdodrmot as, for tance, bichromate of potash, bi-
chromate of sulphuric, nitrie, muriatie, acetie, oxalic, tartaric, and
citrie aclds, prussiate of potash, giauber sal chlorate of potash,
chloride of lime, nitrate of iron, white lead, of lead, white
of lead, brown sugar of lead, nitrate of lead, caustic potash, musﬁom

and for the production of ths cheaper
whiting, Paris white, clay, and other ma
articies of supposed) g%.m;-?m:m Al servos to i astrato steongly
ormula, serves ustrate stro
the mmplaﬁ?y of this subject and the exact knowledge and cargzrlelt
in making tariff rates on articles on the chemical schedule.

It appears to be definitely settled that the lead interests of the country are

to be properly cared for; and aslead products Sas oxides, white lead, or sol-

barytes, terra alba, kaolin
mmm s )

uble lead salts) are fundamentals of color- the dutles on the prod-
ucts of the color-maker must be adjusted cumula n&wﬂh all the opera-
tions from the primary ones of mining through all varions stages of
smel and manuf.

The clause ‘ on the material contained therein when dry ' should be
omitted from this garagmph, for the reason that while theoretically m.
it is not practically operative. Itis difficuls to determine frequently what
is merely mechanical moisture and combined water; but in actual
it has been made to um te materially the actnal dry weight of
color, and in that way evade the ent of duty.

AR Chiar b Aty Goerally AP ths IR DO s A as e bty b
chemica ustry gen and the lead- u ustries, but other
mining and mineral interests producing barglt;es. clay, gypsum, e

From the nature of the manufacture as abovedeseribed, it is evident that
ordinary labor cannot be employed in condncting and supervising the op-
erations. Skill and experience are required for the combination of the
chemiecals. To msuzgm temperature, nﬁcprmﬂmm. and to ob-
serve properly the chemical reactions, much tec al 11s required, and
therefore the pay will range from £ to $10 per day, with little opportunity
of employing unskilled and cheap labor to average down the general cost.
These are more than double the rates paid, on the average, by European
color-makers. .

The d.mg should be maintained specific; should be not less than 4} cen
per pound, and should be levied upon the actual weight of the color imi-
ported, whether dry or moist, or groundin oil. The ,ph shouldread:

‘“Chrome yellow, chrome green and all other ehromium colors in which
lead and bichromate of potash or soda are components of manufacture, dry
or g;gnnd in or mixed with oil, or in pulp or ed with water, 4} cents per
po ‘n

_ The rates in the amendment which I have suggested, as stated
in this paper, are not prohibitive; indeed, they are fairly pro-
tective, and under them a large increase of im rtations will be
had. I hope the majority of the membersof the committee will
consent to the amendment which I have offered.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment
proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island to the amendment
of the Senator from Arkansas.

Mr. VEST. I call for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll.

Mr. BUTLER (when hisname was called). I transfer the pair
I have with the Senator from Pennsylvania iMr CAMERON] to
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], which will enable me
to vote. 1vote ‘‘nay.”

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with
the Senator from Maine [ﬁd,r HALE]. I transferthat Rmr tothe
Senator from Arkansas E r. BERRY], and vote ‘‘ nay.

The roll call was concluded. ;

Mr. HIGGINS. I again announce the transferof my pairwith
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] to the
Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoNES], and vote *‘ yea.”

The result was announced—jyeas 17, nays 30; as follows:

YEAS-17,
Aldrich, Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup,
Allisom, Hawley, Patton, Tella:g
Chandler, Perkins,
Dixon, MeMillan, Proctor,
Dubois, Manderson, Quay.
. NAYS—30.
Bate, Coke, Mills, Turpie,
Black! ' Fa . Morgan, Vest,
Blanchard, George, Murphy, Vilas,
Brice, Gibson, Palmer, Voorhees,
Butler, Harris, Pasco, Walsh,
Call, Jarvis, Pefler, ‘White.
Camden, Jones, Ark. Ransom,
Cockrell, Lindsay, Roach,
NOT VOTING—3S.
Allen, Gordon, Kyle, Pugh,
Berry, Gorman, Lodge, Sherman,
Caffery. Gray, McLaurin, Smith,
Cameron, Hale, McPherson, Squire,
Carey, Hansbrough, Martin, tewart,
Cullom, Hill, Mitchell, Wis. Washburn,
Daniel, Hoar, Morrill, m,
Davis, Hunton, Pettigrew, Wolcott.
Dolph, irby, Platt,
Frye, Jones, Nev. Power,

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurson the amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES].

The amendment was to.

T}:’. VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be re-
sumed.

The Secretary read as follows:

42, Ocher and ochery earths, sienna and sienna earths, umber and nmber
earths, ground in oil, one and one-fourth of one cent per pound.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment reported by the
Committee of Finance to that paragraph is withdrawn.

Mr., ALDRICH. I move to insert after the word ‘‘earths,”
in line 16, the words ‘‘not specially provided for in this act,
dry, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound.”

f
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the
Senator from Rhode Island will be stated.

The SECRETARY. In line 16, after the word “earths,” it is
proposed to insert: :

Notspecially provided for in this act, dry, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
pro d by the Senator from Rhode Island.

hmRICH. These earths are found in a large number of
the Southern States and are now dutiable. If they are placed
upon the free list they will be placed in competitionat once with

e foreign products which come from England, Germany, Aus-
tria, France, Cyprus, Greece, and various other foreign coun-
tries. The uct in the United States is a verylarge one, and
the removal of this duty means a great loss to a large number
of people throughout the Southern States, who can illy afford
to incur the loss.

The great products of the South, sugar, rice, and coal, are,
thanks to theirrepresentativeson the floor of the Senate, very well
taken care of in the bill; but the small products of the South, as
well asthesmall productsof the North,especially the small prod-
netsof the agriculturistsall over the country, are thoroughly neg-
lected or incontinently destroyed by this mezsure. Georgia,
Alabama, and in fact all the Southern States, are greatly inter-
ested in maintaining this small duty upon these various earths;

I hope that in this particular case some of the Senators upon

other side, representing some of the Southern States, may

sk away from this iron-bound caucus rule and vote for one

g which they believe in, and not submit their consciences

" entirely to the keeping of the Senator from Arkansas; but once

a day, at least, merely for a change, that they shall vote for

amendments or suggestions which commend themselves to their

judgment, and which are in the interests of the people whom
they represent.

hivr. UTLER. So much filibusfering does not give us an op-

portuniti,:s :
Mr. VEST. After that passionate a to the Southern
heart, I move fo lay the amendment on the table.

Mr. ALDRICH. Itisnofnecessary. Youcangetavoteupon
it.

Mr. VEST. That is our motion.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of
the Senator from Missouri to lay the amendment on the table.

Mr. ALDRICH. On that I call for a division.

Mr. HARRIS. Let us have the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
o call the roll.

Mr. BUTLER (when Mr. ALLEN'S name was called). The
Senator from Nebraska | Mr. ALLEN] is paired with the Senator
from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON].

Mr, RANSOM (when his named wascalled). Iam paired with
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], but I transfer my ?n:lr to
the Senator from Arkansas |Mr. BERRY] and vote *yea.”

The roll call was concluded. -

Mr. ALLISON. I desire tostate that mycolleagus [Mr. WIL-
mlﬁis absent from the Senate temporarily on account of illness,

%red with the senior Senator from Georgia[Mr. GORDON].

Mr. HIGGINS. I wishin to this vote and for the re-
g votes of the session to IN?' to announce the transfer of
my pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]
to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES],

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to announce a pair between myself and
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH]. I should vote * yea” if

he were present.
The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 15; as follows:
YEAS-29.
Bate, Coke, Mills, . Vest,
Blackburn, Fa f Morgan, Vilas,
Blanchard, Gibson, Palmer, Voorhees,
Brice, Harris, Pasco, ‘Walsh,
Butler, Jarvis, Ransom, White.
Dall, Jones, Ark. Roach,
wgn. Lindsay, Teller,
11, Martin, Turple,
NAYS—15.

- Aldrich, Gallinger, Manderson, Proctor,
Allison, Hawley, Patton, Quay,
Dixon, Pefler, Shoup.
Dubois, MeMillan, Per]

NOT VOTING—41.
Allen, George, Kyle, Pugh,
i Gordon, Lodge, Sherman,
) s %mmoh. s
eronl m! "
Mitchell, Oregon gqmum
er, Hansbrough, Mitehell, Wis.  Washburn,
TiEgead L Noh L e
* . %'
Frye, Jones, Nev. " Power,

So the amendment was laid on the table. >
Mr. CHANDLER. In paragraph 42, I niove to insert, ‘‘on
and one-eighth of one cent per pound,” instead of ‘ one and one-

fourth of one cent per pound.”

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated,

The SECRETARY. In lines 16 and 17, paragraph 42, strike out
‘“one and one-fourth of one cent per pound * and insert *“one
and one-eighth of one cent per pound;” so as to read:

42, Ocher and ochery earths, sienna and sienna earths, umber and nmber
earths, ground in ofl, one and one-eighth of one cent per pound.

Mr. ALDRICH. I am satisfied that is not the amendment
which the Senator from New Hampshire intended to move. He
intended to renew the amendment moved by me making the
rate one and one-eighth, instead of one and one-guarter.

Mr. CHANDLER. What was the vote taken on?

Mr. ALDRICH., Onlaying on the table the amendment moved
by me fixing the rate. :

Mr. CHANDLER. My intention was to increase the amount,
but my only object is to make afew remarks. It is not material
what the amendment is.

Mr. VEST. There is nn doubt about that.

Mr. BUTLER. To kill time and industries.

Mr. CHANDLER. I thoughtIoverheardan intimation from
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] that there was some dis-
position o unduly delay the passage of the bill, and if I mistake
not, the Senator from South Carolina joined in the suggestion.

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir; I have made it repeatedly.

Mr. CHANDLER. It is sometimes difficult to hear what the
Senator from South Carolina says, but I gathered something of
that sort and I rose to defend this wide y-spread industry, an
American industry. It does seem as if we ought to protect our
own dirt and not consume too much English and foreign dirt.
The rinm}le of proteetion is a very beneficent principle as Re-
publE:a.ns esire to apply it. It like the rain from heaven
upon the just and unjust alike. One peculiarity of duties that
are adopted under a system of protection is that they bemefit
alike the Republican ucer and the Democratie producer.
They benefit alike the Northerner and Southerner, the protec-
tionist and the free trader. All the duties which Repuglica.ns
iungist upon widely distribute their benefits over the whole

on.

Here is an industry, the production of colors from the natural
roduct of earth, that needs protection and that should not be
lotted out and destroyed by the rates of duty, whether ad va-

lorem or specific, which Senators upon the other side of the
Chamber are proposing. I have here and propose to read a
statement of the case in favor of a duty on ocher and ochery
earths which was prepared for presenfation to the Committee
on Ways and Means of the House of Representatives, but for rea-
sons which I will not give it was not presented. It seems that
the Senate committee are willing to give aslight duty upon
ocher and ochery earths,sienna and sienna earths, umber and
umber earths, ground in oil; but they place paragraph 566 of the
bill, “ ocher and ochery earths, sienna and sienna earths, umber
and umber earths, not specially provided for in this act, dry,”
upon the free list. This paper states that:
a are not raw materials. and to

AT R s

para b i ; 'or the market is

8 ustry involving a of mechanical operations and ma.-
nipulations, the resultant product of which is no more & raw material than

is iron.

’F‘:l%rawmberlalused in the manufacture of these goodsis ironore, which
is, of course, the basic substanee from which all iron and steel are produced.
Therefore, starting with the raw material as a base, and putting the ore
h the various processes, to be described hereafter, the finlshed prod-

thro

nct is arrived at, but enly after a great expense has been entailed, a
very large dwﬂ&muwmmﬁg:mtedh thewages pald for
labor, as in the case of prodnction of iron steel. 2 et

The process of mannfacture is substantially as follows: The ore is mined
from the earth with special care, the admixture of foreign wi
the ore ¥y avolded as far as as
are most detrimental to the suceessof su uent of manufacture,
and hurtful to the sale and use of the finish uct. The ore as minedis
to available points for the washing out of sand and such other
fofn 1 substances as can not bgoread.l.lr :!e ; ted trom%h:aoiléel in mining.
wash.lnﬁprocassml.ly percent ol theore, as mined, islost. After
the ore is allowed to remain in the vats for months, in order that
the excess of molsture may be eliminated. When the mass has becomesnf-
issuh;]yr.edto mgt?m Mmmﬁ’%&wmw i gaﬁ-nsdn‘ﬁhm{tt.
ec a B8gree o o oroug! pus
into condition to be milled. Itis then ground and {m‘.o 3

From this brief but accurate d on of the B:oeesses ecessarily em-
E?mmpm ocher, umber, and sienna for the market, it will be read-
ers with

that from the ] of the
ore, to the final of o 00 ed the cost o ey
labor. The cost of which 18 one of the most important items of ex-
pense, apart from labor, is to the American than to the foreign man-

s0 has the advantage in the matter of cost of

But in thechief item of expense, that of labor, the balanceis t
the American manufacturer. Tomamﬂmu!mowmmﬁ%»
81.25 per day; his millers are $2.50 to 8 per day; while the
hbomavmgellpag. The pays
minersan average of 05 cents per day; his millers 81 per day, and common




4824

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

May 16,

laborers 40 to 50 cents ?er day. He presses into use the services of women
- and children, a class of labor which is not utilized here.

This is a comparative statement of the relative cost of mining
and milling.

In the matter of transportation theforeign manufacturers are on an equal
footing with the American manufacturer, Whose plant is convenlently lo-
cated for the transportation to the market, but in many instances the cost
of such transportation is so high as to place the American manufacturer at
aserlous disadvantage, even present duty considered. The duty imposed
on ocher and ochery earths, umber and umber earths, sienna and sienna
earths dry, and not otherwise wvided for prior to the tariff act of 1890, was
one-half of 1 cent per pound, while the of 1890, which has been in force
for only about two years, made a reduction of fully 50 per cent in the rate
of duty; so that at present the protection afforded to American manufac-
turers is but one-quarter of 1 cent })er Bguud. which is scarcely adequate to
cover the difference in the cost of labor, and ts at a disadvantage the
manufacturers in some of the Southern and Western States, who are en-
tirely shut out from the principal markets by reason of the high cost of
trmmuon by the only a ble means—the rallroads.

As ce practically has the control of the production of and trade in
!oralqu ocher, while Italy monopolizes the trade in foreign siennas and nm-
bers, it is safe to assume that the unrestricted opening of American markets
to the fore! manufacturers of these articles would result in a material
advance in their cost to the consumer. The reverse has been the case un-
der the moderate protection afforded to American producers by previous
tariff acts. Every sr,eegms.de in the development of these American indus-
tries has been followed by a reduction in the market pricesof those com-
modities.

I take occasion to say that as I understand the operation of
the protective system, that has been the case with every pro-
tected industry which has ever been developed in this country.
‘Whatever may have been the immediate effect of imposing a
duty upon an article not previously dutiable, if it was an article
that could be produced in this country when the industry has
been developed in this country and the American enterprise has
taken hold of it, invariably home competition has brought down
the price.

I:%iml;:d Lt}fs p{;maer Amarlcaitn ?ﬁ%actmr of the b:e%apg'l graidaa of gchex;
develo] irginia mines © Average mar ce for grades o
French ochers similar in &umuy to that produced by this company was §70

ton. Competition with the American ocher brougét the price down to
per ton, at which time the American was offered at $25 per ton.

As the prejudice against the latter, which is characteristic of the ex-
perience of nearly all new American products which enter into competition
with foreign that have long held the market, disa red, the Ameri-
can ocher steadily dlfgmced the fore ocher, the price of the latter de-
clining until under the present duty French ocher which formerly cost
consumers &0 per ton now sells, landed on dock in New York, at per
ton, while a eof American ocher similar in quality and tintorial prop-
erties is quoted at $20 per ton,

This ?pea.rs to have had precisely the effect that a duty upon
steel rails has had.

The American manufacturers, by persistently keeping their product be-
fore American consumers, by exe the ntmost care in its preparation
for the market, and by selling it at a price which admits of only a fair mar-
gin of profit over the cost of production, have succeeded in almost entirely
overcoming the Eare}udioe favor of foreign ochers, and the merits of
American ocher having become understood and appreciated by the con-
sumer, he is quite will to pay for it prices within one or two dollars per
ton of the price charged for nch ocher of a similar grade.

I pause to say that I can not understand the state of mind in
Senators upon the other side of the Chamber who will in spite
of this argument persist in pursuing a course that results in the
consumption in this country of French ochers instead of ochers
taken from the Stateof Virginia, the mother of Presidents, who,
all of them, were in favor of protective duties.

The claim is made that the fine qualities of French ochers,
displaced by the cheaper American article, can not be duplicated by the
Product. of American mines and mills. This is disproved by the fact that
arge quantities of American ocher are parsistently substituted for the simi-
lar grade of French by dealers and manufacturers of paints, and sold as
French, both dry and ground in oil, without protest from the American con-
sumer, and the mmption is therefore warranted that he is unable to dis-
tinguish the difference, if any difference exists, between the two.

Mr. President, there is a question of morals raised that I take
occasion t0 make a remark or two about. Inreading this paper
prepared by these manufacturers, as I have done, I do not wish
to ba understood as approving of this deception any more than
I approve of the manufacture and sale in Maine of sardines as
French sardines when they are caught in the Maine and Nova
Scotia waters and put up at Eastport. But that is a mere ques-
tion of commercial ethics and not a question that is applicable
alone to protection upon ochers.

The foreign ocher, sienna, and nmber interests ara contracted within nar-
row limits and are monopolistic in charactef. The French ocher of various
grades comes from the departments of Cher, Nievre, and Yonne, France,
within a comparatively small area. The umber and umber earths come
from thelsland of Cyprus,and the slenna and sienna earths from Sienna, in
Tuscany, Italy, the entire region not being as large as one of the counties in
New York State.

Contrast this with the extent and character of the American industry. 1t
would r&u&m too much time and space to enumerate all of the localities in
the United States in which are situated uctive mines. Those which
are of chief consequence and contribute pi Eug to the supply of Ameri-
can ocher, umber, and sienna are located in the States of Alabama, Colo-
rado, Geo%m.hll»,sem:mlam(_}.‘il-ai Missouri, New York, Pennsylvania, Vermont,
Virginia, Wisconsin, and fornia. Thus every division of the country is
ruﬁoreeen&ad by important and productive ocher, umber, and sienna mines,
which in many instances furnish the only means of employment and sup-
port to the people of the region in which they are located.

such as were

To remove the duty of one-quarter of 1 cent per pound means the elimina-
tion of all profit to the American manufacturers, the cessation of mining and

milling operations, the consequent loss of employment to those who are
now in the enjoyment of remunerative wages from this sourece, poverty and
afiliction to many happy and prosperous communities; in short, the com-
plete destruction of a rapidly growing and important American industry
With all that such destruction entails. The growth of this industry can be
traced with tolerable accuracy from 1880 only, prior to which year no record
of the production had been kept, although for many years it had bsen an
increasingly important business. Those statistics now available for pur-
Poses of comparison are only approximately correct, as owing to the di-
versity of interests represented, the number of small manufacturers en-
g in the business, and the constant discovery and application of new
and valuable sources of supply of these products, it is impossible to obtain
close figures in every instance.

In the following table showing the production of Ameriecan ocher for a
series of years, in comparison with the importations of French ocher, thera
is good ground for believing that figures representing the output of the
American manufacturers are based on estimates, and are below rather
than on a par with the actual They are taken from the Mineral
Resources of the United States for 1891. The statement is as follows:

Amerlcan | Imports
Years, produe- |of ch
< . tion. er.
Pounds. | Pounds.
30,316,000 | 5,540, 267
35,110,000 | 6,450,000
86, 588,000 | 6,246, 890

It will be seen that while the American production had, in 1891, reached
33,500,000 pounds, and probably 50,000,000 pounds, if the amount of the total
outputcould beobtained the importation of French ocher, which thirty years
ago or less was the only kind available to American consumers, and sold to
them at a cost 300 per cent above the nt market price of a similar grade
of American ocher, has shrunk to a little over 6,000,000 pounds.

It is now proposed in the removal of the existing small degree of protec-
tion accorded to American manufacturers, to reverse this result; to repay
with destructive legislation their enterprise and ability in developing one
of the important natural resources of the coumgg. and furnishing remuner-
ative employment to a class of people whose modes of existence prior to the
introduction of this wglro industry were limited to the primitive facili-
ties presented by a wild often barren country. Itis 1;:»rt:q:vc.»ﬁe(l to brush
this all aside, and to what purpose? Thatthe consumer of ocher, the farmer
Who paints his house or barn with one of the best natural wood preserva-
tives shall have the theoretical benefit of the slight saving represented by
the present duty of one-quarter of 1cent per pound. That duty, which is
of such necessity to the continuation of the American industry, works no
hardship to the consumer, for it is split into such extremely small portions
as to have no appreciable eflect uf:n the prices at which paints in which
ocher is a minor, or even the principal, ingredient, are retailed. On the
o{;l%grmgand. it affords to the Amoﬂcag mm a protection under wllﬂgg he
ol AVErage W amounting to doul ose paid to the foreign laborer
in the same fields of work. ;

The removal of the duty of one guarter of 1 cent vf;r und on ocher,
umber, and sienna, would not only destroy an existing industry and de-
prive American labor of employment, but would prevent the development
of resources that are rapidly being utilized, under the impetus given to c:F
ital and enmrgrise by freedom from ruinous competition with poorly paid
labor, the tendency of which development is to extend the use of a natural
prodltzrc; ;::?de valuable by manufacturing processes, to the benefit of the
count: arge. v

There are in the United States, in addition to the valuable mines now be-
ing worked, rich deposits of ore, from which may be obtained according to
expert testimony, earth colors equal and in someinstances superior ingqual-
ity to the very finest grades produced in Europe. These deposits are in
process of development, and in course of time will be made available to
American consumers at a& cost very far below the present price of the simi-
lar rorelﬁ product. :

It will be necessary to encourage capital to invest in the enterggme of get-

ting out and preparing these ores for market, and to insure to the railroads
a sufflcient hting patron to warrant them in mal a rate low
enough to enable the cheap marketing of the product. If the slight restrie-

tions placed on similar foreign products, but which are sufficient to warrant
the American manufacturers to undertake the expensive work of developing
these deposits, are entirely removed, as it is now proposed to do, the Amer-
ican consumers will receive no beneﬂs. and American labor will lose the op-
portunity for increased employment.

To recapitulate the factsabove set forth: Amerlcan capital and ente
under the benign influence of moderate protection, have develo natural
resources of the country that otherwise might have lain idle for an indef-
inite period. They have given employment to labor that before had no ade-
3;1::;? ‘E:u-ket. They have built up thriving settlements in heretofore wild

-3 5

The removal of the duty will be of no advantage to anyone but the foreign
manufacturer, and will work incalculable injury to American industries.
We therefore respectfully reiterate, any reduction of duty wounld be unwise,
injurious, and unjust to the American manufacturer and laborer, and be
productive of no practical benefits to the consumer.

Mr. President, this argument seems to me to be so entirely
conelusive that it can not be possible the Senate will insist upon
keeping these articles upon the free list, and therefore I wish
to move a rate of duty upon these earths, when dry, different
from that which has been rejected by the Senate. I move to
insert after line 13:

Ocher and ochery earths, sienna and sienna earths, umber and umber
earthéa. not specially provided for in this act, dry, one-eighth of 1 cent per
pound.

Mr. VEST. What is the amendment now?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator
from New Hampshire will be stated.

The SECRETARY. Insertafter the word “‘earths,” inline 16—

Not speclally provided for in this act, dry, one-eighth of 1 cent per pound.

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The questionis on agreeing to tha
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr,
CHANDLER].
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Mr. VEST. I move to lay the amendment on the table, for
fear that we might have another bulletin read.

Mr. HIGGINS. On that I ask for a division.

Mr. COKE. I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll.

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). The Senator from
Conaecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] has been called from the Chamber,
and I have paired with him, with the right to vote if m{ vote
is necessary to make a quorum. For the present I withhold my
vote.

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. BLACKBURN. I inquire if the senior Senator from
Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] has voted?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted.

Mr.BLACKBURN. Iam paired with thatSenator, and shall
not vote unless my vote is necessary to make a quorum.

Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire to incﬁ;uire if the -Senator from
Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN] has voted?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. <

Mr. BLANCHARD. Then I withhold my vote unless it is
necessary to make a quorum,

The Secretary recapitulated the vote.

Mr. BLAN CﬁARD. Iunderstand there is nof a quorum vot-
ing, and I will vote. I voto ‘‘yea.”

flr. BLACKBURN. Under the circumstances I will vote
L oa. n

r. PASCO. I vote ‘' yea.”

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam paired with the junior Senator from
New York [Mr. MURPHY], but we both reserved the right to
vote to make a quorum. Therefore I will take the liberty of

n

voting. I vote ‘'nay.”
Mr. CAFFERY. I vote ‘ yea.”
%r. RANSOM. I vote * yea.”
he resulf was announced—yeas 33, nays 10; as follows.
YEAS—-33.

Bate, Cockrell, Martin, Turpie,
Berr Coke, . ills, Vest,
Blnc{‘]mrn, Faulfmar, Morgan, Vilas,
Blanchard, George, Palmer, Voorhees,
Brice, Gibson, Pasco, Walsh,
Butler, Harris, Pefler, White.
Caffery, Jarvis, Perkins,

5 Jones, Ark. Ransom,
Camden, Lindsay, Roach,

NAYS—I10.
Aldrich, Gallinger, Quay, ‘eller.
Allison, Patton, Squire,
Chandler, Pettigrew, Stewart,
NOT VOTING—42.

Alle Gorman, | Kyle, >ower,
Cam%ron. Gray, Lodge, Proctor,
Carey, Hale, MecLa Pugh,
Cullom, Hansbrough, McMillan, Sherman,
Daniel, Hawley, McPherson, Shoup,
Davis, Hi, Manderson, Smith,
Dixon, Hill, Mitehell, Oregon Washburn,
Dolph, Hoar, Mitchell, Wis. ‘Wilson,
Dul Hunton, Morrill, Wolcott.

8, Irby, Murphy,
Gordon, Jones, Nev. Platt,

So the amendment was laid on the table.

Mr. HIGGINS. Imove an amendment to paragraph 42. In
line 16, after the word ‘‘earths,” I move to insert the words
‘idry, one-tenth of one cent per pound.”

Mr. QUAY. Imove that the Senate adjourn.

Mr, HARRIS. I hope the Senator from Pennsylvania will
withdraw that motion. I propose to move abrief executive ses-
sion.

Mr. QUAY. I withdraw the motion, Mr. President.

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of executive business.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in
executive session the doorswere reopened,and (at 6 o’clock and
15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs-
day, May 17, 1894, at 11 o'clock a. m.

CONFIRMATIONS.
Erxecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 16, 1894.
MARSHALS.

Buchanan Schley, of Maryland, to be marshal of the United
States for the district of Maryland.

Nicholas A. Covarrubias, of California, to be marshal of the
United States for the southern district of California.

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY.
Ordnance Department.

Capt. John E. Greer to be major.

Second Lieut. Odus C. Horney, Seventh Infantry, to be first
lieutenant.
; REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE.

Charles H. Adams, of Seward, Nebr., to be vegister of the
land office at Broken Bow, Nebr.

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS.

Andrew J. Robertson, of Broken Bow, Nebr., to be receiver
of public moneys at Broken Bow, Nebr.

Elmer Williams, of Atkinson, Nebr., to be receiver of public
moneys at O'Neill, Nebr.

POSTMASTERS.

Richard S. Breece, to be postmaster at Three Oaks, in the
county of Berrien and State of Michigan.

Lebbens Belford, to be postmaster at Caldwell, in the county
of Noble and State of Ohio.

John H. Clune, to be postmaster at Springfield, in the county
of Hampden and State of Massachusetts.

James Lally, jr., to be postmaster at Milford, in the county
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. i

John J. Molter, to be postmaster at Sandusky, in the county
of Erie and State of Ohio.

William I, Stirling, to be postmaster at Eaton Rapids, in the
county of Eaton and State of Michigan.

David Matteson, to be postmasterat Middleville, in the county
of Barry and State of Michigan.

L. E, Norris, to be postmasterat Aiken, in the county of Aiken
and State of South Carolina.

John S. Flanders, to be tmaster at Sturgis, in the county
of St. Joseph and State of Michigan.

George D. McKay, to be postmaster at Oscoda, in the county
of Tosco and State of Michigan.

John Holland, to be postmaster at Monongahela, in the county
of Washington and State of Pennsylvania.

James M. Neal, to be postmaster at Danville, in the county of
Pittsylvania and State of Virginia.

William P. Huffman, to be postmaster at Hickory, in the

i| county of Catawba and State of North Carolina,

William F. Metts, tobe postmasterat Greenville, in the county
of Greenville and State of South Carolina.

A. H. Snow, to be postmaster at Box Elder, in the county of
Box Elder and Territory of Utah. ;

William T. Beans, to be postmaster at Glenwood Springs, in the
county of Garfield and State of Colorado.

William B. Gere, to be postmaster at Bessemer, in the county
of Jefferson and State of Alabama.

George B. Ogle, to be postmaster at Sheboygan Falls, in the
county of Sheboygan and State of Wisconsin.

Andrew J. Amend, to be postmaster at Ripon, in the county of
Fond du Lac and State of Wisconsin.

HOUSE OI' REPRESENTATIVES.
WEDNESDAY, May 16, 1894.

The House met at 12 o'clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev.
E. B. BAGBY. -
ThadJournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap-
proved.
RETURN OF BILLS TO THE SENATE,

. The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House at this
time a Senate resolution, which the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre-
sentatives to furnish to the Senate duplicate engrossed copies of the bills
(H. R. 6720) ‘‘providing for the rasurvey of Grant and Hooker Counties, in the
State of Nebraska,” and (H.R.6958) “‘to grant to railroad companies in the
Indian Territory additional powers:to secure rights of way, depot grounds,
etc.,” the originals having been mislaid.

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection this request will
be complied with. -

There was no objection.

TEXARKANA AND SHREVEPORT RAILROAD COMPANY.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the amendments of the
Senate to the bill (H. R. 5771) authorizing the Texarkana and
Shreveport Railroad Company to bridge Sulphur River in the
State of Arkansas.

Mr. MCRAE. I move that the House concur in the Senata
amendments.

R e e e o e L b
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The Senate amendments were read and concurred in.

On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the last
vote was laid on the table.

LENNES A. JACKSON.

The SPEAKER alsolaid before the House the bill (8. 1215) for
the relief of Lennes A. Jackson. :

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I'ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration of that bill. It involves $270 only.

I will state that a bill precisely like it was reported favorably
and passed by the Housein October last. It went to the Senate,
but the Senate instead of passing the House bill passed their
own bill, which is in the exact form of this one.

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, elc., That the sum of 3270 be, and the same hereby is, a:ggro»
prl.nl.ad];lmt of mﬂmoneya in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to
refund in full to Lennes A. Jackson the gmount paid toJames H. Stone, col-
lector internal revenue, Detroit, Mich., which amount was stolen from the
r&lt& of the Coldwater National Bank, at Coldwater, Mich., on March 2,

There being no objection, the bill was considered and ordered
to a third reading; and being read the third time, was passed.

On motion of Mr. BURROWS, a motion to reconsider the last
vote was laid on the table.

REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS.

Senate bills of the following titles were severally laid before
the House and referred as indicated, namely:

A bill (8.117) for the relief of W. L. Adams, of Oregon—tothe
Committee on Claims,

A bill (S. 198) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to set-
tle the claimsof the legal representatives of S, W. Marston, late
United States Indian agent at Union Ageney, Indian Territory,
for services and expenses—to the Committee on Claims. !

A bill (8. 288) for the relief of Clara A. Graves, Lewis Smith
Lee, Florence P. Lee, Mary S. Sheldon, and Elizabeth Smith,
heirs of Lewis Smith, deceased—to the Committee on War

Claims,

A bill (<. 812) for the relief of Williain R. Steinmetz—io the
Committee on Military Affairs, :

A bill (S.1083) for the relief of the legal representatives of
George K. Otis, deceased—to the Committee on Claims.

A bill (8.1209) to regulate enlistments in the Army of the
United States—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

A bill (8. 1325) for the relief of A. P. H. Stewart—to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows:
To Mr. SICKLES, indefinitely, on account of sickness.
To Mr. EVERETT, for this day, on account of sickness.
To Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, for four days, on account of
gickness in his family. !
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS.

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. BYNUM to
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies,

pers in the case of John L. Hines, Fifty-first Congress, there
gmg no adverse report.

VALIDATION OF CERTAIN AFFIDAVITS.

Mr, NEILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6719) to provide for the
validation of afidavits made before United States commissioners
in all land entries. ' .

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair
will ask for objections. .

The bill was read, as follows:

" Beit enacted, elc., That all entries nnder the homes! émption, tim-
‘ber-culture, or desert-land law made between May 26, 1880, and the date of
R val of this resolution, and which are based on affidavits made before
& United States court commissioner, instead of a United States eircuit court
commissioner, as provided by the act of May 28, 1800 (20 Statutes, 121), are
validated, if no other objection exists; and all final proofson entries
of the classes mentioned made before a United States court commissioner,
not a United States circuit court commissioner; between the dates aforesaid
will be adjudicated in the same manner as if said proofs were made before
an officer authorized by law to take such %

SEc. 2. That all entries under the homestead, preémption, timber-culture,
or desert-land law, based on affidavits made before any officer authorized to
administer oaths in the State or Térritory in which such entries were
mnd where such afdavits were made in accordance with theregulations
decisionsof the General Land Office prior to the passage of the act of May
26, 1890, are hereby validated, if no other objection exists.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill? .

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker—

Mr. NEILL. There is thereport accomEa.nying the bill, which
fully sets forth the facts in the case, and if desired that can be

as axﬁ_lgining the provisions of the bill.
ER. Let the report be read.

Mr. PIC

The report (by Mr. NEILL) was read, as follows:

The Committee on the Public to whom was referred the joint reso-
Iutions éﬂﬂm. 136 and 187) “to for the validation of afidavits made
before United States commissioners in all land entries,” have had the same

under consideration, and report them back with the recommendation that
they be laid ! panying bill, in len thereof,

be passed.
'Igfmlluwmg Department letters are made a part of this report:
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Waskington, April 14, 1994,

: I transmit herewith a report from the Commissioner of the General
Land Ofce on joint resolution éﬁ. Hes. No. 136) “to provide for the valida-
tion nited States commissioners in all land en-
tries,” and joint resolution (H.Res.No.137) “providing that all entries
under the homestead, Sreémpt.ion, and timber-culture or desert-land law
mndebb:&u"laen May 26, 1800, and the date of the approval, etg., are hereby

I concur in the views of the Commissioner that the relief proposed by said
resolution should be granted. But I would suggest that it be so amended

as to provide:
“That all entries er the homestead, preémptio; ture, or

und ption, timber-cul
desert-land law, based on afdavits made before any officer authorized to
administer oaths in the State or Territory in which such entries were made,
andwhere such afidavits were made in accordanca with the regulationsand
decisions of the General Land Office prior to the passage of the act of May
26, 1890, are hereby validated, if no other objection exists.”

This amendment would cover entries in all cases where the affidavits were
made before notaries public, which was authorized prior to the passage of
the act of May 26, 1800, This act provided:

““That the proof of settlement, residence, occugat.lo , cultivation, frriga-
tion, of reclamation, the afidavit of nonalienation, the oath of allegiance,
and all other afiidavits required to be made under the hi reém
tion, timber-culture, and desert-land laws, be made befors com-
missioner of the United States circuit court, or before the judgs or clerk of
any court of record of the on-nn't:&ur rishin which the lands are situated.”

The land office, however, continuead to mit timber-culture affidavits to
be made before notaries public, until the decision of the Department in
Rhodes vs. Crocker (15 L., D., 2«!95. in which it was held that under the ik

e

visions of the act of May 25, 1800, the afdavis required

o
timber-culture applicant can not be made before a notary public.

Vi Tes tfully,
Seee HOKE SMITH, Secrelary.
Hon. T. C. MCRARE .
Chairman Commiltes on Public Lands, House of Representalives.

Mr. NEILL. This embodies, Mr. Speaker, the substance of
the report. There is an additional communication from the
Commissioner of the General Land Office, which I suppose it is
not necessary toread. .

Mr. PICKLER. I do notknow that itisnecessary; but I wish
to ask the gentleman a question or two with reference to this
matter. Sup that there were contests existing prior tothe
passage of this bill, what would its effect upon them be?

Mr. NEILL. It would have no effect, I think.

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Nota particle. If validates proofls
taken before these notaries, and that is all.

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to know definitely as to the ef-
fect of it. We have had a good deal of controversy as to the
effect of a similar bill.

Mr. MCRAE. If the gentleman will allow me I will state that
I do not think that this bill could affect contests. If it or some
other measure’does not pass, the homestead applicants or ti:_l):l}y
men will be put to the extra expense of making their final proofs
before another officer who was authorized to do so. In the cases
involved they made it before United States commissioners and
notbefore commissionersof theecircuit courtof the United States,
as was required%y the act of May 26, 1890.

Mr. REED. hat is the difference?

Mr. MCRAE. Thedifference isthat in the Territories we have
United States commissioners for the Territorial courts, and in
the States we have commissioners of the United States eircuit
courts. And inframing the original bill noauthority was given
the United States commissioners fo take such; but under the di-
rectionsof the localland officersthey have takenand certified such

roof.

Mr. REED. Supposing they were the same as commissioners
of the United States circuit court.

Mr. MCRAE. Yes; and now this seeks to validate that proof.
It can do no harm to anybody, and will save many settlers the
expense of making the proof of the samé@ wifnesses again.

ir. PICKLER. My question is, Suppose that one of the
grounds of contest was that the affidavit was improperly made.
This undertakes to cure those affidavits. Would that interfere
with such a contest? 4

Mr. NEILL. Evenif it did, I submit to the gentleman that
it would be right. These homesteaders when they went in, in
good faith, were misled by the error of local land officers,

Mr. PICKLER. My sympathy is always with the home-
steader; but it is not the business of Congress fo interfere with
lawsuits or contests that are already ding. We gofintoa
great trouble on the other bill on that line. Another question:
How does this affect affidavits in the future, by these officers?
In other words, can an affidavit be made before a notary public
and be valid?

Mr. MCRAE. Notunder this bill; but we have passed a bill
to amend the law, however, allowing United States commission-
ers in the Territories to take this proof; so this bill can not af-
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ﬁﬁm a.;y& cases in future. It only relates to cases heretofore
., PICKLER. This does not narrow the settler's opportu-
nity to make his}iqroot or his affidavit?
Mr. MCRAE. Notatall.
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Nota bit.
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the presentconsidera-
tion of the bill?
There was no objection.
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment.
The Clerk read as follows: °
In line 6, strike out the word “resclution” and insert the word “act.”
The amendment was agreed to.
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
d time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third
e, and passed.
On motion of Mr. NEILL, a motion to reconsider the last vote
was laid on the table.
CAUSE OF THE PRESENT INDUSTRIAL DEPRESSION.
Mr. MCGANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
e present consideration of the resolution (H. R. 176) provid-
g for the appointment of a committee to investigate and re-
port the causes of the present industrial depression._
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution.
The resolution was read at length. ; !
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of
his joint resolution? y
Mr. DINGLEY. I think that appointing a committee of six
mbers of Congress with well-known diametrical views to un-
ertake to determine in thirty days the cause of the industrial
epression and propose any remedy therefor otherwise than on
as well known now as without this committee is rather a
opeless undertaking. I think it would be better to have the
r order.
e SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine objects. The
rogglsr order is the call of committees for reports.
o committees were called for reports.

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER, YANKTON, S. DAK.

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate and For-
n Commerce, reported a bill (S. 1808) to amend the act of
une 22, 1892, entitled ‘*An act to authorize the construction of
bridge across the Missouri River at the city of Yankton, S.
5&.;” which was read a first and second time, and, with the ac-
gompanying report, ordered to be printed and referred to the

House Calendar.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Mr.DURBOROW. Mr. Speaker,I am directed by the Com-

ttee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce to request the dis-

eof that committee from the further consideration of the

bills which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and that they be re-
erred to the Committee on Labor.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the titles of the bills.

The Clerk read as follows:
A bill (H. B. 808) to limitthe regulationsof commerce between the several

Stale&lmﬂ. with { in certain cases.
A bill (H.R.5813) to regulate the sale and transportation of prison-made

Abill (HR. for the protection of honest industries from unjust and
E%ggu competition of convict-made goods, transported from one State or

tory into another.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Committes on In-
terstate and Foreign Commerce will be discharged from the con-
sideration of these bills; and they will be referred to the Com-
mittee on Labor.

There was no objection.

STATE BANK CIRCULATION.

Mr. SPRINGER. I had announced that to-day the bill in re-
lation to the taxing of State banking institutions would be called
up, but by arrangement with all parties it will not be taken up
until after the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation
bill is determined, perhaps early next week.

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL.

And then, on motion of Mr. HATCH, the House resolved it-
self into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 6937)
making appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, with Mr. RICHARDSON of
Tennessee in the ir, -

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending amend-
ment.

The Clerk read as follows: .

On page 7, line 2, strike out the word “may ' and insert the word *‘shall.”

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, the Chair will undoubtedly recol-
lect that I had made a point of order. In lieu of the amend-
ment just read I want to say to the chairman of the commit-

taeqthat after looking at that proviso as it stands—can you hegr
me

Mr. HATCH. I can not.

Mr. RAY. Mr, Chairman, I ask for order, uéstfa'ir

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemeninfrontof the will please
cease conversation or retire to the cloak room.

Mr. RAY. If it would be in order I would like to est an
amendment to that proviso as it stands, and withdraw the point
of order; because I think there are many things about this that
are preferable to the law as it now stands. If the gentleman
from Missouri will give me his attention for a moment I will
suggest those amendments, and see if he will have any objection
to them. If the gentleman has the bill before him he will ob-
serve the connection.

Mr. HATCH. I have. 2

Mr. RAY. Inline 2 of the proviso strike out the word ** may”
and insert the word ‘* shall.”

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman means where the word
*“may ” appears the second time in the line.

Mr. RAY., I mean where it appearsthesecond time, in order
that it may be made the duty of the Secretary to do this work.
Then again, it occurs to me, although I would not insist upon it,
that it would be var{ proper and a good thing to have a tabula-
tion of this data apply to horses, cattle, sheep, and swine as well
as agricultural products. However, if the chairman has any
particular objection to that, I will not insist upon it.

Mr. HATCH. I think that will be a duplication of work
already done in connection with the taking of the census, and
other statistical information already in the Departmentand pub-
lished from time to time. I havenoobjection totheamendment
offered by the gentieman to strike out the word “may * and in-
sert the word **shall.”

Mr. RAY. If the second amendment that I suggested is a
duplication, then, of course, I would not ask it. It merely oc-
curred to me it would be a good thing. The next amenementI
will read. m i—

The CHA . The Chair would suggest that the gen-
tleman had better dispose of the first amendment.

Mr. HATCH. I have no objection to it.

The CHATRMAN. The first amendment offered by the gen-
fleman from New York is to strike out the word * may * and
insert the word *‘shall.”

Mr. RAY, But the point of order is reserved, to see if we
can agree. If we can nof agree, I shall have to insist upon the
point of order.

Now, the other amendment is this: After the word “ prices,”
which is the last word in the first proviso, insert the following:

Andsuch data, when collected and tabulated, shall as fast as ticable,
or at least twice in each year, be published and distributed same as
other farmers' bulletins, and so far as practicable such tabulation shall be
made and given by States and subdivisions of a State.

Mr. HATCH. I have no objection in the world to that.

Mr. RAY. Very well; with that understanding, I withdraw
the point of order, so far as I am concarned.

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from New York will please
reduce his amendments to writing, and send them to the Clerk's

desk.

Mr. DINGLEY. I renew the point of order. I simply desire
to call the attention of the chairman of the committee to an
omission, it scems to me, of very important data, if this subject
is to be investizated. The cost of production and the market
price are two elements. Now, there is, in addition to these, an
equally important element—the cost of transportation.

e cost of production is to be at the farm; the market price
will be at the distant market. Now, there has been a large re-
duction in the costof transportation,and that is an element that
we ought to have some data upon. I suppose the gentleman will
have no objection to inserting the cost of transportation each
year from the place of production to the market or markets at
whitch prices are quoted. That will give the three elements of
cost.

Mr. HATCH. I have no objection to that, because it is al- .
ready done by the Depariment.

Mr. DINGLEY. e cost of transportation from the farm
to the market ought to be taken in connsection with the other
data year by year. We have no statistics of cost of transporta-
tion except for a few years.

Mr. HATCH. Itisgiven in the differentreporis insumming

up.

Mr. QUIGG. Mr, Chairman, I rise to a point of order. Iam
very much interested in this debate, and it is impossible to
hear.

The CHATIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. The
Chair will direct gentlemen to suspend until order is restored
on the floor. Gentlemen will please cease convervation or retire
to the cloak room. It is impossible for the Chair to hear.
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Mr. QUIGG. Tf the gentleman from Maine is proposing in
any way toalter the phraseology of this paragraph I should like
to understand it.

Mr. DINGLEY. If we are fo collect the data referring to the
cost of production and market prices, I want to add information
as to the cost of transportation from the farm to the market,
which, of course, furnishes the third element of cost, and with-
out which the other statistics would be of little value, I with-
draw the point of order.

Mr. MARSH. I renew it.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from
Illinois on the point of order.

Mr. MARSH. I supposethat the same range of discussioncan
be enjoyed by me as by the gentlemen who have preceded me.

There are some things in this pa.mgraYh that I desire infor-
mation about. Or, perhaps, instead of so iciting that informa-
tion upon the pending point of order, I had better wait until a
subsequent period in the consideration of this bill, or at least
until after this pointof order has beendecided. There are some
observations that I desire to make upon this paragraph, and
there is some information that I desire to obtain from the hon-
orable gentleman in charge of this bill. I will not withdraw
the point of order, but will submit it to the Chair.

Mr. HATCH. What is the point of order, Mr. Chairman? I
have not heard it stated.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not heard it stated. It
was merely stated that the point of order would be reserved.
There is no point of order pending. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. RAY],
which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Pa&es:. lice 2, strike out the word *may,’ where it occurs the second time,
and rt ““shall.”

The amendment was agreed to. .

Page7, line 6, after the word *prices,” insert the following: ‘‘ And such
data, when collected and tabulated shall, as often as practicable, and at

least twice a year, be published and distributed, the same as any other
farmers’ bulletin; and, so far as practicable, such tabulation shall be made
and given by States and subdivisions of a State.”

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr, Chairman, I want to call astention to
the impracticability of having this information furnished twice
a year. It seems to me that it would require a whole year to
collect such extensive data as this calls for,and if the words ** as
often as practicable ” are used, I think they will be sufficient.

Mr. HATCH. [ was going to suggest to the gentleman from
New Y?rk that he strike out the word “twice” and insert
‘*once.’

Mr. DINGLEY. Whynot just say ‘‘as often as practicable?”

Mr, RAY. Idid not see that there would be any objection to
publishing frequently in the form of a bulletin such information
as they had.

Mr. DINGLEY. But it would necessarily be incomplete?

Mr. RAY. r Of courss it would be incomplete. I have no ob-
jection to modifying the amendment as suggested.

Mr. HATCH. Let the gentleman modify it then by striking
out ““twice ” and inserting ‘‘ once.”

Mr. RAY. I will make that modification, Mr. Chairman, if it
will accomplish the purpose.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the
gentleman from New York as modified by him.

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, this is a proposition to expend
the public money for the purpose of ascertaining how much it
cost to produce an acre of corn, or an acre of wheat in 1791, in
in 1800,1n 1810, and so on. Now, whocaresfor that information?
Whois to be benefited by information of that kind? What object
can anybody have in expending the public money for the pur-
pose of ascertaining how much it cost to raise a bushel of wheat
or a bushel of corn or a bushel of potatoes away back in the last
century? I understand that this Department of Agriculture,
and the appropriations made for its support, are intended for
the purpose of benefiting the great agricultural industry of the
counfry.

Perhaps the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture will
be able to inform this House and/the country wherein his con-
stituency in Missouri, or the great agricultural constituency of
this whole country are to be benefited in any degree by the an-
nual expenditure of a large sum of money for the Purgose of
ascertaining the cost of producing a hog, a bushel of wheat, a
bushel of corn, or a bushel of peanuts in 1790 or 1791. If the
gentleman can show any good reason for this, if he can show
wherein the great agricultural interest of this country will be
benefited, then I will notobject; but this looks to me like appro-
priating public money to give employment toalot of high-priced
clerks who are here seeking employment in this Department;
seeking such employment at the public expense at a time when

the annual revenues of this Government are very largely below

the necessary annual expenditure; seeking such employment and
paymentfrom the public crib when this Administration is in the
market borrowing money by the fifty and odd millions for the
purpose of aning the ordinary expenses of the Government,.
And, Mr. Chairman, 1 can see no object to be accomplished.
I would be glad to be informed of the great purpose that this
committee has in view. I can see no benefit that is to be de-
rived from these reports, either by the agricultural classes of
this country or by any other.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MARSH, Well, I am through. [Laughter.]

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Ray, it
was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] will now be reported.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend the first proviso by inserting after the word * production,” in line
6, the following: ‘‘cost of transportation each year from the Place of pro-
duction to the market or markets at which prices are quoted.’

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking
out the clause commencing at line 17, page 6, and ending atline
14, page 7. In offering tgis amendment I have two purposes.
There are some things provided for in this clause that are
desirable and which I am in favor of. There are some things
provided for which [ think are not desirable and which I am
opposed to. I want to find out, if I can from my neighbor, the
chairman of this committee, who resides across the great water
from where I live—I want some information from him. Under
this clause the Secretarg of Agriculturegathers statistics of the
products of the farm and publishes those statistics to the world
every month. His agents come upon my farm and measure the
amount of wheat that is in my bin, the amount of corn that isin
my crib. They measure the numberof acres of land that I have
sown in wheat. And those agents send their reports here to
Washington to the Secretary of Agriculture; and those reports,
with similar reports from all over the country, are compiled at
that Department and published to the world, giving information
of theexact amount, so near as it can be ascertained, of wheat,
corn,and other products of the farm that are still in the hands
of the farmer.

But the matter does not stop there. The agent of this De-
partment not only measures the number of acres of wheat scat-
tered all over this country and of oats and of corn, but every
month these emissaries of that Bureau send estimates to Wash-
ingtonas to the probable amount of wheat that thisor that farmer
and all the farmers in the country will raise, and the amount
of corn and other supplies; and t{ﬂs information is compiled
here by the gentleman at the head of this Agricultural Depart-
ment; and on the 10th of each month the information is given
to the world. It goes to Liverpool; it goes to every market
where American farm I)mduce finds customers. :

ere the hammer fell.] :

Mr. MARSH. Ihops, Mr. Chairman, I may be allowed a Iit-
tle more time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois[Mr. MARSH]
asks unanimous consent that his time be extended five minutes.
Mr. MARSH. I may want a little more than five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman state how much time
he desires?

Mr. MARSH. Well, say fifteen minutes. I will not occupy
more than five minutes if I do not need the time. i

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani«
mous consent that his time be extended fifteen minutes longer.
Is there objection? The Chair hears none.

Mr. M H. Now, Mr. Chairman, wherein are the agricul-
turists of this country benefited by this information being sent
to the markets of the world? Who is it that asks and demands
this information? On the 10th of each month when this in-
formation goes out to the country and the world from the Ag-
ricultural Department the prices of farm products are affected
immediately upon the great boards of trade. Who is it that
looks forward to those reports? Is it the farmer? No, sir; it is
the speculator in the productsof the farmer. And I wish to
say here, it has seemed to me, and it has seemed toa great many
farmers of this country, that this information which is bemﬁ
collected and collated at the expense of the people is gathere
in the interest of the speculators in farm produects, not in the
interest of the thirty millions of producers in the land.

Mr. QUIGG. Will the gentleman allow me a question?

Mr. MARSH. Oh, yes,

Mr. QUIGG. Isimply want to know whether the gentleman
desires the wicked speculator to pay more money for farm prod-
ucts than they are worth?

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman from
New York has no right to apply the word ** wicked " to a specu-
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lator. [Laughter.] Now, Mr. Chairman, take for instance the
product of cotton—

Mr. QIQJIGG. Is that all the answer the gentleman is going to

ive me?

’ Mr. MARSH. That is all the answer your question, in my
opinion, is entitled to. [Laughter.]

Mr, QUIGG. All right.

Mr. MARSH. Now, Mr. Chairman, take the product of cot-
fon; and I refer o this product because when this great staple
is mentioned on this floor itarrests the attention of a large num-
ber of gentlemen here. Take the productof cotton. These em-
issaries of the Agricultural Department go into your country,
gentlemen; they go upon your farms; they go to your gin houses;
and every month they report to the markets in Liverpool and
everywhere else what amount of cotton you have on hand, or as
near as they are able to guess it, thereby informing the English
purchaser just what he can expect. Notonly that; they examine
your cotton flelds; and every month they report to Liverpool
through these gentlemen downhere at the Agricultural Depart-
ment just how much cotton they expect that you will produce
and place upon the market next year; and the cotton consumers
and cotton speculators across the water and on this side the
water are thus enabled to control and bear down the prices of
your product.

And what is true of cotton is also true of every other product
of the farm in this country, which is the subject-matter of in-
vestigation by the emissaries of this Department. Is therea
gentleman on this floor, is there a gentleman within the sound
of my voice, who has ever seen one of these local reporters for
the Departmént? Do any of you know who they are, North or
South, or have you ever seen one of these reporters who make
these reports of your affairs to the Agricultural Burean? I
have never in the course of my experience been able to find one.
‘Who they are, what they are, of what character they are, what
means for observation they have, or what their capacity is for
the work intrusted to them,Idonotknow and youdo not know.
Butone thing I do know,and this country kmows, that the
monthly communications from this Agricultural Department
have been misleading if not largely false, but unquestionably
misleading.

Now, sir, that power which is invested in the Secretary of
Agriculture to put forth these reports every month is a power
for weal or for woe greater than is possessed by any Government
official throughout the land. A variation, only a slight one, a
false statement, an incorrect estimate made in the Department
as to the probable amount of the crop for the coming year will
affect the values of the farmers’ crops millions of dollars in
twenty-four hours. And there is not a report that has come
from that Department during the last ten yearsthat I have not
flvan pretty closeattention, because during that time I have been

n an humble way engaged in agriculture myself, and I say here
that there has not been a report, a monthly report made by that
Department during the last ten years that has not been seized
upon b{l the bears on the boards of trade and the bucket shops
tl;;r&ug out the country to depress the prices of agricultural
products.

It is the one great powerful engine that this Government is
furnishing and supplying to the speculators of the country with
which to depreciate the prices of the agricultural products of
theland. I have been unable after ten years of careful observa-
tion and careful study of the reports and their effects—I have
been unable to find wherein the agriculturist has derived the
slightest benefit; and, Mr. Chairman, I say here that it is too
dangerous a power to place in the hands of any one man.

a%h , 8ir, if it is desirable to s%end the public money for the

urpose of ascerfaining how much wheat or corn or cotton the
}Jarmars of this country haye this day on hand, and if it is desir-
able to ascertain how much they are likely to proluce this com-
ing year, why is it not equally desirable toascertain the number
of boots and shoes that are in the various factories and in the
various stores throughout the country, as well as the number of
boots and shoes that the manufacturers of the country are likel
to produce and put on the market during the next twelve months?
The same is true with every other class of products that we use
or produce in this land. >

Why not ascertain the number of bolts of calico, the numbar
of bolts of cotton cloth, or the number of suits of clothing that
are in the hands of the dealers of the counfry, that are in the
hands of the manufacturer, or that the manufacturersare liable
within the next twelve months to place upon the market? Why
not give the speculators an o}Jportunity to know these facts as
well as the facts you propose furnishing them with reference to
the agricultural products of the country?

Mr. Chairman, I do not know just where by an amendment to
reach this thing that I believe to be an abuse that has erept up
in this Department; this dangerous power that has been con-

fided to the hands of one man I do not ecare who he is. I have
no accusation to make against the present occupant of the De-
partment.

But there should be a change of this power. I do not care
where these reports come from, under this provision all of them
are submitted to the revision and approval of one man; and I
want to say to you that that one man, by the stroke of his pen,
can change in twenty-four hours the valuesof the farm products
of this country to the amount of many millions of dollars and
put that money into the pockets of the bear on one side or the
bull on the other.

Now, in the incipiency of this legislation it had my support.
I believed fifteen, sixteen, twelve, fourteen, and ien years ago
that this information, in some way, was to be of benefit to the
agricultural interests of the country; but I have been forced to
the conclusion, from my own observation and close attention to
the workings of the system, that there has been no legislation
in this land in the last fifteen years that has done so much tfo-
wards the depression of the price of farm products as the issu-
ance of this bulletin of monthly information to the gamblers and
gpeculators of this country and of Europe, as to the amount of
produce the farmers had on hand in their granaries and the
probable amount they would produce during the coming year.

Just one moment more and [ will conclude. In all fairness
and in the interestof the greatagricultural interestsof the coun-
try, one of the districts of which is represented by the chairman
of the Committee on Agriculture, I hope he will give to this
House some information showing to the committee and the coun-
try wherein this information, which has been monthly gathered
and spread broadcast to the world, has beenof any benefit to his
i:onshtuancy and to the agricultural interests of the country at

arge.

I thank you for your attention. [Applause.]

Mr. DINGLEY. I move to strike out the last word. The
suggestions which have been made by the gentleman from Illi-
nois [Mr. MARSH] with reference to the accuracy of the monthly
and annual bulletins of the Bureanof Agriculture on wheat pro-
duction should certainly receive some careful attention and
consideration at the hands of Congress.

A year ago a statement was put forth from the Department of
Agriculture that there would be a probable shortage of 50,000,000
of bushels of wheat for the crop year 1893. Thelast report that
has been submitted shows that 69,000,000 bushels remained
March 1 available for exportation, showing an error of 119,000,
000 bushels in the estimate one year ago, as compared with the
recent estimate.

Mr. MARSH. Right in that connection, notwithstanding
that the Department missed the facts by 119,000,000 bushels, the
report of the Dapartment had its influence upon the boards of
trade in this country and across the water, and affected the
price of that product. :

Mr. DINGLEY. I have no doubt of it.

Mr. MARSH. In other words, a lie emanating from the De-
partment had its effect, as well as if it had bzen the truth.

Mr. ENLOE. I should like to ask the gentleman from Maine
one question.

Mr. DINGLEY. Very well.

Mr. ENLOE. I want to know if the gentleman can state
what statistician preguad the statisties published at that time?

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, I know nothing about that. I am not
seeking to criticisz anyone. I am simply calling attention to
facts as they exist.

Mr, ENLOE. The complaint you make in regard to these
statistics is similar to one that was made a year or two ago in
regard to the statistics relating to the tobacco erop, which very
seriously affected the tobacco interests in our State.

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr, Chairman, in a recent report submitted
to the Senate by the Secretary of Agriculture, inreply toareso-
lution of inquiry adopted by that body calling for information
that would account for this discrepancy of 119,000,000 bushels,
the Secretary of Agriculture affirmed thatthe discrepancyarose
wholly from misinformation of his predecessor as to the amount
of wheat in farmers’ hands on the 1st day of March, 1893, thus
reafirming the correctness of his own estimate of the wheat
crop of 1893. According to the report submitted by Secretary
Rusk on the 1st of March, 1893, the amountof wheat in farmers’
hands in this country was stated to be 135,000,000 bushels. The
present Secretary of Agriculture states that this was a mistake
and that the amount actually in the hands of farmers on the 1st
day of March, 1893, was (according to his revised statement) 254,-
000,000 bushels,

It is obvious that it could not be possible that 254,000,000
bushels of wheat, or two-thirds of the crop of the previous year,
were in the hands of farmers on the 1st of March, 1893. The
diserepancy between the two crop reports to which I have re-
ferred is undoubtedly to be found first in an underestimate by
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Secretary Morton, as it is affirmed by statisticians who have ex-
amined this subject and who have a thorough knowledge of the
whole field, of not far from 64,000,000 bushels of the crop of 1893,
and in an underestimate of the supply in farmers’ hands by Sec-
retary Rusk of 50,000,000 bushels. T are the two sources of
error, the error of Secretary Morton ha been the r
one. Yet the Secretary of Agriculture ascribes the whole
mpanc;rtoamistakeolhispmdeoemoraawthecropsin
gmers hands on the 1st day of March, which obviously can not
80

Now, there is in statisties of this nature obviouslya large ele-
ment of uncertainty. At the best the yield of the growing crop
and the supply in farmers’ handsareonly approximate estimates.
Only one factor can be practically dete ed with reasonable
certainty, and that is the *‘ visible supply ” of wheat.

Mr. MARSH. That which is in the public elevators.

Mr. DINGLEY. That can bs determined.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Maine
[Mr. DINGLEY] has expired.

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask thatI may be allowed to proceed for
ten minutes. :

There was no objection.

Mr, DINGLEY. The amount that is in the hands of farmers
can be determined only approximately by the observers who are
scattered throughout the country as agents of the Department
of Agriculture, who make inquiries and estimates. These gen-
tlemen, scattered throughout the various States, are not trained
experts and statisticians. Obviously their reports both as to
supply in farmers’ hands, and also as to the probable yield of
the growing wheat cml;.:’x are exceedingly uncertain. These
men give probabilities ntages. That is, they state in
their monthly reports that from the appearance of the growing
crop about them, the yield will be 90 per cent of the previous
crop, or 5 per cent more than the previous crop, as it may be.

Now, the accuracy of all such estimates, while of course they
are only approximate, is yet dependent dt:gm the character and
training of the observers. I think the difficulty with respect to
the colleetion of statistics by the Departmentof Agriculture has
been in the fact that they could not obtain trained observers at
the wvarious points from which this information is obtained.
Hence there have been two elements of error, first, in the prob-
able crop, and, secondly, in the stocks in the ‘hands of farmers.

Now, I agree entirely with the genfleman from Illineis [Mr.
MARSH] that these monthly and quarterly and annual bulletins,
while they are intended for —

Mr. MARSH. For whose good?

Mr. DINGLEY. For the good of the whole community, the
farmer as well as every other class in the community, provided
the estimates are apgoximately correct. The difficulty lies
largely, undoubtedly, in the fact that these local agents are to
alarge extent not trained statisticians and observers.

Mr. LOUD. Is it not in the system of selection?

Mr. DINGLEY. I do not know what correction there can be
except a change of the method. Now, what is the method
sued by that statistical bureau of the Government whose statis-
tics are relied upon, namely, the Deﬁartmant of Labor. CarrollD.
Wright is a trained statistician. He has the qualities, training,
equipment, and habits of a good statistician, He knows how to
observe, analyze, and classify; and he gathers around him a body
of trained men, whom he personally directs, and sends out to

ther information at various points with their trained minds.
g?ach statistics as those are valuable. They are accurate. Sta-
tistics obtained indiscriminately, in the way our crop reports
are, can not be accurate in the nature of the case; and the fact
that the statistics were 119,000,000 bushels of wheat out of the way
or 1893 shows some of the difficulties that exist in this matter.

There is another element, i6 seems to me, that has not been
taken account of in making up our crop reports, the absence of
which makes the statistics published more or less misleading,
and, I fear, prejudicial to farmers, and having a tendency to de-
grem the price of the crop. Thereis no attempt made to de-

uct any portion of the crop that is permanently held by
farmers, and that portion permanently held by dealers which,
in the ordinary course of trade, can not be drawn to the last
extent. Gentlemen who thoroughly know this whole business
tell me that in any event, whatever the price may be, there are
at any time, at least 20,000,000 bushels of wheat that can not be
withdrawn from the farmers and sent to market. Itisheld in
small qluant.ihies, by each farmer, for possible future needs; and
he will not sell it. Then there is estimated to be 20,000,000
bushels always found in the elevators or in the hands of mid-
dlemen. Now, if that be the case, in estimat the surplis
crop available forexport, 40,000,000 bushels should be deducted
from the re sent by Secretary Morton to the Senate stating
that 60,000,000 bushels of wheat were-available for export on the
1st day of March,

I would nof have

said anything on this Bubjécti.t my friend

from Illinois [Mr. MARSH] had not brought it to the attention
of the House; but it seems to me, in the face of the great error
in the estimates of the wheat crops and wheat su of the past

ear, it is well for us to understand that these bulletins can not

accurate so long as the officials of the Department have to

dewnd upon un ed observers for their estimates and facts.

ithout t the time to have read the communication

and bulletins I print these in the RECORD in connection with
my observations.

On February 12 Senator PETTIGREW inftroduced a resolution

in the United States Senate directing the Secretary of Agricul-
ture tosend to that body certain data relative fo wheat supplies
and consumption at his earliest convenience, and the same was
adopted. 1st of April being reached without a report, the
Senate further directed that it should be made within three
days. Thereupon the Secretary of Agriculture submitted the
following, under date April 3, which was received by the Sen-
ate on April 4 and referred to the Committee on Agriculfure
and Forestry, and ordered to be printed:

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURRE, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
Washington, D. C., April 3, 159%.
SIR: In obedience to a resolution of the United States Senate, calling for
a statement of the visible and invisible supply of wheat in the United
States on March 1, 1893, together with the actual and probable supply and
distribution of wheat from that day to July 1, 1804, T have the honor to sub-
mIlE %g‘mw malk the invisibl
@ a statement of 2 su of wheat. It
is equally impossible to state the quantity of wheﬂ-wm.stgggy inthe transi-
tion state—from the elevator to the gr ill, from the gristmill to the
baker, and from to the consumer. Inall computations of supply
and distribution, this undetermined quantity has been neglected as unde-
finahle, unmeasurable, and noncomputable. Therefore, consumption has
made it stationary as to quantity from year to year. This may an ap-
g::‘oximatlon tosthe truth, if the streams into amount of wheat and out
the same volume of wheat are nearly equnally balanced under all cir-

The financial str » however, prevalling throughout the United
States during the year, it seems reasonable to assmms, caused this vol-
ume of wheat to be more heavily drawn upon than it would be with the
country in a normal monetary condition. use of the str. cy the
invisible supply of wheat—that is, the supply of wheat and flourinthe hands
of small elevators, millers, wholesale and retail dealers, and consumers—
must have been considerably smaller on March 1, 1894, than it was on March
1,1803, this indicates that a portion of the annual consumption,
which is charged toths visible source of suppg. shouldduring the
il t{a&t be correctlyc! tothe invisible 1y. cha to the
visible supply diminishes the actual amount distggmmd. which must be sub-
tracted from the total supply. There is noestimate of the decrease in thein-
visible muﬁl‘y available and fectly credible. Therefore the following
statement n)-lrresentad upon the theory of an annual per capita consump-
tion in the United States of 4§ bushelsof wheat. This is the annual consum
tion and figure heretofore used in the United States Department of Agrj.eng‘
ture in making estimates.

Res , Yours,
J. STERLING MORTON, Secretary.
Hon. ADLAT E.

STEVESSON,
Vice-President of the United States.

Visible T Y e A o MR R S
In mm:'{,?&‘im l[nrléh T I i A

Crops of 1823 A o

WL Tl L el S sk b St o B TR LN TR R
Exports March 1, 1803, to March1, 1894 . .. .o... oo oo == 176,000, 000
Consum March 1, 1893, to March 1, 1894: 20 000,

Toftal amount distributed and available for distribution.... 660,000, 000
Apparent shortage of supply 000

The statement has been made strictly in accordance with the
requirements of the resolution, but I have the honor to call attention to a

second statement of supply and bution, which will present
the surplus available for exportation up to July 1: it
els.
Visible supply MENER I TR - e o e e Sl — 79,000, 000
In farmers’ hands March 1, 1803 .. _____ 135, 000, 000
Production 1808, = o e e 396, 000, 000
R R DD o e D e e e e A 610, 000, 000
Exports March 1, 1893, to March 1, 180 ... ...crerevenccnnenmmannnns 178, 000, 000
Consumption March 1, 1803, to March 1, 1594:
Foo& ........................ Rl SIS IR T 814, 000, 000
o N e N R e e it e 49, 000,
In farmers' hands March 1, 1894.__.. Tt 114, 000, 000
Visiblesupply Marchl, 1802 oo e e oo ccaae e ens 76, 000, 000

Total amount distributed and available for distribution.... 729,000,000

R T Y. = o o ey e err e i e ok S eiaie mor e s 119, 000, 000
Supplyonhand March 1, 18M .. .. .o cecrina e erannannea 180, 0v0,
Probable donsumption March 1, 1894, to July 1, 1804:
WL SR s b g e sl 105, 000,
............................................................... 16, 000, 000
Total probable cONBUMPION ...neeeeciameecore venmaemeansennes 121, 000, 000

Amount available for exportation March 1, 1894, to July 1, 1804... 69, 000,000

The discrepancy of 119,000,000 bushels between the amount of supply and
the guantity distributed may be charged to an underestimate of the reserve
m& which farmers held on March 1,1803. That abnormal stock held by
farmers resulted from the two enormous crops of 1801 and 1802,

v

J.8. M.
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The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion is on the motion of the gen-
3 "t}%_manpf’rfm Tllinois to strike out the paragraph. [Cries of
ote

The Chairman proceeded to put the question.

Mr. MARSH. 1 have another motion. I move fo strike ont
the last word. :

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has a motion pending to
strike out the paragraph.

* Mr. MARSH. I move toamend that motion by moving to
strike out the last word.

Mr. DOCKERY. That motion is pending.

Mr. MARSH., I am frank to say, Mr. Chairman, that my
only object is to get the floor for a minute, and if the Chair will
tellkme what motion to make to accomplish that purpose, I will
make if.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can proceed if he wishes
to speak for a moment.

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, I had hoped that the gentle-
man from Missourl, in charge of this bill, would give to com-
mittee and to the country some information wherefrom we might
draw the conclusion that this practice going on and which he
proposes to continue has been of some advan to the farmers
of the country. I think from what has been said on the floor
go far that there is no intimation here of any good ground for
the continuation of the tfca.tharing together and the monthly pub-
lication of these statistics. The gentleman from Missouri may
have heard some one of his farmer constituents state wherein
these reports have been of benefit to him. If so,Iwish he would
ge the House the benefit of that information. If there isone

mer in his district, if there is one man who cultivates the
soil in his State of Missouri, who has ever told him that the
farmers gained any advantage from the gathering and publica-
tion of those statistics, I hope he will give the House the benefit
of that information.

Now, I say here what I did not care to say in the beginning,
if the chairman of the committee will not defend this proPo -
tion, if there is no man on this floor who is prepared to defend
it, T am prepared to denounce it as a fraud and wrong perpe-
trated upon 30,000,000 people of this country, and in the sole
interest of the speculators in farm products. That is the con-
clusion that the ?::mers of my country and my State are coming
to, and it is one that is forced upon me; when no man on
this floor is prepared to rise and defend this proposition, in the
interest of the 30,000,000 agriculturists of the country, I hope

the House will vote for my amendment and strike this proposed
legislation outof the bill. [Applause and cries of * Vote!"]
What right has the Government fo invade my premises by its
ents and investigate my private business while it lets yours
ne? What right has it through its emissaries o measure the
amount of wheat or of corn in my granaries when it pays no at-
tention to the amountof calico, or to the amount of textile fabric,
or to the amount of boots and shoes and lumber, or coal or iron
produced i other industries? Why, I ask the chairman of this
committee, why does he select the great agricultural indusiry
tolevel this death blow at? Ishe notsatisfied to let the farmers
of this country alone, to work out their own salvation, and keep
his secret spies and emissaries from prying into their private
business and reporting upon it? This Government has no more
right to know how many acres of wheat I sow than it has to
know the number of pairs of boots that a manufacturer proposes
to manufacture next year. I deny the propriety of this sort of
inquiry. I deny the right of the Government to invade the
homesof the farmers and fileh thisinformationand give it broad-
cast to the country, for the benefit, and.only for the benefit of
speiacula.tors in agricultural products, to enable them fo depress
rices. '
B Mr. WANGER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute for the amendment offered by
the gentlernan from Illinois [Mr. MARSH], and I hope he will
accept the substitute.
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois moves to
strike out the entire paragraph.
Mr. WANGER. And1 propose, as a substitute, to move to

strike out a portion of it. -
The amendment of Mr. WANGER was read, as follows:
Strike out all of the paragraph after the words * provided further’ in line

7, page 7, and insert “ that the blication of monthly crop réports shall be
DageT, and b pu Y crop repo

Mr. MARSH. If the gentleman will add *‘ and the gathering
of the information upon which they are based,” I'will accept his
amendment.

Mr. WANGER. If the reports are not published I do not see
what harm the collection of the facts can do.

Mr. MARSH. But what is the use of expending money in
collecting them?

Mr. WANGER. I assume that the Seecretary would not ex-

pon:ls miy money for that purpose if he could not publish the re-
T

poMr. MARSH. I assume that he would.

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I wish to reserve the point of
order on so much of that amendment as is in the nature of a
proviso. Of eourse the motion to strike out is in order.

The CHAIRMAN. The pointof order then would go to the
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania[Mr. WANGER].

Mr. HATCH. Yes; tothat partof it which proposes to change
existing law.

The CHAIRMAN, It would go to the entire amendment.
The Chair sustains the point of order. The question is on the
amendment of the gentleman from Tllinois.

The question being taken on the amendment of Mp. MARSH,
the Chairman declared that the noes seemed to prevail.

Mr. MARSH. I ask for a division,

The commitfee divided; and there were—ayes 28, noes 76.

Mr. MARSH. No quorum.

The CHATRMAN. The poinf of no quorum being made the
Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Missouri
[Mr. HATCH] and the gentleman from Illinois {Mr. MARSH].

The committea again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes
45, noes 137; so the amendment was rejected.

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
rint in connection with my remarks the communication from
retary Morton and the two bulletins which I referred to.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Inguiriesre| to public roads: To enable the
tomkeq mq\u}?ﬂﬁn ro%‘ard to t.i.:lissyssem of road mmagsm?nr:f;:; ‘?}fﬁﬁ?ﬁm
;ggﬂ ‘D';im bt\‘.}rg.s. to make invesﬁgstioagi i;ln rb‘i al'.'ti mbt nﬁ bﬁu m?it.hods r(:;
on thissubjecs for disteibution, and to enable e o o the agricalyaral
?gxl:lh. pe &:.:Jd expgnmant- stations in disseminating information on this sub-

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word, for the purpose of asking the gentleman in charge of this
bill what progress has been made in this investigation as to
road making, and what bulletins have been published in pursu-
ance of this appropriation which was of the same amountin the

bill of last year?

Mr. HATCH. The Secre has published a very valuable
and interesting bulletin upon the subject, of which I havea cop
in my committee room. He has already made one report, ani
he is gathering additional information on this subject.

Mr. DINGLEY. Are the bulletins for distribution?

Mr. HATCH. They are; and the gentleman will see in asub-
sequent paragraph of the bill that we are making provision for
the printing of a larger edition of these bulletins, so that they
can be supplied to members of Congress in large numbers.

Mr. DINGLEY. Is this investigation being conducted by en-
gineering experts or simply by persons detailed from the De-
partment?

Mr. HATCH. As I understand it, the Secretary is getting
information from every possible source, not merely from engi-
neering experts, but from every quarter where he can obtainit.
Heis deriving agreatdeal of information, I understand, through
the experimental colleges. :

Mr. DINGLEY. Iasked thequestion for information, because
Iregard this investigation as exceedingly important. If it be
properly conducted by engineering ea?em there is no question
that it will be productive of great advantage to the people of
this country. The condition of the roads of acountry practically
marks its civilization. :

The Clerk read as follows:

Botanicalinvestigationsande: iments, Di -
specimens, Paper.ug‘lﬁd all ne e mattei'la&:tfsoil? ?ﬁg%%;%u}:&maﬂﬁsjﬁ
labor in preFarm.g the same, and for investigativns and experiments with
grasses and forage plants, including the establishment and maintenance of
experimental grass stations and investigations of medicinal and other eco-
nomiec plants, includine cost of reports and illustrations thereof, and for
t.rsvelin% and other necessary axlgenses connected therewith, and for em-

?}'mg ocal botanists in the fleld for exploration and collection of plants

ttle-known districts, $30,000

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Chairman, I would inquire of the chair-
man of the Agricultural Committee how this compares with the
formerappropriation for botanical investigation. Is it the same
as last year?

Mr. HATCH. Identically the same. The appropriation bill
last year carried $30,000 for this purpose, of which $2,000 was
made immediately available.

Mr. PICKLER. Have there been any of thess experimental
grass stations established? I see there is a provision here for
the establishment and maintenance of experimental grass sta-
tions. I would like to know the object of them and where they
have been established, if any have been established.

Mr. HATCH. I am notable toinform thegentleman just how
many, but I know that experiments have been conducted in dif-
ferent sections of the country. Iknow there isone in Kansason
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a considerable scale, where experiments have been conducted
for the last three or four years.

The Clerk read as follows:

Laboratory, Division of Ghemmnﬁ;s(ihamlcal apparatus, chemicals, labo-
ratory, fixtures, and su es, P! of samples and necessary expenses
in conducting al investigations, including neeessm:&t.ravell.ng ex-
Ense& labor, and expert work in such investigations, #5,000; for reant of

boratory building, ; in all, 86,000

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Chairman, I see that last year a ver
much larger amount was appropriated for this item. The esti-
mate this year was 814,900. The bill carries an appropriation of
$6,900. I hope the chairman of the committee will give some
explanation of this reduction.

Mr. HATCH. In accordance with the suggestion of a letter
received from the Secretary after the submission of the first
estimates a change was made in the sum appropriated for the
salaried force of this division,and a lomp fund was appropriated.
The committee recommend in this bill exactly the amount esti-
mated in this amended re%)rt of the Secretary. The amended
estimate is, ‘‘ Laboratory, Division of Chemistry, $6,900,”

Mr. BROSIUS. Isthat reduction due toa reduction of force
or a reduction in the salaries of employés? -

Mr. HATCH. There is no reduction in the salaries of the
employés. Those salaries are fixed in a paragraph in the early
part of the bill, which has been passed.

Mr. BROSIUS. Do I understand the Tntleman to say that
this reduction is in the force of this branch of the Department?
If that be true, will the gentleman have the kindness toindicate
if he can—

Mr, HATCH. The gentleman will find in another paragraph
that exa.ctg the same amount is appropriated this year for this
Chemical Division that was appropriated last year.

Mr. BROSIUS. In what paragraph will that be found?

Mr.HATCH. Thisisall under the paragraph beginning * To
enable the Secretary of Agriculture to extend and continue the
investigation of the adulteration of foods, drugs, and liguids.”
Let the Clerk read the entire paragraph.

Mr. BROSIUS. That is not necessary. My inquiry is an-
swered. I had not read the entire paragraph.

The Clerk read as follows:

To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to extend and continue the investi-

tion of the adulteration oftoodﬂ]?;usa, and liquors, including samples of-

ered by consumers only, trave exjp;nm. stationery, return postage,
printing {llustrations, analyzing, investigating, examining such
samples as offered, #5,000; and for these purposes the Secretary of Agricul-
ture is authorized to am%?y such assistants, clerks, and other persons as
he may deem necessary: Provided, That the Secretary is hereby required to
make a separate report to Congress as to where and from whom the samples
of food, liguors, and were obtained, when and where analyzed, and
the result of such analy: together with the names of the manufacturers,
and the brands or labels on the or articles, so that attention may
be called to any food adulterations that may be imposed upon the public and
to the manufacturers thereof; and any unexpended balance for the fiscal
year en June 30, 1894, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be
applied to the printing and publication of the pharmacy and drug laws of the
several States and Territories heretofore compiled by the special a.ﬁent. of
the Degarl.ment., and for the comghtlon ofa retpon begun by him under the
:ﬂ&ghem; the Secretary of Agriculture, and for the printing and publica-
- Mr.RAY. Imove toamend by striking out the word *“only "
in line 1 on page 11, and inserting *‘ and those procured by the
. Secretary of Agriculture from such sources and persons as he
may deem advisable,and the investigation of which will be most
conducive to the };ublic good,”

Mr, HATCH. I reserve a point of order on that amendment.

Mr. RAY. That certainly can not be considered a change of
existing law, because the law as it now stands goes much farther
in the investigation of the adulteration of foods, liguors, ete.,
than the amendment which I propose. I can not see why this
investigation—

Mr. HATCH. I withdraw my point of order, and will not
make any objection to the amendment, now that I see its pur-
port. I did not hear it read distinctly. Theamendment leaves
the matter discretionary with the Secretary.:

Mr, RAY. I could not see what reason the chairman of the
committee had for confining the investigation of the adultera-
tion of food, drugs, and liguors to samples offered by consumers
only. That would prevent the investigation of the adulteration
of liquors, food, and drugs upon samples obtained from those
who had purchased for sale, or who manufactured for sale, as
well as those who were consuming. It seems to me it would be

entirely pt&?@ar_

Mr. HATCH. Consumers are purchasers.

Mr. RAY. Ikuow; but it would hardly be proper, it seems
to me, to confine the provision in the manner which the bill
proposes, to ‘‘consumers.” If, however, the chairman of the
committee has no objection to the amendment——

Mr. HATCH. I havenone.

The amendment of Mr. RAY was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Teenable the Secretary of Agriculture to undertake a special investiga-

tion of the different ] ci}l solls of the United States to determine their
e TN Copaians A ey et ko, wpecially the nature of

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Ioffer an amendment to which
I wish to call the attention of the chairman of the committee.

The Clerk read as follows: -

After the word ‘‘dollars,” in line 2, page 12, add the following:

“To enable the Semmgxot A%rlmlt.ure to further experiment and con-
tinue the investigation of and hemp culture for fiber purposes in the
State of Washington, $800."

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I must make a point of order
on that amendment. I will state to the gentleman that the Sec-
retary has left out of the Book of Estimates any request for fur-
ther a.pgro;:riation to conduct these fiber investigations, stating
that under the present appropriation he will at the close of this
fiscal year make a final report to Congress on the subject.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having taken
the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its
c{ax&;s, announced that the Senate had passed the following res-
olution:

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre-
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (S.1983) for the relief of the heirs
of Elizabeth Townsend, deceased.

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 (8.123) defining and permanently fixing the northern
boundary line of the Warm Springs Indian Reservation, in the
State of Oregon;

A bill (8. 322) to place Dunbar R. Ransom on the retired list
of the Army; -

A bill (S.409) for the relief of Olivia and'Ida Walter, heirs
and children of Thomas U. Walter, deceased; and

A bill (S.1405) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of
tlile_United States steamer Despatch on Assateague Shoals, Vir-
ginia.

The message further announced that the Senate had passed
without amendment the bill (H. R.6975) for the relief of the
heirs and creditors of Elizabeth Townsend.

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL.
The committee again resumed its session, Mr. RICHARDSON

of Tennessee in the chair.
Mr. WILSON of Washington. If thedistinguishedchairman

of the Committee on Agriculture will indulge me a moment, I
would like to say a few words, not especially with relation to
the point of order, but more as to the desirability of this very
small appropriation named in my amendment. Heretofore an
appropriation has been made for the investigation of fiber cult-
ure in this country.

At the time that this appropriation went into operation our
Territory had not been admitted into the Union. The amount
of 5,000, I think, was expended at that time in the establish-
ment of experiments in tE?s line, mainly, I believe, in Florida.
Afterwards a very distinguished gentleman of my own State, Dr.
Thornton, madesome investigationsinto the matter and reported
them to the Chief of the Agricultural Bureau, I have in my
hand the result of his investigations, which are exceedingly in-
teresting and important.

Mr.HATCH. If the gentleman from Washington will permit
me, I will withdraw the point of order and allow the vote to be
taken direetly upon the amendment.

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Very well, Mr.Chairman; then
I merely submit this report of Dr. Thornton and the letter for-
warding the same tome

The letter and report are as follows:

FAIRHAVEN, WASH., April 7, 150,

DEAR Si: The inclosed letter, written hy Dr. A, W. Thornton, Ferndale,
Wash., and published in the World-Herald. will explain itself.

The Fairhaven Land Company, some fifteen months since, contributed $50
to purchase flax and hemp seed, pay freight on same, etc., upon an agree-
ment with Dr, Thornton that he would induce some twenty or thirty of his
neighbors to raiss a guarter of an acre, or more, of either or both flax
and hemp. This was done, and the crop of both thisseason was more than
satisfactory. The Agricultural Departinent, some thirty days since appro-
priated 8150 more, especially for/having some of the flax prepared and sent to
them. Mr. Charles R. Dodge, special agent of tho Fiber Investigation De-
partment, I8 very much interested in what has already been done, and pro-
nounces the samples sent to him the best that he has seen raised in the
United States, etc.

Dr. Thornton has made application for a sPecia.i appropriation of #4,000
to the Puget Sound region, for the purpose of making investigations more
thorough and complete and proving beyond a question that flax raised here
is fu equal to that raised in BHelgium or land. This appropriation
gho be under the especial control of the Agricultural Department at
gashjnglon, and should be so guarded that it will do the most good o

8.

The Pacific Northwest seems to be especlally adapted for the r of
flax, and when this is proven it will be of very great and lasting bensfit to
Western Washington and Oregon,
le.r}ldon kindly take an interest in this and help us out what you can?

e

be glad to render any assistance that we can, free of charge, to fur
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;L:gr nhtg investigation, for we believe that it can be made a veryimportant
ustry.

It may be of interest to yourreaders tolearnthe progressof devalogments
in theimportant investigationsin fiax and hemp culture in Whatcom County,
which 1 have been engaged in for the past two years. As I have fully dem-
onstrated the perfect adaptability of our Puget Sound climate to the
profitable cultivation of both flax and hemp of the highest quality, it isa
matter of importance tocompare the yield and profitof the flax crop raised
in Whatcom County with theaverageresults in Europe, a matter upon which
I am now in a position to express in definite figures, having personally
weighed and measured some of the crops of iax raised in the course of this
investigation, and having found them to surpass my mostsanguine expecta-
tions. It must be remembered that my investigations have been carried on
with thick seeding for the sake of securing a fine quautiof fiber, regardless
of the gield of seed. In fact,in the northof Ireland, in the greatfiax district
around Belfast, the yield of seed amounts to so little that it is entirely ig-
nored, and in many cases no a.t:.em;n is made to save it, be left to rot in
the ponds; consequently the yield of such in my investigationsin no way rgg-
resents the yield of seed that could be obtained in this climate by thin seed-
i:lllg. Iz}nii ma the seed product the primary object, as in other States of
the Union.

In the flax-growing States, where large tracts of flax are planted for seed,
the straw is frequently burned up or wasted, as of little value, while on
Puget Sound the straw is of so fine a quality that the seed is of little conse-
gquence compared with it. Yet, even then, our Puget Sound grown
surpasses that grown in any other part of the world, both in yield and
quality. In Europe, with the same heavy seeding that I used, of 1ito 2
bushels per acre, the yield of seed averages from 2 to 5 bushels per acre,
while in my experiments it ran from 9 to 17 bushels per acre; and had my
seeding been with a view to grow as large a crop of seed as possible, re-
gardless of straw, I have no hesitation in snyin% that over 20 bushels of
seed would have been secured, while 11 to 14 bushels only is the average for
good erops in Dakota, Minnesota, and Illinois. It is not, however, to the
seed yield of fiax that the Puget Sound wer need confine his efforts, the
value of the fiber so far overshadowing it that it need o be considered a
side issue, or a wasta product, although of great value in itself,

Theyield of fax straw, in the best crops in Europe, amounts to from 1 to
1#11'.0115 per acre, only rarely reaching 2 tons, while the straw grown for me
the past season ran from 2% to 4 tons per acre, a yleld that must be regarded
as almost phenomenal, and hardly would be believed in Europe or the East-
ern States, To enable your readers to realize the enormous profit to be de-
rived from the development of the flax industry in Whatcom County, I'will
reduce the above show. to figures, based upon actual working results in
European flax districts. Charles Richard Dodge's official Tt to the
Department of Agriculture in 1880, on his return from Europe, where he had
been sent as special agent of the Department flber investigation, 23, he
says: “If the straw is properly rotted, and of fair length, the yleld of clean
fiber will amount to 25 per cent. * * * Good Irish has given 30 per cent,
and Belgian 33 per cent.’’: It will be noted that length of straw is an im-
portant element, and although our Puget Sound straw is both longer and
;t;;onggr than the European, I will take the lowest rate asa basis of compar-

n, thus; *

IN EUROPE.

One and one-half tons per acre, at 25 per cent, yields 750 pounds of clean
fiber, which will dress 70 per cent, equal to 525 pounds of *‘line,"” worth 17
cents per pound; also b bushels of seed per acre, worth 81.30 per bushel; 525
pounds of line at 17 cents, $89.25; 157 pounds of tow at 4} cents, &/.08; & bush-
els of seed at $1.80, §6.50; total per acre, $82.81.

ON PUGET SOUND.

Two and three-fourths to4 tons of straw per acre yields 1,875 to2,000 pounds
of clean fiber per acre, which willdress 862 to 1,400 pounds of *line," worth
17 cents, and 9 to 17 bushels of seed, worth £1.30; from 962 pounds of line, at
17 cents, 8163.54; 412 pounds of tow, at 4} cents, §13.54; 0 bushels of seed, at
$1.30, $11.70; total, #1U3.78. To 1,400 ponds of line, 8238; 600 pounds of tow, §7;
17 bushels of seed, #22.10; total per acre, 828710,

The above is aconservative estimate, and based upon the lowest European
estimates; whereas with our superior quality of straw and greater length
of fiber the higher percentage of 33 ?ﬁr cent may fairly be looked for, mak-
ing the totals for Puﬁft Sound £208.32 to $308.30 per acre. This vergl};roﬁb
° ableshowing is not, however, the only profit derivable from establishing
the fiber industry in Whatcom County, but the formation of a strong com-

¥ to engage in the flax industry would so increase population and en-

cethe value of all property that Bellingham Bay would immediately ad-
vance to the position of the leading section of the Northwest, and be the site
of a city stretching from Chuckanut to Lummi, and from deep water back
to the foothills.

It may naturally beasked by the cautious investor, What will ba the cost
of realizing these h figures? While the question opens up a large field of
inquiry, the details of which would be too voluminous for a newspaper arti-
cle, I will answer in briet, leaving the details for the consideration of capi-

ts who may be inclined to take practical or financial interest in the sub-
Jject, and to whom 1 shall be ple: to submit them when req . From
my past experience in this field of investigation I can freely assert that if a
wmgmy was incorporated with sufficient capital to handle the flax crop, I
could effect contracts with farmers to cultivate for such a company, nnder
g instructions, 2,000 acres of flax for the crop of 1885, at pricesra from
to #40 per acre, the difference depending upon whether the crop was har-
vested with a self-binding reaper or by pulling by hand. Upon these terms
the company would be owners of the whole crop, both straw and seed, and
would then require to meet the expenses of freight to the scratching mill;
ripping, retting, and scratching, at a4 cost of from 815 to 20 per acre, and
thus, for an outlay of aaty $60 per acre, the company would have a finished
merchantable product of from $200 to $300 for each acre operated; and not
only 80, but the company could establish its own oil Is and gp!
m,ﬂ{s‘ to work u]i)nit.s own fiber product, at an increased profit, thus stimu-
13% other lines of business on the 4 .

In thisconnection the question of tariff and foreign competition naturally
arises, neither of which cuts any fi First, as to the tariff, it would be
entirely a dead letter, having absolutely no effect upon the question either
one way or the other, for the reason that the yield of fine fiber, such as can
be grown on Puget Sound, is far below the reguirements of the European
consumers, and there is not enough to supply their own demand, let alone
cxporting to this country at low prices. fact, so urgent is the European
demand, owing to the steady and continuous falling off of yield in the old
kuropeancountries, that even my investigations have been attracting con-
slderable attention in Europe, and inquiries have been made at the Depart-
ment of Agriculture at Washington withrespect to the possibility of Puget
Sound being able to suppl{rtha rsq]gjmmants of the fiber trade, and these
inquiries have come from Ireland, England, and the Continent of Europe,
a fact that speaks in no uncertain tone that now is the time for capitalists
to come forward and start the fiber industry in this country, as we are en-
tirely above the influence either of *tariff tinkering * or foreign competi-
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tion, and by starting now matters will be in training to take advantage of
the speculative activity which always succeeds a time of financial depres-

sion like the present.
DR. A. W. THORNTON.
Hon. JOHN L. WILSON,
Member of Congress, Washington, D. C,

The amendment of Mr. WILSON of Washington was adopted.
The Clerk read as follows:
Salaries and ex , B 4 :
rovisions of the gn;nga:{s Ma%%t;gi,;git?tﬁlggg;és:g Bpuggfgrgtﬁﬁhgﬁ %ﬁ
ustry, and of the actof August 80, 1890, providing for an inspection of meats
and animals, also the provisions of the act of March 3, 1891, providing for
the inspection of live cattle, hogs, and the carcasses and products thereof
which are the subjects of interstate and foreign commerce, and for other
purposes, the sum of $800,000; and the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby au-
thorized to use any part of this sum he may deem necessary or e ient,
and in such manner as he may think best, to prevent the spread of pleuro-
pneumonia, tuberculosis, and other diseases of animals, and for this pur
to employ as many persons as he may deem necessary, including 31‘003):?
ditional temporary compensation to the Chief of the Bureau of Animal In-
dustry, and to expend any part of this sum in the purchase and destruction
of diseased or exposed animals and the quarantine of the same whenever in
his ju nt it is essential to prevent the spread of pleuro-pnenmonia,
tube; osis, or other diseases of animals from one State into another, and
for printing and publishing such reports relating to animal industry as he
may direct; and the Secretary is hereby authorized to rent asuitable build-
in the District of Colum! at an annual rental of not exceeding $1,200,
to be used as a laboratory for said Bureau of Animal Industry.

Mr, PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offeran amendment
to this paragraph. ;

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend by adding after line 17, page 14, the following:
distributen by the Senators, Mambers of Conerems au ‘oriree: t0 be
Agriculture in the usual manner, £0,000." e AR of

Mr. HATCH. Mr, Chairman, I make the point of order
against the amendment.

Mr. PICKLER. I hope the chairman of the committee will
not raise the point of order on this amendment.

I do not wish to discuss the matter, but only ask that the
House may be permitted to vote upon the amendment. 'Ib'llie
need of the publication of an extra edition of this book, Dis-
eases of the Horse, has been so often discussed on the floor of
this House, and is so widely recognized as being desirable, that
I need scarcely undertake to discuss the matter, and will only
express the hope that the gentleman from Missouri will with-
draw the point of order.

I know, as other members of the House do of course, that we
were promised something in the bill reported some time since
by the Committee on Printing and passed by the House. Ialso
know that the gentleman now occupying tie chair, the chair-
man of the Committee on Printing, %as been diligent in trying
to have that bill attended to in the Senate. But so far it has
not been acted upon. The regorts of the Department in this re-
gard are exhausted, and the demand has been constant and in-
creasing. It is only an expenditure of $50,000 for an exceed-
ingly important publication,one of the mostimportantfurnished
by the Government.

I presume, of course, that it may be subject to the point of
order, but in view of the importance of the work I hope the gen-
tleman in charge of the bill will withdraw that. Certainly he
will admit that the money can not be better expended than in
this manner, and it seems entirely proper that such an expendi-
ture should be placed upon the agricultural appropriation bill.

The CHAI N. The gentleman admits the fact that the
amendment is subject to the point of order, and the Chair will
be compelled to sustain it. : :

Mr. HATCH. If the Chair will permit me, the gentleman
will see on a moment’s reflection that this amendment is nof ap-
propriate fo this bill. He will see that I could not permit the
amendment to go on the bill when if is known that two editions
of this book have been already ordered by Congress, and there
is a bill now Eendmg, I believe, to print 75,000 copies more.

Mr. PICKLER. But, if the gentleman will allow me, that bill
has not been passed. We passed it in the House, it is true, at
the extra session, and it is known, as T have already said, that
the chairman of the Committee on Printing has been exceed-
inglﬁdiligent. to afet it through the Senate. Other members of
the House have also been anxious to secure its passage. But it
looks as though we might never have it.

The gentleman from Missouri knows the wants of his district
in this regard, and he will concede that this is a most valuable
work. Thisisana gropriationbill; this appropriates only $50,-
000, and it would but little to the amount of the bill if it is
incorporated as a part of it.

I think, probably, as I have 'said, that the point of order is
well taken, but it seems to me that there can be no more proper
place for the E{roposition than on this bill.

Mr. HATCH. I indorse and approve of everything the gen-
tleman has said about the value of this book, but it is no fault of
the Committee on Agriculture that the House and the Senate
have not passed bills reported from the proper committees.
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Mr. PICKLER. The House has passed it.

Mr. HATCH. Iamaware of that. The House has passed it,
but the Senate has taken no action on it.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order.

Mr. COFFEEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend-

ment to this raph.
Mr. HATCH. ore the gentleman offers his amendment I
hoﬁe he will permit me to make a statement.
r. COFFEEN. Certainly.,
Mr. HATCH. I stated when we reached that ph on
esterday that I would give some information to the committee

regard to the insertion of the tuberculosis provision in the
raph which has just been read. I did not deem it neces-
sary, because the language of that section is broad enough to
cover this disease as well as pleuro-pneumonia, it being one of
the contagious diseasescontemplated by the act, Butinasmuch
as great interest is manifested in the subject, not only in the
House but throughout all of the cattle-raising regionsof the
country, and especially on the dairy farms, we thoughf it neces-
sary to report it; and I now ask the Clerk to read a letter re-
ceived by the Secretary of Agriculture and transmitted by him
to the Committee on AYpropr.iat.ions.
The Clerk read as follows:

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE,
h BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY,
Washington, D. C., April 26, 1594

DEAR S1k: The Assistant Secretary has conveyed to me your request for
a statement tmm to tuberculosis, for your information in the prepara-
tion of the co ttee r:ﬁglt

Tuberculosis is now tted by all to be the most dangerous and de-
structive disease affecting animals in this country. It has been distributed
by the traffic in animals to all garts of the country, and is particularly fre-
quent in the large dairies which supply milk for city consumption. The ex-
act proportion of milch cows aﬂecseg is not known, as no systematic and
thorough investigation has been made to determine this point. But from
the imperfect data &t hand my opinion is that the 'Fropomo‘n i8 not less
than b per cent, and that it may reach 15 cent. The Bureaun has been
called upon to test a number of herds ch were supposed to be affected,
and in these the portion of affected animals varied from 60 to 80 per
cent. . There are, however, many herds which are not affected, and these
would reduce the average to the 8 given above.

It is important that there shou!d be a systematic inspection made of some
district, in order to determine the pro on of animals affected. The best
place to make such an inspection would be the District of Columbia and the
surrounding eountry from which millk is supplied to the District. I should
advise the application of the proper sanitary measures to this section to de-
termine the practicability of eradicating thedisease, or reducing it to a min-
imum. Sucha work, e it would be of great value locally, would be of
greater value to the country at large as a scientific ent, to deter-
mine the facts which are necessary to be known before comprehensive
measures can be formulated for controlling the disease.

In addition to’ this local work it would be well to have some inspections
made in various parts of the country, to determine the effect of different
conditions, l::anﬂ to make demonstrations for the information and education
of our i
The mopportanca of dealing with tuberculosis does not depend entirely
u its destructiveness among animals, but, as is well known, it is also
mo&t common and fatal disease of people. Tuberculosis in cattle is
identical with tuberculosis in people, and there is no doubt but that it may
be transmitted from animals to man by means of infected milk and meat.
Milk is far more dangerous than meat, however, because it is so frequently
nsed without being cooked. Thedanger of milk to the consumers, and par-
ticularly to children, is iliustrated by the factthat a sample taken at ran-
dom from what was supposed to be excellent milk, delivered in this city,
produced tuberculosisin Guinea pigsin a most virulent form and in the
shortest possible time. The question is therefore not only one which
affects the property of farmers, but also the health of the consumers of milk.

Tnbemu%;?.s is a strictly contagions disease. It is caused by a parasite
which does not live outside of the animal body in this part of the world, and
conseguently the disease can only arise bY conts.%{m. Any measures taken
to lessen the number of animals affected, lessens in a corresponding degree
the opportunities for contagion, and by systematically destroying affected
stock the disease may be almost entirely eradicated from our milk and meat-
prﬁ)‘e?clngm to your inquiry made sometime ago as to the expenditures of
the Bureau. I would say that at present these amount to about 241,000 per
month, The meat inspection costs, in round numbers, $28,000 per month.
The inspection of live animals for the export and interstate trade costsabout
7,500 per month. The scientific investigations and the salaries of the cleri-
cal force make up the remainder of the $41,000. There are many abattoirs
and pac houses engaged in the interstate and foreign trade where an
inspection has not yet been inangurated. Theinspection is being extended,
however, agd should include at least 50 'Fgr centmoreestablishments within
the next year than it does at present. i, of course, willcorrespondingly
e ory Fospocttully,

ery res 1
A D. E. SALMON, Chief of Bureau,
Hon, W. H. HAT

Chairman c%m on Agriculture, House of Represeniatives.

Mr. HATCH. I also ask theClerk toread, in this connection,
the two paragraphs which I have marked, in the ‘Washington
Post of May 14.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

At a meeting of the National Medlecal Society two weeks ago a committes
wnsmﬁ of Charles H. Stowell, J. H. Bryan, and E. A. Balloch was
appointed to report on what measures, if any, could be taken by thesociety

for the prevention and restriction of tubercunlosis. An interesting and in-
tructive report was ﬁropmd and submitted, and at the meeting of the so-

ety on Wednesda,; will be discussed by Surg. Gen. Sternberg, Dr..J. S,
Bu.lz;xg& and Dr. Osler, of Johns Hopkins University.
£ ® * L] L & ]

From a letter received from Prof. A. E. de Schweinitz, of the biochemie
{aboratory of the Agricultural Deépartment, we learn that two herds have

been examined in the District of Columbia, and were found to be badly dis-
eased. He says it is probable that the cattle all over the country are,
to a greater or less extent, affected with tuberculosis. Prof,de Schweinitz
mmtﬁhg star statement that **in nearly all cases where the disease

, Trom 50 to 70 cent of the whole herd h
e per e he as been found

The report deals in detail with the manner in which the disease is com-
municated, and says: “It is doubtful if tuberculosis is truly hereditary, at
least to any great extent.™

Mr. COFFEEN, I offer the amendment which I send to the
Clerk's desk. -

The Clerk read as follows:

I;:)m‘a‘r: in line 3, page 14, after the word * tuberculosis,” the words ** sheep
BCab.

Mr, HATCH. I raise the point of order on that.

Mr. COFFEEN. On the pointof order I desire to saya word,
or if the gentleman will reserve the pointof order, I will address
myself to the merits of the amendment,.

r. HATCH. I have no objection to the gentleman occupy-
ing his time. .

he CHAIRMAN, The Chair will treat the point of orderas
reserved, and will hear the gentleman.

Mr. COFFEEN. I desire to say that the addition of this word
or phrase—sheep scab—among diseases specified for treatment,
thus calling attention to contagious diseases in sheep, is very
important to the sheep-raising interests of this country. Itis
not only in order, but it is included within the bounds qf the
law as it now exists, as we are informed by the Secre of
Agriculture. We do not add, in connection with the insertion
of this provision, that the appropriation shall ba inecreased,
well knowing that we could not got that done, but we put this
disease nmong sheep forward and ask that the argument that
the chairman of the committee has made in behalf of the treat-
ment of tuberculosis, a disease among cattle, may be also applied
in behalf of the sheep industry. We believe that thes Agricul-
tural Dega.rtment has proved exceedingly beneficial to this coun-
try in what it has alreadydone for the eradicationof contagious
diseases among animals. But it seems that so far almost the
entire a:.fpro ation for this work has been applied in behalf of
the cattle industry to the neglectof the sheep industry—though
the law as it exists in general terms allows that diseases
among sheep may be treated as well. Yes,in the great and yet
good work of eradicating pleuro-pneumonia it seems that so far
almost all the money has been expended upon this disease, and
the cattle interests have had the benefits. The sheep in-
dustry of the entire mountain region, existing right alongside
of cattle ranges, has been entirely left out and discarded.

I trust that when this is fully comprehended by the chairman
of the committee, he will without g{:poait.ion allow us to have a

, fair portion of this appropriation, since the committee
oesnot make anything so mandatory as to bind the action of
the Secretary of Agriculture.

Letme call your attention to one other thing. Thisis a dis-
ease that is costing the West so many millions of dollars that it
is exceedingly burdensome to the people, and unless soon eradi-
cated it will sweep on eastward over all of the United States.
You have also already in this Congress decided that the wool-
growers shall have no benefit from a revenue tariff on wool with
an incidental protection, as I advocated on this floor during the
tariffi debate. You have done everything to leave them en-
tirely dependent on the prices, whatever they may prove to be,

‘of anabsolutely free and open market. All theeffortsof the Ag-

ricultural Department are being devoted now to theeradication
of other diseases, while it has been leaving the sheep industry
uncared for. Yet this disease of sheep is one of the most easily
eradicated that can be found among any class of stock diseases.

In Australia the government has already talcen action in this
matter, and has already eradicated this disease, and has thus
proved that it isa practical subject for govérnmental legislation,
for governmental work. They have accomplished ihe eradica-
tion of scabin thatcountry. I1am informed by thesheep men of
the West that the disease can be eradicated here even more
easily, and that it will not cost anything like the sum that has
been exgi:ddad alreadyin the successful eradication of that con-
tagious diséase knownas pleuro-pneumonia among cattle.

One word further, if my time permits, and that is that the
disease of plenro-pneumoninamong cattle has, asl am imformed,
already been so thoroughly eradicated that when we come to
make such a large appropriation as this, it is entirely fit and

roper that the money of thisappropriation should be expended
in the lineof new diseases that ought to be eradicated, but littie
more being needed on pleuro-pneumonia. :

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Wyoming—

Mr. HATCH. Thereis a pointof order pending.

The CHATRMAN. The point of order is ;’::nding. The Chair
will suggest to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MARSH] that
the debate ought to be addressed to the point of order first.
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Mr. MARSH. Does the gentleman from Missouri want to
to take me off the floor?

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman has the floor, butheshould
address himself to the point of order.

Mr.MARSH. Iaskthegentlemanfrom Missouri[Mr. HATCH]
why he did nof make that point of order when the gentleman
from Wyoming was speaking to the merits of this question.

Mr, COFFEEN. Hedid that.

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman from Missouri did what he
would do for the gentleman from Illinois, or any other gentle-
man who offered an amendment. He reserved the point of or-

- der to allow the gentleman to explain his own amendment, but
not for general debate.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I desire to ask the chairman of the com-
mittee—

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman fromIllinois[Mr. MARSH]
has the floor,

Mr. MARSH. Ihope the gentleman from Missouri, who is
my neighbor when he is at home, will hold his point of order
for five minutes, and be neighborly. His actions speak louder
than his words; and so, Mr. Chairman, I will proceed, and I hope
that the time thus occupied will not be en out of my five
minutes.

Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I am in
favor of this amendment of the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr.
COFFEEN], because it is an amendment in the interest of the
great sheep industry of this country, and I join with himin say-
ing that you, by Eimu' attempted legislation in this Congress,
have been doing all you can to strike down that industry. The
gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. COFFEEN] calls the attention of
this House to the fact you will have a little protective duty on
il;é'sag and cattle, but you have taken all of it off from the sheep

4 ustry.

But, Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention of this com-
mittee to that, and to remind the gentleman from Wyoming that
he voted for that very provision of law that deprived the shee
inaustry of the protection that he now complains of. Hes
up here, and by his voice aind by his vote contributed to the
establishment of a disease vastly more injurious to the sheep
industry than *‘scab.” [ hter.] He has by his vote applied
a “scab” to that industry infinitely more injurious than the dis-
ease he now asks this Government toappropriate money to avert.
[Laughter.]

But, Mr. Chairman, I hail with pleasure the gentleman’s re-
turning reason,and rejoice toseehim take his&)sition here onthe
floorand advocate that some little thing shall be done by this Gov-
ernment for that great interest that the agriculturists have so
much money invested in, and that is the sheep industry; and I
will vote with him and do what Ican to assist him in carry-
i.nﬁ this amendment and in having it incorporated upon th
bill, because it will in some slight measure tend to rectify and

- remedy the destruction that he and his colleagues, by their ac-
tionin this Congress, are bringing upon thatindustry. [Laugh-
ter and applause.]

Mr. COFFEEN. . I desire to be heard upon the point of 'order.

Mr. HATCH. I want to insist upon a decision on the point of
order; and Iwillstate to the gentleman from Wyoming that—

The CHAIRMAN. The would be glad to hear from the

ntleman why this amendment is not in order.

Mr. HATCH. Because if changes existing law.

The CHAIRMAN, Isitnot covered by the language of the
law which provides *“ to preventthe spread of pleuro-pneumonia,
tuberculosis, or other d LA

Mr. HATCH. Not to the extent suggested by this amend-
ment, because if it is inserted in that place it will require the
Secretary of Agriculture to go out throughout the country to
exterminate a disease that is not a constitutional disease at all,
and is not embraced in that class of diseases, such as tuber-
culosis and pleuro-pneumonia.

The gentleman from Wyoming himself knows of every single
bulletin ever issued from the Agricultural Department in rela-
tion to the sheep industry, and hundreds of books have been
gublishad on the subject; and thereisnota farmer in the United

tates to-day who can not confrol that disease in his flock if he
wants to, and to put it by name in this bill, and in that connec-
tion, you will have to double the appropriation.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will protest, if my friend will al-
low me, that I can not stand still and concede that scab and foot
rot shall not be placed on the same footing with tuberculosisand
pleuro-pneumo I think they stand on the same footing.

Mr. COFFEEN, Mr. Chairman, on the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will hear the gentleman from
Wyoming on the pointof order.

Ir. COFFEEN. I desire tosubmit to the consideration of the
Chairman one or two simple propositions. First, by the state-
ment of the gentleman from Missouri, the chairman of the com-

mittee, I desire to say that my amendment is in harmony with
existing law. And he hassaid thatthe Departmenthad already
in every bulletin given information concerning it, and he ac-
knowledges that it is included among the other diseases of ani-
mals referred foin this bill. This, then, admittedly is a diseasa
that is included in a sense among the other diseases of animals;
and this is the only way to have it attended to. The Purpose of
my amendment is not to change the existing law. 1t does not
change the existing law.

It does notincrease the appropriation, but simply calls the at-
tention of the Secretary of Agriculture and the entire country
to the fact that there is a contagious disease affecting another
branch, and one of the largest branches of the live-stock indus-
tries of this country, that been so far neglected and passed
over; and b}f introducing the words of the amendment offered
by me it will be explicitly understood that among the other dis-
eases a reasonable portion, not the entire appropriation, but a
portion of the appropriation shall be devoted, such as the See-
retary of Agriculture in his discretion may himself decide is
reasonable to the eradication of this disease among sheep. I
think when you take this into consideration with the fact that
you have already decided that it is in order to inelude tuber-
culosis, a new disease to be treated, and include that in the ap-
P_mpriat.ion bill, the naming of another one of those diseases of

ive stock as my amendment does can not, therefore, be out of

order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming moves to
add the words **sheep seab” after the word “buﬂe

gentleman from Missouri makes the point of order that it -
changes existing law. By reading the paragraph under con-
sideration it will be seen that the Secretary of Agriculture is
authorized to use any part of the sum appropriated and de-
seribed in the bill that he may deem necessaryor expedient, and
in such manner as he thinks best * to prevent the spread of
pleuro-pneumonisa, tuberculosis, and other diseases of animals.”
The proposed amendment adds the words *“sheep scab” alter .
word ‘*tuberculosis.” The Chair does not see that that changes
the law, as the words *‘ other diseases” ma):]froperly be held to
include ‘‘sheep scab;” and therefore overrules the point of or-
der. The auestion will be on the amendment.

Mr. PIC . The Chair overruling the point of order, I
merely want to say that[ hope this amendment will carry. The
great shee ? industry of the country certainly should have some
attention, for scab and foot rot are doing more damage to-day
than tuberculosis. Ttherefore hope the amendment will carry.

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison theamendment offered
by the gentleman from Wyoming.

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the
ayes seemed to have it.

Mr. HATCH. Division.

The Committee divided, and there were—ayes 69, fioes 49.

So the amendment was agreed to.

TheClerk read as follows: %

That whenever the Secretary of Agriculture shall certify to the Secretary
of the heuurm:munnﬂea or parts of countries are free from contagions
orinfectious d! of domestic animals, and that neat cattle and hides can
be imported from such countries without danger to the domestic animals
of the United States, the Secretary of the Treasury shall suspend the
!gjbiition of the importation of neat cattle and hides in the manner provided

¥ law.

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska., Mr. Chairman, I offer the amend-
ment which I send to the desk.
The amendment was read, as follows:

That the President of the United States be requested to cause correspond-
ence and negotiation to be had, thro the Department of State or other-
wise, with the authorities of the om of Great Britain, for the purposa
of securing the abrogation or modification of the regulations now enforced
by said authorities which require cattle imported into Great Britain from
the United States of America to be slanghtered at the port of entry, and pro-
hibiting the same from being carried alive to other places in said Oom.

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr.Chairman, this is a very im-
portant amendment and ought to be adopted. I have incorpo-
rated it in House resolution No. 9, which has been favorably re-
ported by the Committes on Agriculture. I understand that
action similar to this has been taken in the other branchof Con-
gress. Under the regulations which now obtain in Great Brit-
ain cattle from this country are required to beslaughtered within
ten days after arrival, and at the port of entry. Thisrequire-
ment obtains regardless of the condition in which the cattle are,
and of course regardless of the condition of the market. No
such restriction exists with reference to cattle from Canada or
other countries; and it is a fact that Canadian bullocks bring
from ten to twenty-five dollars more per head than American
bullocks in the Liverpool market, simply because of the fact
that the Canadian animal is not required to be slaughtered at
the portof entry and within ten days of arrival. Itwill be read-
ily understood that our cattle when they reach the port are not
in a fitcondition to be slaughtered, and that they need some rest
and recuperation before slaughter. This can be done advans

rculosis.” The. *
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tageously only in the interior. It isalso a fact that in the in-
terior portions of the country the markets may be and at times
are better than at the port of entry. Itisfor the purpose of
correcting this discrimination against our cattle, which has its
ostensible reason in the fact that we once had pleuro-pneumonia
among the cattle of this country, that I offer this amendment.

Mr. DINGLEY. This regulation, then, as it stands, is a dis-
criminating regulation against the United States?

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. It is, oy

Mr. DINGLEY. And it is based upon the fact that formerly
pleuro-pneumonia existed among American cattle?

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. That is true.

Mr. DINGLEY. But the restriction is still continued by that
free-trade country, Great Britain, under the guise of protecting
against a disease which no longer exists?

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. It is.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr.Chairman, I wish to ask the gentleman if
that restriction or requirement does not apply also to the Cana-
dian cattle? Two or three years ago there was an outbreak of
pleurp-pneumonia among the Canadian cattle, and since that
time I think they also have been subject to this restriction. All
that is necessary in order to obtain admission for our cattle to
Great Britain is to show a free bill of health, and it is extraor-
dinary to me that the Secretaryof Agriculture, or the predeces-
gor of the present Secretary, did not declare long ago that this
country was m:ltimliy1 free from pleuro-pneumonia. The same
resti-ictiuns of which the gentleman speaks apply to Canadian
cattle.

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The gentleman is mistaken as to
the facts. The matter has been thoroughly investigated by the
Committee on Agriculture, as is shown by its report. Thereis
a discrimination against us which does not obtain against Can-
ada, and it does not depend upon pleuro-pneumonia at all.

Mr. HARRIS. Have the Canadian cattle been released from
the restriction?

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Such is my understanding of the
fact, as ascertained by the committee:

Mr, HARRIS. It has been done very recently, then.

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I will hand the gentlemanacopy
of the report, which I presume sets forth the facts. This amend-
ment meets with the hearty and unqualified approval of our
cattle feeders who feed for export.

I have in my possession a letter from one of my constituents,
who is a large exporter of cattle, an excellent business man, and
who explains the injustice of the British discriminating regu-
lation from which he, in common with other exporters, has suf-
fered. Every regulation which affects the market for our cattle
as this manifestly does, withholds from our own people a consid-
erable portion of the actual value of their cattle.

The Clerk read as follows:

Purchase and distribution of valuable seeds, and for the printing, publica-
tion, and distribution of farmers’ bulletins: For the purchase, propagation,
and distribution, as required by law, of seeds, bulbs, trees, s , vines,
cuttings, and plants, and expense of labor, transportation, paper, twine,
gum, printing, postal cards, and all necessary material and re for put-
tmghug_and trihutlnu&the game, and to be distributedin localities adapted
to their culture, $130,000; Provided, That this purchase and distribution of
seeds shall be confined to such seeds as are rare and uncommon to the coun-

try, or such as can be made more profitable by freguent changes from one
part of our country to another.

Mr. RAY. Mr.Chairman,I make the point of order upon the
proviso beginning on line 20 and ending on line 23, that it is
new legislation, an absolute change of existing law; but if it can
be amended, Iam perfectly willingbt.hat it shall stand. It pro-
vides that the purchase and distribution of seeds shall be con-
fined ** to such seeds as are rarve and uncommon to the country.”
Now, what does that language mean? If you look at the dic-
tionary definition, you will find that uncommon means ‘' not
common, not usual, infrequent, rare, and hence remarkable and
strange.” Now, I do not think we want to put ourselves in the
position of providing only for the purchase and distribution of
such seeds as are remarkable and strange; yet that is what we
shall come to if we adhere to the language of this proviso. I
send to the Clerk'sdesk to have readat this time an amendment,
which I trust the gentleman in charge of the bill will agree to.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not make the point of
order and offer an amendment at the same time.

Mr. RAY, Isend up the amendment now simply for the pur-
pose of having it read for information, to see if we cannotagree
upon a modification of this langunage.

5 The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read for informa-
on.

The proposed amendment was read, as follows:

On page 15, amend lines 20 to 23, s0 that the proviso shall read as follows:

“Provided, Thatthispurchase and distribution of seedsshall be confined to
such seeds as are of the best and most improved varieties, and ha in
view the introductionof new and rare varietles suitable for those sections
of the United States where distributign as here: ter provided is to be
made, or such as, by changes from one part of our country to another, will
tend to increase and make more profitable the crfops uced therefrom."

Mr. HATCH. That is not in order at this time, Mr. Chair-

man. S

N The CHATRMAN. Itisnot. Itismerely read for informa-
on,

Mr. HATCH. T want to reply to the gentleman from New
York [Mr. RAY] onthe pointof order. If he will turn to section’
527 of the Revised Statutes of the United States he will find that
by an act of July 23, 1866, it was provided that—

The purchase and distribution of seeds by the Department of Agriculture
shall be confined to such seeds as are rare and uncommon to the country, or

such as can be made profitable by frequent changes from one part of o
country to another. - k) e )

So that in this bill we have copied the exact lang
statute, and there can be nochange of existing law.
vision of the bill is the law, and has been since 1866.

Mr, PICKLER. The gentleman, of course, is right as to the
language of the Revised Statutes; but that has not been the lan-
guage used in the appropriation bills-for several years past.

Mr. HATCH. That istrue; but the change of language in the
appropriation bills did not ch. the law.

Mr. PICKLER. A good deal might depend upon how the
Secretary would construe the language.

Mr. HATCH. The language used in the appropriation bill
has been used simply as synonymous with the language I have
read from the statutes. |

Mr. PICKLER. Does not the gentleman think that the Sec-
retary of Agriculture, if he were so inclined, could construe the

rovision of the bill as giving him authority to distribute none

ut uncommon and rare seeds? :

Mr. HATCH, Ido nof think there is any trouble about that
in the world.

Mr.RAY. Mr. Chairman, it seemis to me that under all the
rules of construction a change in the terms of the laws :
from year to year, during several years last past, must be deemed
to have repealed the section of the Revised Statutes to whict%
the gentleman from Missouri has called attention. It is wel
understood by every lawyer that where a new act is by a'
subsequent Congress which covers the subject and takes t.{\e

lace of the former legislation, it does repeal the previous

aw. Now, here, year after year for six or eight or ten y

at least six or seven years—there has been inserted in the a
propriation bill a clause providing for the purchase and distripu-
tion of theseseeds. Now, it must be true as a matter of law that
those provisions have taken the place of and have repealed th
section of the Revised Statutes to which attention has bee
called. There can be no doubt about that as a question of law;
the new laws cover the whole subject and were intended as &
substitute for the Revised Statutes. And it is going far out
of the way, it seems to me, to try to bolster up this new pro-
vision in this bill by appealing to a provision of the Revised
Statutes which I think has been repealed.

If we examine the last appropriation bill we find no such pro-
vision as this. And it seems to me the chairman of this com-
mittee can not intend to limit the purchase and distribution of
seeds to such as are uncommon and rare—‘‘uncommon to the
country.” I do notcare whoframed that section of the Ravised
Statutes, the framer did not look carefully at the meaning of
the words used; because if you give to the word ** uncommon?
its ordinary meaning the Secretary of Agriculture in the pur-
chase and distribution of seeds would be ﬁmited to those which
are remarkable. -

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to call the attention of the gen-
tleman to the qualifying clause of the proviso, which says, **or
such as can be made more profitable by frequent changes from
one part of our country to another.”

Mr. RAY. Ihave read that disjunctive clause and have con-
sidered its meaning. When we consider the whole paragraph
together it leaves the Secretary of Agriculture at perfect 1ib-
erty to say that there are no rare or remarkable seeds that he
can purchase that would be of any use, and therefore he will
purchase none under this clause. Then, coming to the next
clause, ‘‘or such as can be made more profitable by frequent
changes from one partof our country to another,” he would say,
“‘That is entirelyimpracticable; there arenosuchseeds.” And
sohe would refuse to purchase and distribute any seeds under that
disjunctive clause. If we shall enact into law the language con-
tained in the bill the result will be that the Secretary of Agri-
culture is at liberty to refuse to purchass and distribute any
seeds whatever.

What does the bill mean when it says, **such as can be made
more profitable by frequent changes from one part of our coun-
try to another?” Does it mean changes from the East to the
W‘:ast, or from the North to the South? Everybody knows, Mr.
Chairman, thatit would be absolute nonsence to send cotton seed
and tobacco seed from the Southern States into the Northern
States; or to send most of the seeds which are useful and profita-
blein the Northern States into the Southern States. Imight say

e of the
he pro-
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the same as to the transfer of seeds used in the East to the West,
or vice versa. When we look at the character and quality of the
products of these various sections of our country, we see how
nonsensical, how inapplicable to the wants and needsof our coun-
try is the proviso now embraced in the bill.

{trust that the chairman of the committee will examine the
proposed amendment which I have sent to the desk; for I think
he must recognize that it covers everything that he desires to
cover in this matter. I ask that the amendment I sent to the
desk be again read for information.

The Clerk again read the proposed amendment of Mr. RAY.

Mr, RAY. Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me there can be
no objectionto that. It provides for the purchase and distribu-
tion of the best kinds and qualities of seeds, those that are most
rare and of the best or most improved qualities. Itseemsto me
this proposition will provide for just the kind and character of
seeds that we desire. If, however, the chairman of the commit-
tee will not consent to that as a substitute for the language of
the bill, then I insist on my point of order.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman— :

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the point
of order.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If I may be allowed one
moment, I wish to call attention to one point in this connection,
that it may go on record. ;

The gentleman from New York [Mr. RAY] malkes a point of
order on the ground that the wording of the bill now before the
House is not in accordance with the existing law. The chair-
man of the sommittee [Mr. HATCH] reads a provision of the Re-
vised Statutes toshow that it is. Inreplication to that the gen-
tleman from New York says that appropriation bills of several
years past, including the appropriation bill of last year, changed
the law as set forth in the Revised Statutes. In thatthe gen-
tleman is mistaken. Let me read the words of the appropria-
tion act of last year, under the heading, ‘‘ Purchase and dis-
tribution of valuable seed, division of seeds.” The Chair will
mark this language: -

Purchase, propagation, and distribution, as reguired by law, of valuable
seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants, and expense of labor,
transportation, ete.

So that the a{vzproprlation bill, instead of changing the statute,
simply emphasizes the statute as existing law by saying that
these seeds shall be purchased and distributed as required by

law.

Mr, LIVINGSTON. Iwould askthe gentleman from Missouri
if he would not agree to striking out the words ‘' rare and un-
common " and substituting the words * valuable and adaptable”?

Mr. HATCH. I could not consent to thaf, because it would
be a change of existing law, and you have insisted all the way
through tiat. the law should be carried out as it is on the statute
books. We supposed here that it would be only necessary to
refer to it in the language heretofore used. We do not change
the existing law, but simply call attention to it so as to insure
its enforcement.

Mr. RAY. Will the gentleman permit me to askhim a ques-
tion?

Mr. HATCH. Certfainly. :

Mr. RAY. Now, this proviso that we find in the bill has not
been inserted in previous agricultural bills for some years past.

Mr. HATCH. Not in words, but it has been inserted by im-
plication. AL

Mr, RAY. Very good. Assume that it was by implication;
then, if it has not been repealed or affected by legislation here-
tofore—that is to say, if it is to-day the statutory law of the
United States—then I ask the chairman of this committee why
he now, in this appropriation bill, finds it necessary or proper
to incorporate under the head of a prcviso a section of the
vised Statutes? Its insertion here is, I claim, an admission by
the Committee on Agriculture and by the Secretary of Agricul-
ture that that section of the Revised Statutes has been repealed;
and upon that matter, as a question of law, I will base my reputa-
tion as a lawyer when I assert that it has been repealed by sub-
sequent enactments.

r. HATCH. It is only necessary to say, in response to the
gentleman from New York, that the Committee on Agriculture
never have made such an admission as the gentleman proposes,
and the purpose of using the exact language of the statute in
this proviso is to call the attention of the House and the coun-
try to the fact that under the law only such seeds asare rare and
uncommon, in the language of the section, should be purchased
and distributed by the Secretary. The fact is that thatlaw has
been relaxed or abused in the past, and common seeds, such as
turnip seeds, for instance, that can be bought by the ton, have
been put up in packages and shipped through the mails over
the oountrﬁaa rare and valuable seeds.

Mr, PICKLER. Now, right at that point I wish to ask the

gentleman a question. As I understand the gentleman, he says
the object of changing the language of this provision as used
prior appropriation bills, has been to call attention to what he
says have been violations of the law, and that changing the lan-
guage of the appropriation bills and going back to the Tanguage
of the statute is to instruct the Secretary of Agriculfure that he
shall restrict the seed distribution and send out in the future
only rare and uncommon seeds?

It is then an instruction to the Secretary to change the distri-
bution or the manner of distribution, and confine himself in the
langunage of the statute to rare and uncommon seeds.

Mr. HATCH. I may state for the information of the gentle-
man that the present gecretary of Agriculture will not require
any instruction from Congress to obey the law.

Mr. PICKLER. But the gentleman—

Mr. HATCH. Now,the gentleman has asked me a question
and will not allow me to finish the answer.

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman, I think, has not understood
my question. Certainly he has not answered it.

Mr. HATCH. Youdonotgiveme anopportunity toanswer it.

Mr. MICKLER. Very well, then: I beg the gentleman’s par-
don. I shall be glad to have an answer.

Mr. HATCH. As to the distribution of seed, the purpose the
committee had in view was simply to bring prominently to the
Committee of the Whole and to Congress, as well as to the peo-
ple of the country generally, the fact, through this appropria-
tion bill, that the distribution of seeds shall be hereaftér as re-
quired by law. For that reason we have inserted the exactlan-
%gage of the statute. The gentleman must know that there has

en in the past a purchase and distribution of sgeds that were
not such seeds as were worth sending to his constituents.

Mr. PICKLER. But if the gentleman will allow me, where
this paragraph has been inserted in previous appropriation bills
it merely refers to the usual seed distribution, and does not re-
strict the Secretary in the manner proposed here. In other
words, there has not been this restriction imposed in the dis-
tribution of seeds. :

But the question is what isthe intentof the presentap%roprin.-
tion bill in that regard? Now, if it is the purpose of the com-
mittee torestrict the Secretary of Agriculture to the distribution
only of rare and uncommon seeds by requiring him to obey the
exact language of the Revised Statutes I should be very slow to
wanttosee itprevail. Ithinkseed distribution hasbeen success-
ful heretofore, and believe that it has done a great deal of good
throughout the country and ought to be continued.

Myr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. This is simply to warn them
that there must be no further violation of existing law.

Mr. PICKLER. It does not violate the law.

Mr. RAY. I trustthe chairman of the Committee on Agri-
culture will not so reflect upon the Secretary of Agriculture as
to deem it necessa.rg to put into one of our a}:ppropriat.ion bills
the section of the Revised Statutes applicable to and defining
his duties in the purchase and distributionof seeds. It is acon-
fession on his part that he believes the Secretary of Agricul-
ture to be so ignorant or careless that he needs to have the Re-
vised Statutes spread before him in every afpropriation bill
which he is to carry into effect. I hope he will not do that, but
that he will agree to strike out the proviso if he will not accept
the amendment.

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Chairman—

Mr. HATCH. Itis only necessary to say, if the gentleman
from Pennsylvania will allow me for a moment, in response fo
the gentleman from New York that this section of the bill was
submitted to the Secretary of Agriculture before it was acted
upona?y the committee and received his hearty and cordial ap-
proval.

Mr. RAY. If thisis n&mrt of the law of the land, if it is now
in force and in the Revised Statutes, unrepealed heretofore, what
kind of a Secretary of Agriculture have you who proposes de-
liberately to put into an appropriation bill a section of the un-
repealed statutes? It seems to me that it is a confession on the
part of the Secretary of Agriculture himself that this section
of the Revised Statutes has been repealed, and that if is an ap-

al to this House to refnact it in order to give it force or ef-
ect. Otherwise it has no place here,

Mr. COOMBS. I should like to ask the gentleman—

Mr. RAY. Ishould like toask the gentleman one other ques-
tion, if I may be permitted; and I do not intend, Mr. Chairman,
to unnecessarily consume time. It is only for the purpose of
having the bill put in the shap2 that some of us here think it
should be put in. I will ask the chairman of the committee if he
does not know it to be a fact that the present Secretary of Ag-
riculture is opposed to the purchase and distribution of sesds to
the farmers of the country?

Mr. PICKLER. And has so said in his annnal report?

Mr. RAY. Isnof that true?
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Mr. HATCH. I have already stated, Mr. CHairman, that
when this provision was submitted to the Secretary of A, rieu}i
y an
heartily approved it.

Mr. ﬁ'A Y. He cordially and heartily approved if!

Mr. HATCH. I am satisfied that t{le Secretary of Agricul-
ture has been and is nowopposed tothedistribution of any other
than rare and valuable seeds throughout the country.

Mp. RAY. Then why, if the gentleman will permit me, do
you not provide in this bill that the purchase and distribution
of seeds shall be confined to those which are rare and valuable,
such as new varieties. That is what I propose by the amend-
ment which I send to the desk; but you insist on refaining this
provision which provides only for rare and uncommon seeds—
that is, remarkable seeds. They must not only berare, but they
must be uncommon.

Now, what does uncommon mean? I have already stated,and
distribution
of seeds.

I asked thé gentleman a question which he has not answered.
It was whether or not the ?resent Secretary is opgosed to the
purchase and distribution of seeds at all? Thetruth is that the
present Secretary of Agriculture, in his annual report, or in
some report which he has made, has stated in substance and ef-
fect, and in most emphatic langunage, that he is opposed to this

urchase and distribution of seeds. And the gentleman [Mr.
%VILLIAMS of Mississippi] who is seated on this side of the re-
spected chairman of this commitiee saw fit yesterday to make
an attackupon thisidea of the purchase and disfribution of seeds.
He referred to,uncommon seeds. He referred to gentlemen on
this side of the House who represent %fricu.lt.ura.l districts as

umpkin-headed or pumpkin-seed politicians, or something of
Ehnt ind. I do not know that he used those words, but he said
something of that kind,

At any rate he called these seeds electioneering documents.
I desire right here, if I may be permitied to say it, that the
farmers all over this country of ours believe in this purchase
and distribution of seeds. It is about all the recognition they
do get from the Congress of the United States, and I trust that
the members of this House will see to it that the farmers are
not deprived of the seeds which they have been receiving here-
tolore.

Mr, PICKLER. By a hostile Secretary of Agriculture.

Mr. RAY. Every man who is at all acquainted with the
farming interests of this counfry of ours, knows that an inter-
change of seeds from fime to time, and from one locality to
another, is absolutely essential. Every one knows that the crops
of the country will run out unless the farmers are from time to
time supplied with new seeds. What is trueof the animal king-
dom is true of the vegetable kingdom. A continual in-running
and in-breeding of the same seed, in the same locality and upon
the same soil from year to year, will diminish and in time run

, &12;1 the crop. The bringing in of new seed is absolutely essen-

Now, I could speak a long time on this subject. Ifeel deeply,
beeause, to some extent, I am a practical farmer myself and have
great interest in this subject, and I retgresent inpartan agricul-
tural community. I again appeal to the chairman of this com-
mittee, who poses here as a farmer and as the farmer’s friend,
to consent to the striking out of this proviso, and to the inser-
tion of the amendment which I have sent to the Clerk’s desk. If
that amendment is not just as he would like to have it, then let
us make some changes in it, but do not let us make it ible
for the Secretary of Agriculture to cease to purchase and distri-
bute seeds. Do not let us make it ible for him, at his will
and under his construction, to deprive the farmers of this coun-
try of this one recognition that they are receiving at the hands
of the United States Government.

Mr, SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman—

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to ruleupon the poin
of order unless some gentleman desires to speak upon it.

Mr.SIBLEY. Idonotknow thatthequestionoforderhasbeen
very closelyadhered toin thepemarkswhich have been made, and
Imay wander a little if I get on my feef; but there are so many
of us sitting around the distin, ﬁed chairman of the Commit-
tee on Agriculture that I should like to know to whom the gen-
tleman from New York alludes, and on what page of the RECORD
will be found the remarks, when he says that some gentleman
sitting near the chairman of the committee made a remark
about pumpkin seeds.

Mr. RAY. Ireferred not to the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania. You would not say anything of that kind. You would
not have dared do it. It came from the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi. Just what his remark was I do not remember.

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi (to Mr. SIBLEY). Yield to

- me.

Mr. SIBLEY. I yield to the gentleman from Mississippi.

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Ever since I have been a
member of the Houss of Representatives—

Mr. RAY, Itookitatthe time asaa imputation.

My, WILLIAMS of Mississippi (contin ). Having found
the gentlemsn from New York here when I came here, I have
been astonished at his peculiarity about getting things wrong.
Eilmught-er.j My attention has frequently been ed to the

ifficulty on his part of comprehending the simplest thinﬁ.
th;oiw, I E}t. no time said anything about ‘‘pumpkin-headed poli-
clans.

I have not at any time designated gentlemen on the otherside
of this Chamber as being anythingat all. Having indulged in
no designation, the gentleman was eitherlacking in comprehen-
sion or lacking in physical ability to hear; and yet he is not al-
ways as entirely and fully and completely inaccurate as he has
been in that little matter. What I said is in the RECORD, and
?he::g is nothing discourteous, impolite, or even sarcastic in what

said.

Mr, RAY. Does the gentleman say that he did not refer to
pumpkin seed?

Mr, WILLTAMS of Mississippi. You said that I called gen-
tlemen on that side * pumpkin-seed politicians.”

Mr. RAY, Oh,no.

Mr. WILLTAMS of Mississippi. That is what you said. 3

L{;-ﬁEE%AY. I beg the gentleman's pardon. I did not mean to
88, :

Ir, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. You said it, whether you
meant it or not.

Mr. RAY. Now the gentleman misunderstood me.

Mr, PICKLER. Mr, Chairman—

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Chairman—

The CHATRMAN. If the gentleman wants to be heard upon
the point of order the Chair will hear him: but the Chair is
ready to rule. -

Mr, PICKLER. I would like to have a communication read.

The CHATRMAN. On the point of order?

Mr. PICKLER. Yes,sir,

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read, as the gentloman
says it is on the point of order.

The Clerk read as follows:

BRITTON, 8. DAK., January 51, 1394,

Dean Sir: My wife has been pestering me for soms time to write to some
member of Congress for a batch of seeds; I mean such seeds as are sentout
from the Agricultural Department. Now that the Democrats are in power
I presume you havenot! to do but to help make a quorum and gend out
seeds to your hay-seed constituents. Now
stituents, or rather my wife is, as she is go!
ing season, and we deem It but fair that we have our share, or rather my
wife’s share, of garden seeds. Now, We want , honest, Democratic gar-
den seeds, none of your back numbers, so g good enough for old An-
drew Jackson or Samuel J. Tilden or any other Democratic saint. I wonld
like some seventy-day corn, and if the new Administration have any new
silver seed that will produeestandard silver dollars, oreven Mexican dollars,
in about sixty would like some of that.

Our land is well adapted to the of silver. We would like some-
thing that would yield a thousand bushels to the acre, and sell for a dollar
a bushel. We have not farmed mu%m looking for anything new or
profitable. Some of our friends :sazar carp is a good cro ® will
Ei‘imbm afew acrasorca.? for a starter if we can get the seed. Some of our

d friends recommend ostriches, but they ﬁraw so fewin ahill that we
will not venture to try them. There is a small lake near our farm, and my
wife is anxious to raise some gondolas. They are an Italian bird, I be-
leve. The climate here is severe, but she thinks she could raise them by
keeping them near a hard-coal burner in the winter season., If Mr. Morton
couid be prevailed upon to send us a pair of young ones we would esteem it
a g{]exa.t. favor. Wecoulduse somecanvas-back duckseed to good advantage.

ed farming is talked of a good deal, and some our farm is just
the thing for wool. I do not want Poland China or Shorthorn wool seed.
Iwould prefer Shanghai or Irish setter that would shear about 12 pounds
to the vine. We want to try some hard-coal seed this year, as we have paid
£10a ton for coal about as long as we care to. One of my young sons has a
desire to raise a pair of elephants to break our land t.l:{ Do you think
Mr. Morton would be £ to send us a couple of elephant egﬁeto try the
experiment. Some of ouradvanced thinkers advise me to raise a crop of
plug tobacco. Inselecting seed I wish you would send ' ‘head,” *'Ol-
max," or ‘*Star.” The climate 1s too dry for fine cut. If the Department
has anything new in jack rabbits, I would like a few vines that would bear
the second year.

Thanking you for past favors, I am, very truly, yours,

JAMES WELLS.
Hon. JOEN A, PICKLER.

am one of your hay-seed con-
to farm extensively the com-

[Laughter and applause.]
The CHAIR . The Chair is ready torule on the pointof
order.

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota, Mr. Chairman—
The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman desire to speak on

the point of order?

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Yes, sir; I should like to
be heard on this point of order.

Mr, HATCH. I insist that the gentleman must confine him-
self to the poinf of order.

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota.

stand, the point of order is whether this chan
"Now, I desire to say that the President of the

Mr. Chairman,as I under-
s existing law.
nited States in
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message undertook to give us information as to whether this
?:.n s existing law. In his message to this Congress at the
pen.EL% of the session he devotes a couple of pages to this very
int of order, suggesting that we should change existing law
this particular. Now, then, the campaign was made in 1892
on the slogan of “economy, refrenchment, and reform.” We
know what ** reform ” means, so far as five or six different tariff
bills can inform us, On the question of what “retrenchment
and economy ’ mean we were enlightened very much by the mes-
sage of the President on the subject of garden seed.

e farmers invoting forretrenchmentand economy supposed
that there would be a retrenchment in Wall street and among
the ““gold bugs” and among some other fellows except them-
selves. When we came here the President senf in his message

posing to tell us how to economize, and he told us last year
fﬁg expense of these seeds was $66,5648.61. Is not that rather
astonishing? Thatisalittle picayune item. Thatisallif means,
1t will cost $66,000. Thatis all. That is the picayune kind of
economy and retrenchment. That is all it sums up, and we are
required to pass these items in which we are to economize and

orm. We are to stop this little expenditure of 2 centsa pack-
age, as that is what it cost last year,for these few garden seeds.

He tells us on page 26 of the message that last year there was
enough cabbage seeds sentout to plant 19,200acres. How man
cabbage seeds were sent out this year, I would like to know?
did not get a single one, and I do not aup&ose that other mem-
bers dlg. The President goes on to tell the guantity of sweet
corn and other expensive seeds that were sent out last year.
Under the existing law the Secretary of Agriculture was not
allowed to skip the seed business entirely, but he was allowed
to use his diseretion and to purchase cheap seeds instead of costly
ones, so that instead of onion and cabbage seeds that it takes two
years to grow, we get this year squashes and radishes and sal-
sig, things that are of no good, but that are cheap and that en-
able the Department to economize in buyingseed so as toredeem
the pledge of ** economy, retrenchment, and reform.”

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair is ready to rule on the pointof
order. The paragraph under consideration providesa sum of
money for the purehase,‘.lm&gatim, and distribution of seeds,
bulbs, trees, ete., as req by law. If the provision stopped
there, there could not be any controversy as to whether it would
be obnoxious to the point of order. But there is a proviso be-
ﬁ?nmg on line 20, which provides that this purchase and dis-

ibution of seed **shall be confined tosuch seedsasarerare and
uncommon to the country, or such as can be made more profit-
able b¥ frequent change from one part of our country to an-
other.”

The point of order is that these words, beginning with the
proviso on line 20, change existing law. The fact is that the

roviso is in the exact language of the existing law, The
E!hulr therefore holds that it does not change existing law, and
overrules the point of order.

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, of course that decision leaves the

aph in the bill, and now I ask thatmy amendment be read.

Mr. HATCH. I make the point of order on the amendment,

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of
the gentleman from New York.

The amendment of Mr. RAY was again read, as [ollows:

On page 15 amend lines 20, 21,22, 23 so that the proviso will read as follows:

* Provided, That this purchase and distribution of seeds shall be confined
to such seeds as are of the best and mostimproved varieties, and having in
view the introduction of new and rare varieties suitable for those gections
of the United States where distribution as hereinafter provided is to be
made, or such as by changes from one Fart of ourcountry to another ‘?m
tend to increase and make more profitable the crops produced therefrom."

The CHATRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the point of
order, unless the gentleman from New York has something new
that he desires to submit.

Mr. RAY. I wantto occupy just abouta minute. I desire
E apologize to the gentleman from Mississippi[Mr. WILLIAMS]

so far as an apology may be necessary in view of the language
that I used. I did not mean to he offensive in any way, and I
trust that I was not so. Iwant to call attention, however, to the
language which the gentleman from Mississippi did use, and to
whichn% referred in my remarks. If will be found on page 5779

~of the RECORD; and is as follows:

Mr. of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment
will not vail. Idiffer from the gentleman from Georgia more widely.

Ithink what we want in the Agricultural Department is less pumpkin seed,
less corn, and less electioneering vegetable seed generally, and more sys-
matie, scientific information based upon intellizent experimentation.

Isee, Mr, Chairman, that instead of the gentleman's speech
being a reflection upon thisside of the House, it wasa reflection
upon the Department of Agriculture.

Mr. WL MS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, in that con-
nection, that I am compelled now to make a remark exactly op-
posite to the one which I made awhile ago with reference fo
the gentleman from New York [Mr. RAY], because his last ob-

e
0

servation shows that so far from being blind or shortsighted,
he is a man of remarkable penetration of vision if he can pos-
sibly discover in anything that I have said a reflection upon the
Secretary of Agriculture or upon anybody else. What he has
quoted is exactly what I said except as to one word. The Off-
cial Reporter, not being acquainted, 1 presume, with ‘*collards®
turned that word into “corn.” I do not blame the reporter for
not catching the word, because collards, I believe, are peculiar
to my section of the couniry, and with the exception of that
word, what is in the RECORD isexactly what I did say.

Now, seriously, Mr. Chairman, I do say that what we want is
that the Department of Agriculture shall bs turned intoa piece
of machinery for the improvement of the agriculture of this
country, and to that end that it shall be required to expend its
money in such a manner as to introduce new products in dif-
ferent parts of the counfry, to diversify our agricultural indus-
tries instead of frittering away the people’s monaiv by sendi
blue grass seed to Bourbon County, Ky., and ordinary uplan
cotton seed to Yazoo County, Miss,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. _

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to offer an amendment. I move to
to strike out ‘* thirty,” in line 19, before the word * thousand,”
and insert *‘sixty,” so as to make the clause read ‘‘one hundred
and sixty thousand dollars.” I want the same amount for seeds
that we had last year, that is all, and I desire to be heard upon
that for a moment.

The CHATIRMAN. The Cheair will hear the gentleman.

Mr. PICKLER. It will be observed that $130,000 is appro-
priated here for the purchase of seeds. That was the amount,
as I understand it, appropriated last year, and, as far as I know
for several years previous, and it would be all right if it stood
by itself, but near the bottom of page 16 is found a provision
‘‘that the Secretary of Agriculture may use not to exceed $30,-
000 of the amount here appropriated for other purposes which
are there defined.”

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am positively and emphatically agalnst
reducing the amount of this appropriation for garden seed. I
know it is quite common to sneer about sending out garden seed
to our constituents, but I takeit the gentleman from Mississippi
must have beenindulging a jocular spirit when he even referred
to thesubject in that strain. I do not believe a member on this
floor has a constituency that could be influenced by a few pack-
ages of garden seed. Furthermore, I believe there is not a
member here who, in the distribution of these seed, diserimi-
nates between members of different political parties, or sends
these seed entirely or principally to members of one party. I
believe there is no member here who does not make a fair dis-
tribution among members of all parties. -

Six papers or ten papers of garden seed may seem like a small
thing to many of us; yet there are here and there in the cabins
which dot the various parts of this country men to whom even
these small quantities of seed are some help when gardening
time comes.

But, sir, the great importance of the appropriation for this
purguse lies, in my view, in this: The Government certainly does
send out good seed; it selects the best qualities; it supplies new
and valuable varieties. This is the only means we have of dis-
tributing these new and improved varieties over the country.
Now, while a package of garden seed may be worth only 5 or 10

ts, yet in some States a man receiving a package of such seed
may find an improved variety. From what he plants he saves
the seed, and continues to plant from year to year this new and
valuable variety; and within a few years his neighborhood, and
probably his State, are benefited to the extent of tensof thou-
sands of dollars by reason of that small package of a desirable
variety of seed, sent originally from Washington.

Mr. WILSON of Washington. May I interrupt the gentle-
man & moment? :

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir.

Mr. WILSON of Washington. As I understand the provi-
sion here relative to seed we are going to discontinue in a large
degree the distribution of the ordinary packages of seed, and
are %oaing into the dissemination of rare varieties of bulbs and
all that sort of thing. If we are going to strike down any part
of this appropriation, why not strike out that part which refers
to ““rare and uncommon seed.” My people and your people, if
they want any of these seed at a.llj: want seed that will raise
something to eat. We do not want any flowers; we do not want
any bulbs. Who on earth away out there on the prairies wants
rare and uncommon bulbs? Why should the committee come
in here with that sort of phraseology in order to get back to an
old statute which has been repsaled time and timeagain® Give
us an appropriation (if you give us anything at all) that will fur-
nish us seed from which we can raise something to eat.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South
Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] has expired.
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Mr. PICKLER. Iask [or three minutes more.

There was no objection. 3

Mr. WILSON of Washingfon. Will the gentleman from
South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] yield to me a second?

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir.

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman from Massa-
chusetts [Mr. CoGsWELL] asked me justnow,although members
generally may not have heard the remark, whether I would pre-
for the cash. I want to say to the gentleman from Massachu-
setts, who represents a rich and powerful and distingunished con-
stituency, that we would prefer at all times and under all eir-
cumstances the cold and silent cash. [Laughter.]

Mr. COGSWELL. I have no doubt of it.

Mr. WILSON of Washington. There is no doubt about that,
and if we can not get the cash we will take something to eat.

Mr. PICKLER. I was trying to bring to the attention of the
House the great advantage which the country generally receives
from the distributionof these better varieties of seed. Gentle-
men know that in this way our varieties of wheat have been im-
proved, and various kinds of vegetables have been improved;
and in this way there has come to the country untold wealth.

Furthermore, why should we begin with the farmeron ameas-
ure of this kind? The gentleman from New York, in my opin-
ion, made a good pointawhile ago when he said that this isabout
the only way that a large number of our constituents ever know
that they belong to the Government of the United States. It
is gratifying, I believe, toa man living away outon the prairies
or in the timber country, for him to find once in a while that he
is remembered, and for him to know that somebody bere in
Washington connected with this great Government remembers
him sufficiently to send him even a few packages of gardenseed.
Such a thing brings to his mind the fact that he is a part of the
Government; that we have a Department of Agriculture, with
a Secretary of Agriculture at its head. I believe such things
tend to foster patriotism, and inthis way help the countryapart
from any direct benefit from the seeds themselves.

Iregret to observe that the present Secretary of Agriculture
is against this distribution; and I am sorry that the chairman of
the committee has yielded, as I believe, against his own judg-
ment, which would be in favor of continuing the provision here-
tofore made in this direction. I believe the influence of the
Secretary of AFriculture, who has shown himself an enemy to
this appropriation, has forced this new departure in this bill. I
trust that this House will not begin to cut down where the in-
terests of the farmers are concerned and deny them the small
benefit they have heretofore derived in this matter. I know
that from my State I have frequent calls for these seeds; and I
know that when I distribute them they are appreciated.

Mr, HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I wish to have read from the
Clerk’s desk, in reply to the gentleman, a letter sent tothe com-
mittee by the Assistant Secretary of Aﬁicnltura, which isa
complete answer to the statements which have been made.

The Clerk read as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE,
OFFICE OF ASSISTANT SECRETARY,
Washington, D. C., May 9, 1594

DEAR SIR: I have the honor to inclose you herewith a printed copy of a
letter dated April 26, 1894, addressed to the Hon. Secretary of Agriculture
by the chief of the seed division of this Department. This letter contains
some items which I believe will be of interest to your committee. One or
two points are worthy of repetition here. The chief of the seed division re-
ports that during the seed distribution season just closed the actual cost of
seeds, apart from the e?ensas of packing and distribution, was about 857,-
000, as agalnst. $66.548.61 during the same period last year—asaving of §9,000,
While there was this reduction in the cost of the seeds, he was still able to
increase the number of packages forwarded by Con en 23.3 per cent
as compared with lastyear. Each Member of Congress received about 17,-
D00 papers of vegetableseeds and 1,500 papers of flower seeds. In addition
to tg?s the Secretary’s quota has been almost entirely exhansted by direct
distribution to the people of the country. An extensive distribution of
sugar-beet seed, sorghum seed, and foreign cotton seed was made for other
divisions, and without increasing expenses.

The grand total stands 7,704,464 papers of seeds for 1892-'3, and over 9,500, -
000 papers for 1893-4, The largeincreaselin the amount of seeds supplied at
the ed cost to the Government is the ‘Boim. to which we would ask
geour attention. It isbelleved that still greater improvements can

made in the force of this division dur the coming year. These facts
would lead us to believe that Members of Congress need not expect any re-
duction in the supply of seeds for distribution as the result of the proposed
use of £30,000 of the seed appropriation for the preparation and publication
of Farmers’ Bulletins to be distributed by them as seeds are distributed.

Very respectfully,
CHAS. W. DABNEY, J&.,
Asgistant S:cretary.
Hon. WiLLIAM H. HATCH,
hairman of Commitiece on Agricullure,
United States House of Representatives.

Mr. HATCH. I alsoask unanimous consent to have published
in the RECORD as a Pa.rt of my remarks, without reading it, a
report from the Chief of the Seed Division, which members can
see in the RECORD in the morning, as having a direct bearing
upon this question.

There being no objection, the report was ordered to be printed

for the fi

It is as follows:
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE,
OFFICE OF CHIEF OF SEED DIVISION,
Washington, D, C., April 26, 1894,

- SIR: The distribution of seed for the fiscal year 183-'0¢ being pra.cl:-ic.'«ﬁg
Si

completed, I desire to submit to you a report of the operations of the
Division, together with a comparative statement of expense of distribution
years 1802-'93 1803-"94.

The distribution for 1892 and 1803 amounted to 7,704,464 papers of seed, for
which an appropriation of $130,000 was made. In addition therato 5,000
Was sppmprfuwd for repalrs to printing presses, and for printing seed
labels and seed pockets.

A geparate appropriation for salaries ol theclerical force in the Seed Divi-
sion, amounting to $13,500, and clerks detailed from other rolls, brought the
statutory salaries up to §16,000. TheCongressional Division, engaged solely
in the handling ot.correaggndenoe relative to the Congressional distribution,
required a force of clerks whose aggregate salaries amounted to £14,000,
mnlm:hgin round numbers the sum of §165,000. Of this sum $66,548.61 was
expended for seed; #,000 for bulbs, cuttings, etc., and the balance, $03,551.39,
for statutory salaries, diem labor, and supplies.

It is apparent, therefore, that each dollar’s worth of seed purchased cost
the Department about §1.47 for distribution. From a business stsndpoint
this ap to be rather expensive work, and a reorganization of the
methods of preparation and distribution of seed was effected which has re-
sulted in considerable saving in the cost thereof.

During the current fiscal year, for which appropriations were the same as
in 1892 and 1893, 9,600,000 papers of seed were prepared for distribution, or
23.3 per cent more than last year. Had the same methods been followed as
those pursued last year in distributing such a large amountof seed, the cost
would reach the sum of $180,000, for granted, of course, that an in-
crease of 23.8 per cent in product would require a like increase in labor and

supplies.

'Fha cost of sead for the current fiscal year amounts to about $57,000, a
saving of about $9,000,

The abolition of the Congressional division and the transfer of its work
to the seed division has effected a saving of §12,600,

The position of superintendent of the seed room being one of no impor-
tance to the Department,and c g a salary of ll,&)ﬂ.ias been abolished;
which, with the reduction in the clerical force, makes a saving of $4,000 in
statutory salaries in the seed division. Paper and seed bags cost $2,500 less
than last year. On labor in the seed room a saving of about £3,000 under
last year's figures has been made; butin view of the fact that 23.3 per cent
more seed was handled, the comparative cost is much less than formerly.

The eml)loyés in the seed room were formerly classed as per diem em-
ployés at £1.50 per day for time actually employed. The injustice of this
Was 80 a];]:grent that the employés were placed upon a monthly roll at a
salary of 840 per month and thereby given the privilege of the usual amount
of leave of absence without loss of pay, a pri tﬁo enjoyed heretofore only
by Eho better paid clerks and higher oficials to the exclusion of the *' labor-
ers” in the seed room and ?rtnt, office.

The slight additional outlay was, in my opinion, fully covered by the bet-
ter quality and greater quantity of work performed. amount in addi-
tion to the monthly pay of each employé was less than # per month for each

person.

Notice of distribution and Congressional allotment was published on No-
vember 15, 1803, and the first Congressional quota was delivered on Novem-
ber 24, nearly six weeks earlier than the usual time of first delivery, thus

ving the paogla of the Southern States an opg;n-cunity to test the seeds

urnished by the Government in ample time for their sarly planting.

'I'm; nléotmam to San.a.mlr; &%d Mombm;so! Cga 8 e;;ns ld 551036 increased
over last year, aver, \ of ve @ 8 and I, s of
flower seed to each.aqﬁg damg?l,p;r:wanr,g%as greater than thﬂ%eégly.
and in complying even in part therewith the Secretary)s quota suflered to
such an extent as to necessitate the refusal of many tho requests from
miscellaneous applicants. In the transmission of the seed through the
malls some 25,000 mail sacks were used.

Considerableattention wasgiven to the distribution of new and useful seed,
especially in fleld corn and forage plants. The ::fatabie and flower seeds
were of the best varieties obtainable and subjected to the mostcareful tests
asto %ermlna_tion before acceptance. Distribution was also made of special
seeds for other divisions, viz, sugar beet, sorghum, and cotton seed.

For whatever success the division may have had I have to present my
thanks to the chief clerk for his valuable aid and advice and his careful se-
lection of a?:é)loyés ed to duty in this division, and also to the cheerful
manner in which the assistants in the division seconded any effort made by
me in the improvement of the methods of business.

Respectf submitted.

A M. E, FAGAN,

Chief of Seed Division.

Hon. J. STERLING MORTON,

Becretary of Agriculture.

Mr. LUCAS. Mr, Chairman, I desire, as a representative of
the farming interest of this country, to say that I hope the
amendment offered by m'f colleague from South Dakota [Mr.
PickLER] will prevail. This is the place and the only place
that the farmers of this nation are recognized.

It is so rare in the distribution of the public funds in the way
of aipropriat.ion that the large mass of representative men who
are known as farmers ever receive any recognition, that at this

int it seems to me manifestly proper that in the matter of a

ew thousand dollars to be distributed all over the nation, which

will inure largely to their benefit, there should not be a mo-
ment's hesitation in the minds of this body. There is no one
thing that a farmer is so proud of as to be recognized at the De-
partments of the Government, or to receive a package of seeds
from the National Government.

As to this matter of seed distribution, there can be no question
of the value and importance of keeping it up. This springI,
as well as others, I presume, on this floor, have received appli-
cations for many more seeds than I had in my power to distrib-
ute; in fact, I could have distributed 10,000 more packages
than I was able to get. And not only that, sir, but the calls are
still coming in, and when my colleague has tried to make pro-
vision for next year by increasing the appropriation for this
purpose, it seems to me we should nrt hesitate to grant 30,000
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or even $200,000 more if necessary, so that the farmers of this
nation who form the basis—the substratum—on which the whole
fabric rests, may receive some recognition from the Govern-
ment, and be enabled through the distribution of these seeds to
reap some of the benefits to which they are entitled.

sk %o the amendment of my colleague will be adopted.

Myr. ENGLISH of New Jersey. Mr.Chairman, in view of the
fact, which must be manifest to all, that Tam a farmer of very
large experience, and cultivate an extensive plantation in my
bac%: yard in the city of Newark, I think my remarks on this
subject should engross the attention of the House. -

I have looked for some yearsat this matter of the distribution
of seeds with considerable interest; and I have found, as I be-
lieve every other member of the House will find who gives any
consideration to the matter, that the original intent and purpose
of the law providing for the distribution of seed has been contin-
ually violated. :

It was a beneficent purpose that throughout the country there
should be distributed seeds of new and excellent qualities un-
known to our culfivators; that they should experiment upon
them and determine how well they were adapted for certain lo-
calities and what advantages would spring from their use.
There could have been nothing better or more appropriate than
that. But of late years—I will not lay the fault anywhere, I
only state the fact—of late years we have had the oldest, most
worn-out seeds—and when I say worn-out seeds I mean those
which have been thrown away by intelligent cultivators long
since—distributed all over the country.

I remember last year to have received my quota of seeds. As
I am not the representative of an extensive farming district I
exthanged a good many of them with my agricultural friends
for books, and circulated them instead amongst my constituents.
But I sent some seeds also. Among some of the seeds which I
received were the seeds of the yellow cantaloupe. Now, if you
will go through the South and Westyou will find that pernicious
melon exploded and worn out, and only to be eaten by any man
with pepper and salt [laughter]—I suppose you can find itevery-
where. And it is in the interest of good taste,and the stomachs
of our rural friends as well, that it should be driven from the
country and not be distributed around through the Agricultural
Department. [Laughter.]

gain, you find the red or blue top strap-leaf turnip. Why,
there is not a farmer in the whole country that does not raise
that turnip in abundance, and yet they are sending the seed of
it throughout the land. Let them send out through the Secre-
tary of Agriculture such seeds as are novel and rare, and let the
people determine whether they are of real advantage to the
country or not. That can Only{'e determined by experiment,
made by careful cultivators and by close observation.

As to the amount of the appropriation, Idonot care whatitis.
I am perfectly willing to vote for any reasonable amount, pro-
vided the original and logieal purpose of the law is carried out.
But to send out yellow cantaloupe seeds and blue top st.m&)-lea[
turnip seeds throughout the country; I would not vote a dollar
for it. [Laughter.

Mr. COFFEEN. = Mr. Chairman, it was not my iSmr se to
take any part in this discussion, but I know how easily the peo-

le who vote on this question in this Hall may be lead astray
rom the main issue by such a speech as we have just listened
to. I desire tosay in behalf of the amendment offered by the
g::t.leman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] that all that has
n said as a criticism of the kind of seeds sent out by the De-
partment of Agriculture, I believe to be not only pertinent to
the question we are discussing, but to be in the correct.

Let us not vote down this amendment to provide a proper sup-
glsé of seeds simply because the administration of affairs has not
o n the most wisely conducted. Let usrather accept the erit-

cism,

I agree with the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. ENGLISH]
that the sending out of purple-top turnip and yellow
cantaloupe seeds, and all these old-fashioned seeds which are
already in general use ought to give way to the distribution of
the newer and more experimental kinds, and that these newer
and imgroved kinds of seed which are valuable and which cost
more should be widely distributed for the purposes of experi-
mentation.

This amendment now pending is in the direction of allowing
830,000 more for the very purpose of enabling the Secretary of
Agriculture to better carry out a more perfect system of seed
distribution, to send out more valuable seeds, to send out more
new varieties, if you please, that they may be experimented upon
in every part of this country.

One word further while I am on the floor, and thatis the prin-
cipal purpose for which I have arisen. T wish to say, in behalf
of the State which I have the honor to represent, that so far
from the seeds being unappreciated in the State of Wyoming,

we have had the same experience there that the gentleman from
South Dakota [Mr. Liucas] has mentioned—that is, we have
many calls for seeds, away beyond the number which we can
supply. Although it looks very well to say that our quota of
seeds is 17,000 packages; yet, put up inlittle parcels as they are,
it means only three or four thousand parcels to reach therefore
three or four thousand families, and the amount is entirely in-
sufficient to supply the demand from my State. I therefore
stand with other gentlemen from the West in behalf of agricul-
ture in general, and say that if we are to appropriate anything
for the distribution of seeds, we should endeavor to enable that
Department to do the most efficient work possible, and add this
830,000 more for the distribution of the better and newer kind
of seeds. That is the purpose of the amendment and my reason
for favoring it.

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I am certain
that the amendment of the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr,
PICKLER] to increase the amount of this appropriation should
be adopted. Inasmnch aswe have gone forward thus far in this
bill, and have cut down the appropriations in no other respect,
I thinkit would bewell not to reduce, but increase, this amount.
I find on examining the bill that we still continue the appropri-
ation for ornithology and mammals and pomology, and all &
sort of thing, and as long as we do that I think we mightat least
continue the aPpropth on that would be of benefit to the farm-
ing portions of the West. I find that the chief of this division,
whose letter has been read from the Clerk’s desk, recommend-
ing that this appropriation be cut down, has written another
circular, which was not read, but which will appear in the REC-
ORD. I do not understand why, in the first year of the ad-
ministration of the Agricultural Department by the Democratic
ggrty, they seek to take away that which gives the greatest
haneﬁt to the farmers, in my judgment, of any appropriation we

ve.

What do the farmers care about the appropriation for orni-
thology? What do they careabout the appropriation for stuffed
birds? What do theycare aboutdelving into prehistoric times
to tell whether birds in the paleozoic age existed with or with-
out teeth? They care nothing about that. They want some-
thing practical, something beneficial, something by which or
through which they can improve their condition. gll of these
appropriations running along here, page after page, for objects
with unpronounceable names—botany, ornithology, mammals,
%)omology, and that sort of stuff—are not for the benefit of the
armer.

Mr. CRAIN. Will the gentleman permit a question®

Mr, WILSON of Washington. With pleasure.

Mr. CRAIN. Does not the gentleman think it would be ver
advantageous to the farmers of the country to keep in the bi
this a%mpriation for arboretum?

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Certainly; arboretum isa good
thing. It may take an operation on the brain o tell what it is,
but it is a good thing for the farmer. He can raise more wheat,
hogs, corn, and things of that kind. In making the recom-
mendation that the appropriation for seedsbe cut in half, no
recommendation has come to us that the salary of any of the
chiefs of these divisions be cut down. They are all getfing
two, three, and four thousand dollars per year. No chief of
division has recommended in his letter that his salary be dimin-
ished, nor that of any subordinate.

Mr. WISE. You do not take them for fools?

Mr, WILSON of Washington. Why, certainly not. They
are simplg Democrats.

Mr. PICKLER. Ifthe gentleman will allow me, [ think the
farmers of the country have not agreed with the present Sec-
retary of Agriculture on much that he has done, and I do not
think t.h(-iy will. y

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Oh, the Secretary of Agricul-
ture is running newspapers.

But, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say this: The seeds which [ have
sent outthis year to my constituents are doing and will do a great
deal of good, and I think it is about the only thing in this bill that
does anybody any good. I do not think pomologir or anthro-
pology or anything of that kind does the farmers of the country
much good. So I hope that the gentleman from Missouri, who
takessuch greatinterestin everything that will benefit the farm-
ers, will not oppose the increase called for in the amendment to
lthe amount appropriated in the agricultural appropriation bill of
ast year.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mpr. Chairman,if Ican have
the attention of the House for a few moments I would like to
call its attention to the importance of this movement begun in
this bill for the distribution of the Farmers' Bulletins among
the farmers of the country. I tike it, Mr. Chairman, that we
are all agreed that with the limited means at our command we
ought to do the utmost possible good for the farming element of
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this country. I know that is true of men who come from my
section of the country, nine-tenths of whose constituents depend
for a living upon agriculture.

Now, it just so happens that lately I have had my attention
called to some of these bulletins, Tﬂis billprovides, Mr. Chair-
man, that $30,000 of the amount hereby appropriated shall be
used for the distribution of these bulletins among the farmers of
the country, the Representatives here getting for distribution
two-thirds of the bulletins, just as they do now of the seed. I
have sent to my district lately some bulletins on the subject of

' cotton fertilizers,” and some on “raising and furning under as
fertilizers luguminous plants” of various kinds. There has
lately been a grent deal of interest arcused in my section of
country on the subject of the “cultivation of the sugar beet;”
and the Agricultural Department has issued a very important
and interesting pamphlet upon experimentation in the cultiva-
tion of sugar beets.

‘We are beginning down there to find that a large part of the
country which has heretofore been worn out by the cultivation
of our staple can be finely ada;lziwrl to some other things. I have,
I believe, received more thanks for those bulletins than for any-
thing T have sent out. I agree with the gentleman from South
Dakota, that the farmer gets entirely too little, so far as that is
concerned, of the benefits of this Government, which should in-
ure to the benefit of all, They get benefit from the protection
of their lives, liberty, and property and the mainfenance of
civilization; and they do not ];ay a dollar too much to get those
things if their worth is considered, because they are valuable
things to have. But the% get no special benefit of any descrip-
tion that I know of; and I do think that this seed distribution
is a matter of the very utmost importance to them; but I think
at the same time that that distribution ought to take place in a
manner that shall inure to the diversification and improvement
of agriculture.

I do not think that it is a specially important thing to send
out ““ Biue Peter pease.” When I wrote to the Department for
“Texas blue grass,” a new grass which has been introduced in
my seetion, they should not have sent me a lot of * Kentucky
blue grass,”asIcan buy that at any seedstore. Ithink weought
to use the money in such a manner that it shall not be wasted or
recklessly thrown away. If I had myown way about itI wonld
only use the money for the intreduction of new, uncommon, and
improved varieties. And, moreover, %entlemen, although it
may be treason to say so here, so far as Lam concerned, I would
have these seed distributed by the experimental stations of the
country, or through somebody who the time to study the
soil ang the localities and the question of the adaptation of vege-
tables to the particular locality, and not through Congressmen,
who,asa rule, know just about as much about far asa drove
of hogs do about the theory of metempsychosis. If thatbe trea-
son, you can make the most possible out of it. Now, the diver-
sion 0f$30,000 of thisseed appropriation will not hurt you in the
amount of seed received heretofore; and that is shown by a let-

_ ter from the Secretary of Agriculture.

Mr. PICKLER. How can you take off $30,000 and not decrease
the quantity of seed sent out?

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, the Secretary shows
very conclusively that he will be enabled to give as many seeds
with thatamount as the Departmenthas been giving heretofore,
because seeds of all sort are so much lower in Frice.

Mr. PICKLER. Now, if the gentleman will allow me, why
would it not do, if he could get the seeds a little cheaper, for

him to give us more seeds? >
That is what I am coming

Mr. WILLIAMS of M.lssissipﬂ.
to. We want to put the money in ourhands fo the best use pos-

sible for the farming interest. We have iusb so much money to

use. We are standing here in the face of a depleted Treasury.

h]@:’ou want, by your amendment, to increass the appropriation
ere $30,000.

Mr. PICKLER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. My amend-
ment only seeks to fix the amount of $130,000 for seed, as appro-
priated last year.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand that.

Mr. PICKLER. And I take care of the bulletin proposition.
We are for the bulletins also; but we want some seeds after our
lands have been improved. :

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Iunderstand the gentleman
fully, and if he had parmimé me to complete my remarks he
would have understood me.

My. Chairman, we have heretofore appropriated a certain
amount for this purpose. Now, the Secretary of Agriculture,
after getting hundreds of letters from agricultural colleges and
commercial cities, comes here with a proposition recommending
the diversion of $30,000 of the usual amount to the publication
and distribution of these interesting bulletins, some of which I
have called your aftention to. !

' Now, the gentleman comes in and ﬁpropoaes to keep the amount
{for seed distribution at the same figure, which is of course an’
increase of $30,000 in the appropriation, which we do not believe
we can afford in the present condition of the Treasury.

Mr. MOSES, I desire to ask the gentlemana question, and I
wt]: unanimous consent that his time be extended for five min-
utes. ’

There was no objection.

Mr. MOSES. I wish to ask the gentleman if he is in favor of
making a&lyuppmpriationwhatfaver for the distribution of seeds?

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. OI course I am, and I think
the law now on the statute book}is one of the wisest that Con-
gress ever enacted; a law which enables the Federal Govern-
ment to send to all parts of the country seeds of new varieties,
improved varieties, uncommon varieties, and to introduce them
to the notice of the people to improve and diversily our agri-
culture, There is no man on the floor of this House who will go
farther in that direction than I will. I believe we have a right
to do it, and I think it is our duty to do it.

Mr, MOSES., Yesterday afternoon when I pleaded for the
maintenance of the same amount as in the last bill for the pur-
chase of seedsIthoughtthe gentleman denominated mea pump-
kin-seed politician. [Laughter.] ;

Mr. W1 S of Mississippi. If you thought so the expec-
tation must have been father to the thought, for I did no such
thing. [Laughter.]

Mr. MOSES. I will say this to the gentleman from Missis-
sippi: Ten years ago youhad a cotton that, whenitopened, would
not stay in the boll two weeks, but through the efforts of this
Department you have to-day in your State of Mississippi and in
Texas a cotton that will stay in the boll until February, thereby .
adding hundreds of millions to the value of the cotton crop. The
gentleman knows that is so.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 2

Mr. MOSES. Now, I am one of these pumpkin-seed farmers.
I was t.aughht agriculture not in the universities of Germany, but
between the plow-handles in Georgia. [Laughter.]

Mr. S of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I gave way
for the gentleman to ask me a question, not to make a stump

h for his own benefit and my damage. Now, I did not
either yesterday or at any other time, designate the gentleman
or anyone else as a pumpkin-seed politician. I do not indulge
in language of that sort, especially to a gentleman who has al-
g:ys been g0 kind and friendly with me as the gentleman from

orgia.

I am aware of the fact, Mr. Chairman, that the Department
of Agriculture has distributed some very valuable seeds. In
my own part of the country it has distributed seeds of some new
and very much improved varieties of cotton and other plants,
We used to raise cotton that was only five-eighths of an inch
long in the staple, whereas we now have cotton that is from an
inch and a quarter to an inch and three-eighths, and an inch
and a half long, and we get 11 to 24 cents a pound more for it
than for the common cotton.

To some extent and for some few varieties we are largely in-
debted to the Government for this improvement.

What I am contending for is that the Department of Agri-
culture shall continue in the line of just such improvements as
that, introducing new or improved varieties of seeds, and shall
not fritter away its energies or the farmers’ money in sending
ordinary cabbage seeds obtained from Landreth's Seed Farm,
near Philadelphia, to Yazoo County, Miss., orinto the district
of the gentleman [rom Georgia.

Now, I have said that this view as to the desirableness of these
bulletins meets the approval of the agricultural societies and
colleges all over the country. I have received numbers of let-
ters to that effect, but here are two that I happened to getas I
came up the steps this morning. Ondof them is from a director
of the Agricultural College of the State of Pennsylvania, and an-
other is from the Secretary of the State Agricultural Society of
Pennsylvania, and I ask to have them read by the Clerk for the .
enlightenment of the House. But before he readsthemIwant
it diatinct.l}v} understood that my position on this matter is notto
circumscribe the usefulness of the Department, not to limit its
operation, but to follow out the law as it stands on the statute
book, and as it was enacted with a great deal of wisdom in the
beginning.

When I ask for grass seed for my district I do not want a
grm which will not grow there, or one which we already have,

ut I want a seed that we are seeking; for example, a grass that
will do for winter pasturage, a great desideratum in my part of
the country, without which ours can notpossibly bacome a stock-
raising region. It hasnotyet been supplied tous or discovered.
I have written to the Secretary of Agriculture about it. I have
written to the experimental stations about it. I gotinformation
‘that the Texas blue grass was the thing, and I tried to get it
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from the Department, but I could not. I could get Kentue
blue grass, which has been tried in my section and has failed,
and which isbeing distributed now to parts of the country where
it is absolutely indigenous.

M. LIVINGSTON. I got the Texas blue grass from the Ag-
ricultural College in your State.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, I could notgetitwhen
I'wanted it. Probably they has then distributed all that they

had.
The communications referred to by Mr. WILLIAMS of Missis-

sippi were read, as follows:
BLOOMSBURG, PA., May 14, 1594,

Dear Sma: Inotice that House bill Nu. 8337 appropriates §130,000for thedis-
tribution of seeds, ete., with the provision thatthe Secretary of Agriculture
may use not to exceed 30,000 for the publishing and distribution of farmers’
hnlfebms. As a member of the board of trustees of our State experiment
station, ithas been my pﬂvﬂff: to observe the interest manifested by farm-
ers in publications of this kind, and I firmly believe that by djvidi;:.g the
amount appropriated and distributing the portion inliterature asDProposed.,
will be far more beneficial tothe farmers than sendjng ount the whole amount
in seeds. Trusting that you can givethismeasure yours%om and thank-
ing you in advance for whatever attention this communication mayreceive
at your hands, I remain,

Most respectfully,

Hon. JouaN 8. WILLTAMS,
House of Bepresenlatives,

H. V. WHITE.
Tashington, D. C.

PENNSYLVANIA STATE AGRICULTURAL SOCIETY,
Harrisburg, Pa., May 15, 1594,

DEAR S1R: This soclety Is anxious to see the agricultural appropriation
bill recently reported to the House from the Committee on %rfcp:;‘hm pass
inits t form. which we understand appropriates $130,000 for seed dis-
tribution, but provides that the Secretary may use note £50,000 of
sum for the preparation of farmers’ bulletins, similar to those already
issued, and glving results of Department and experiment station work in a
form to be of use to the practical farmer. Thislatter proviso weare heartily
in favor of—that is, to distribute information instead of seeds—and we shall
iﬁls%eﬁflygrateml to you for anything you may do in aiding the passage of

The writer is also a member of the Grange and Farmsrs’ Alliance, who
also indorse the measure.
Yours truly,

Hon. JoHN 8. WILLIAMS, .
Chairman Subcommittes on Agricultural Experiment Slations,
Washington, D. C.

STATE COLLEGE, OENTER COUNTY, PA., May 15, 1594,

DpAR SIR: House bill No. 6037, providing for the distribution of litera-
ture among our farmers, Interests me very much. The present depression
of our agriculture is in large measure due to lack of knowledge of the best
methods and best crops among the farmers. New crops and improved
processes must be substituted for the old, and this can not be better brought
about than b{;ha free distribution of information on these matters. 1 sin-
cerely al;%pe that the portion of the bill that provides for this may pass Con-
gress go into immediate effect.

Yours respectfully,
4 JOHN HAMILTON.
Hon. JOEN 8. WILLIAM

Ilouss of Bcpnuntatisi;ss, TFashington, D. C. .
% And also, in conclusion, this from the National Stockman and
armer:
FARMERS' BULLETINS V5. SBEDS.

The appropriation bill now before Congress contains a clause authorizing
the Secretary of Agriculture to use a sum not exeseding $30,000 for the pub-
lication and distribution-of farmers' bulletins. This amount is to be taken
out of the §130,000 to be appropriated for the distribution of seeds. Every-
one who belisyes that the American farmer stands more in need of
sound agricultural information than he does of a few of gtale seeds
should lend his influence toward the passage of this clause of the bill.

Many of onr readers are already familiar with these farmers’ bulletins,
which contain a concise, Fl?.tn statement of the discoveries of the experi-
ment stations of the world and their bearing upon practical icultural
affairs. Next to the agricultural press and the publications of the experi-
ment stations, these farmers' bulletins have, within the past two years, been
among the most important factors in pointing out to farmers a more profit-
able agriculture,

Mr. HATCH. Mr, Chairman, I ask now that we may have a
vote on the amendment of the gentleman from South Dakota.
I am sure the Committee of the Whole understand it; and as
chairman of the committee in charge of this bill I want a full
vote upon it. While I do not believe that the amendmentought
to be adopted, yet, so far as I am concerned, I want to abide by
the majority vote of this committee. Whatever they decide in
regard to it will govern my action throughout this bill until it
becomes a law. I ask for avote.

The question being taken on the amendmentof Mr. PICKLER,
it was agreed to, there being—ayes 78, noes 52.

Mr, Ray and Mr. CRAIN addressed the Chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairrecognizesthe gentleman from
Texas [Mr. CRAIN].

Mr, CRAIN. Ioffer the amendmentwhich I send toihe desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

! Strike outthe proviso beginning in line 20, and reading asfol-
owSs:

Provided, That this purchase and distribution of seeds shall be confined to
such seeds as arsrare and uncommon to the country, or such as can be made
more profitable bafrequent changes from one part of our country to another.

. Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, I see no necessity for inserting

J. SOHALL WILHELM, Secretary.

that proviso in this paragraph. The paragraph (}Jrovides in the
beginning **for the purchase, propagation, and distribution, as
required by law, of seeds,” ete. What necessity can there bs
for inserting this proviso in a paragraph which already pro-
vides that the distrigution shall be made in accordance with law?
If it be true, as suggrested by the chairman of the Committeeon
Agriculture, that the law of 1866 is in forece, and is the onlylaw
applicable to this distribution of seeds, I see no necessity for re-
enacting existing law.

Mr. HATCH. The language which the gentleman proposes
to strike out is the existing law; T hope he will withdraw the
amendment. B

Mr. CRAIN. Iiitis the existing law, that is just the reason
there is no necessity for it. "Why retnact it?

Mr. HATCH., Wae think it is the existing law.

Mr. CRAIN. Why, then, insert it in this bill?

Mr. HATCH. Ihave already stated over and over again the
reason for inserting this language; I do not propose to take up
time in arguing the matter further. Mpr. Chairman, I have al-
ready made a point of order on a similar amendment, and the
Chair sustained the point of order.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair does not understand that any
point of order has been made against this amendment. This is
simply a motion to strike out.

Mr. HATCH. And striking out the provision would be a

change of the existing law.

Mr. CRAIN. Nofatall. The Chair will allow me again to
call attention to the fact that the paragraph begins with this
language: ‘‘For the purchase, propagation, and distribution, as
required by law, of seeds,” etc. Now, if the construction of the
gentleman from Missouri be correct, and if the existing law is
embraced in this proviso—

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks debate on the point of
order is not necessary. The poinf comes too late at any, rate, as
the amendment had been debated for several minutes.

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word in [avor of
the amendment of the gentleman from Texas [Mr.CrRAIN]. I
had Ere red an amendment to the same effect and sent it to the
Clerk’s desk. The Chairman of the Committee on Agriculture
has asserted that the language of this proviso is now the law, is
a part of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and is un-
repealed, and the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole
has so ruled. Now, if that provision is a part of the law, it
should have no place in this bill, but should be sfricken out.
There is no necessity and no propriety in repeating in our ap-
propriation bills the living provisions of the statutes. It isa
waste of time and a waste of money; and asthis is an Adminis-
tration of **economy and reform,” I ask in the name of *“econ-
omy and reform” and for the purpose of reducing expenditures,
that this proviso be struck out.

If it should turn out that this is not the law, then the Seore-
tary of Agriculture will be at liberty t%gurchasa such seeds as
he may think advisable and proper. ere will be no limita-
tion upon his authority in that respect; he can purchase and
distribute such seeds as he believes the farmers of this country
desire and need.

In this connection I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that I have
no sympathy whatever with that kind of oratory which has here
to-day fallen from the lips of bankers and millionaires who own
no land except that occupied by tenants, and who have no in-
terest in the farmers of this country except to collectfrom them
the rents that are due to the landlords.

I have recieved from the farmers of my district hundreds of
applications for seeds that I can not supply. These requests I
sent to the Secretary of Agriculture before the 1st day of May,
and received answer from him returning my request, saying
‘‘Not complied with because it is impossible for me to do 80.%
It seems to me that this very fact is an appeal to this Congress
from the farmers of the country for recognition, and that we
should not take away from them the rights—the privileges more
ﬁrogerly—which they now have under the laws already passed

y Congress.
Mr. MOSES. Will the gentleman allow a question?

Mr. RAY. Yes, sir.

Mr, MOSES. Iam a farmer myself and presume thatyouare.
Are you willing to give them recognition also in a tariff bill?

Mr. RAY. Certainly Tam; and for the very reason that I am
willing to give the farmers recognition in a tariff bill, I am op-
posed to striking off the duty on wool and putting it on the free
list [apglausa on the Republican side], because my doectrine is
to stand by the farmers and preserve the sheep industry and
protect them in that regard at the same time that we protect
them in the seed industry.

Mr. MOSES. How about the cotton industry?

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. HATCH. Let us have a vote.
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The question being taken on the amendment of Mr, CRAIN, it
was rejected.

Mr.CRAIN. ILoffer a further amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Add to the paragraph:

* Provided also, That all seeds that are rare and uncommon to the country
which may be imported by the Secretary of Agriculture for distribution
shall come in free of duty.”

Mr. DINGLEY. I make the pointf of order on that amend-
ment.

Mr. CRAIN, I offer the amendment in compliance with the
suggestion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray].

e CHAmMAgN. The Chair sustains the point of order.

Mr. CRAIN. I would like to be heard on the point of order.
Will the gentleman from Maine state what it is?

Mr. DINGLEY. I simply make the point of order that if
changesexistinglaw, and is not germane to this bill. Theamend-
ment relates to the duties on imports. :

Mr. CRAIN. Well, I will say against the point of order that
I merely wanted to carry out the suggestion of the gentleman
from New York York in the interest of the farmers, and I sup-
posed he had that side of the House behind him. But as the
point of order against benefiting the farmers comes from that
side of the House, and you will not allow these seeds to come in
free of duty, gentlemen on that side of the House making ob-
jeetion, I will withdraw the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

An equal pro on of two-thirds of all seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines,
cuttings, and plants shall, upon their request, hesugpllad to Senators, Rep-
resentatives, and Delegates in Congress for distribution among their con-
stituents; and the person receiving such seeds shall be re?uasted to in-
form t.hesolg?gartment of results of the experiments therewith: Provided,
That all , bulbs, plants, and cuttings herein allotted to Senators, Rep-
resentatives, and Delegates in Congress for distribution remaining uncalled
for on the Ist of May shall be distributed by the Secretary of Agriculture:
And provided also, That the Secretary shall report, as provided in this act,
the place,'quantity, and price of seeds purchased, and the date of purchase,
but nothing in this paragraph shall be construed to prevent the Secretary
of Agriculture from sending seeds to those who apply for the same: Pro-
vided, however, That the Sacretarﬁ;?an not distribute to any Senator, Rep-
resentative, or Delegate seeds entirely unfit for the climate and locality he
represents, but sh: distribute the same so that each member may have
seeds of equal value, as near as may be, and the best adapted to the locality
he represents.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word for the purpose of getting the chairman of the com-
mittee to explain the effectof the language beginning in linell,
the following words:

But not! in this h shall be construed to prevent the Secre
of Augrlil:n,ltg?rgb from 35?535 :geds to those who apnlyl:or the same. et

The first part of the paragraph gives to Congressmen two-
thirds of all theseeds. Now, if that language remains inthe bill,
it strikes me that the Secretary of Agriculture can send a part
of the seed that may be set apart for Congressmen at his own
discretion. !

Mr. HATCH. Not at all. :

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then why not amend by saying from his
one-third?

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman will see, if he will'look at the
bill, that the paragraph preceding that, which provides—

That all seeds, bulbs, plants, and cuttings herein allotted toSenators, Rep-
resentatives, and Delegates in C%?_Fress for distribution remaining uncalled
for on the 1st of May shall be distributed by the Secretary of Agriculture—

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I do not object to that.

Mr. HATCH (continuing):

And provided, also, That the Secretary shall report, as provided in this

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Go on down & little farther.

Mr. HATCH. I will read the whole paragraph.

And provided also, That the Secretary shall report, as provided in this
act, the place, quantity, and price of seeds purchased; and the date of pur-
chase, but nothing in this paragraph shall be construed to prevent the Sec-
retary of Agriculture from sending seeds to those who apply for the same.

Now, that applies to his one-third, and to that portion of the
entire distribution left over and uncalled for by Members and
Senators.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I have no doubt that it was so intended,
but it does not say it.

Mr. HATCH. That has been on the statute book for years,
and has never been complained of by any Secretary. I hope the
gentleman will not make a supercritical objection to that por-
tion of it. There is no objection to the language used.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I withdraw the pro forma amendment.

Mr. RAY. I offer the amendment I send to the desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

On pa&la 16, line & after the word “Agriculture’ insert, “giving preced-
ence to those persons whose names and addresses have been I ed by
Senators and resentat ves in Congress and who have not before during

the same season n supplied by the Department.”

Mr. HATCH. I make the point of order against the amend-
ment. It changes existing law and is new legislation entirely.

Mr. RAY. Mr, Chairman, I do not see how there can be
point of order raised against the amendment or how any gep«
tleman who is in sympathy with the farmers of this land can o
ject to if.

Now, this proviso of itself reads:

Provided, That all seeds, bulbs, plants, and cuttings herein allotted to Sen-
ators, Representatives, and Delegates in for distribution remain-
ing uncalled for on the 1st of May shall be distributed by the Secretary of
Agriculture. ¥

Now, that gives the right to the Secretary to send these seeds
to whomsoever he pleases. The amendment that Isuggest sim-
ply provides that the Secretary of Agriculture, in distributing
this surplus, shall give preference to those persons whose names
have been supplied by Representatives in Congress and Senators,
and who have not before been supplied with seeds during the
same season. In other words, it provides that the Secretary of
Agriculture shall send this surplus of seeds to those persons
?hr{:ﬁghout the United States who think enough of them toask

or them.

Mr. HATCH. Do I understand the gentleman from New
York that this applies simply to the surplus after the 1st of

May?

h{r. RAY. Thatisall.

Mr. HATCH. Then I withdraw the point of order, and I
have no objection to it. I misapprehended it.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I
send to the Clerk’s desk. _ ;

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN].

The Clerk read as follows:

Add to the parn%n.ph the following:

*‘ Provided, also, That the seeds allotted tothe Senators and Representatives
for distribution in the districts embraced within the twenty-fifth and thirty-

second parallels of latitude, shall be ready for delivery on the 10th of
January, or at the earliest practicable time t.I:e‘sman.af.u:'?":Y 2.

Mr. HATCH. I have no objection to that. It is practically
complied with now.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. NORTHWAY. line 7 of page 16, I move to strike out
the word ““ May " and insert the word ** June.”

Now, it will be seen that this amendment just adopted, offered
by the gentleman from New York, will not reach the point that
I want to reach. For instance, on the 1st of May the Secretary
of Agriculture is authorized to send out seeds. He must send
them to members, or to such persons as they designate, up to
that time. But su;i)pose he is rea.df to send them out on the 2d
of May, and there is no person designated. In that case hecan
send them out as he pleases. Now, where I live, as in many
parts of the Northern and Western States, garden seeds are
used much later than the 1st of May. This year I have had ap-
plications for seeds clear down to this week, and sometimes
applications are made as late as the 1st of June.

nder the system of distribution adopted by many of us we
send seeds out fo a very large number of individuals. That
creates a demand on the part of others, They see their neigh-
bors receiving seeds and they send in orders for them; and I
have had probably fifty or more requests this month, since the
1st of May, for gardenseeds. Inone dayIhad applications from
a large number of laboring men in one of the villages or cities
of my district stating that they had had no work this winter,
had earned no money, and were too poor to buy seeds, and as
late as the 10th of May I sent out a large number of packages to
these laboring men. They were very grateful for them. Tt was
a great boon.

r. BROSIUS. Will my friend allow & question?

Mr. NORTHWAY. Yes.

Mr. BROSIUS. Would not the gentleman’s proposition post-
pone the sending out of the residue to so late a time as to prac-
tically render them valueless?

Mr.NORTHWAY. No,sir. Members send out large quanti-
ties of seeds before that time, but I find it is necessary to keep
some on hand, to answer the demands of those who request
them. Thbse who request them are anxious for them and are
grateful to receive them.
4iMr. BROSIUS. Will the gentleman allow one other question?

Mr. NORTHWAY. Certainly.

Mr. BROSIUS. Will this seed be of any value to any farmer
or gardenér, or to anybody else, after the 1st of June? :

Igr. NORTHWAY. No.

Mr. BROSIUS. Then, if you postpone the distribution until
alter the 1st of June, will not these seeds be practically value-
less? !

Mr. NORTHWAY. But between the 1st of May and the 1st
of June a large number are applied for, and if this proposition
in the bill is agreed to, we shall cut off the oppOrtunity to re-
spond to requests which are made to us after the 1st of May.
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Mr. BROSIUS. Have not members and those whom they rep-
gsﬁzt Eima enough to get in their requests for seeds by the 1st
Mr.yN ORTHWAY. Yes; but they do not always make their
applications in time.

r. BROSIUS. Now, if you postpone until the 1st of June
the distribution of the residue, will not all that residue be use-
less after the 1st of June?

Mr. NORTHWAY. Here is the idea: I distribute a large
amount of seed long before the Ist of May. That distribution
creates a demandfor more,and that demand has been continued
this year right down to the present time. If I had no seed on
hand after the 1st of May, then I could not answer that demand.
1 have answered the demands of a large number of persons who
needed these seeds, which demands have come in after the Ist
of May.

Mr. BROSIUS. Isthere asingle seed in the whole catalogue
of seeds, except perhaps turnips, that can be used by the people
after the 1st of June?

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; radishes all the year.

Mr. NORTHWAY. Imove to strike out the 1st of May and
insert 1st of June. :

Mr. BROSIUS. What are you going to do with the seed after
that date?

Mr. NORTHWAY, Let the Secretary distribute them.

Mr, BROSIUS. It is then too late.

?ﬁ[r. NORTHWAY. It hasalways been the 1st of July here-
tofore.

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, there can be no force in that
statement made by the gentleman from Ohio. If he had paid at-
tention he would know the amendment offered by the gentieman
from New York has already been adopted; and that is, that after
the 1st of May, of these surplus seeds to be distributed by the Sec-
retary, preference shall be given to those whose names are fur-
nished by Senators and Representatives to the Department of
Agriculture, and who had not already received them. There
is no more important provision in this bill; and there has not
been a greater waste of money or a worse leak than the depre-
ciation in the value of seeds that have been left on the hands of
the Secretary on the 1st of July. I hope that every member
of the committee will vote against thisamendment. Ithasbeen
aloss to the country and to this entire fund: and it has been
one means why we have in times past received so little for the
money we have expended. I think it is the most beneficial pro-
vision in the bill.

Mr. NORTHWAY. Letme suggest tothe gentleman that if
this provision is adopted the Secretary will have in his posses-
sion the seeds that would be required to fill the demands of each
member after the 2d day of May, and at a time when perhaps
one-half of the requests come to {u.m

Mr. HATCH. There is no reason, in my judgment, why the
amendment of the gentleman should be adog}t;ad.

Mr. NORTHWAY. The Secretary will have at his disposal
the amount left to the credit of each Representative and Senator
on the 2d day of May; and after the 3d day of May he will have
no allowance there; and I have complied with hundreds of such
requests since the 10th of May.

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, in further.
explanation, and in answer to the gentleman from Ohio, I wish
to say that he or any Senator or Member who wishes to do so
can graw his entire quota of seed prior to the 1st day of May
and have them on hand to meet the demands which the gentle-
man says come in after that time. This bill as drawn simply
provides for the nonaction of a Member or Senator.

Mr. NORTHWAY. We do not hire a warehouse when we
come here.

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. [If is presumed that a large
bulk of the seeds have been distributed long before the 1st of
May; and the remaining portion would only be a small quantity
and would not be in the way.

Mr. NORTHWAY. Have you not had requests for seeds
since the 1st of May?

Mr, BAKER of New Hampshire. I will say that I have had
but very few requests since the 1st of May.

Mr. NORTHWAY. Ihavehad a hundred of them; and they
are coming along now.

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I will say further that I
drew my entire quotain bulk and sent every one of them out my-
self without any assistance from the Department; and that I
disposed of them before May to my entire satisfaction, and I
think to that of my constituents.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendmentof the
gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. BRETZ. Lef us have it reported, Mr. Chairman.

The amendment was again reported.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

Mr, CRAIN. I offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 15, in line 25, after the words “ upon their request,” insert ‘“*after
due notification by the Secre of Agriculture that the allotment to their
respective districts is ready for distribution.”

Mr. CRAIN. The amendment simply provides that we shall
be notified that they are ready.

Mr. HATCH. I have no objection to that.

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the amendment
will be considered as agreed to.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

Mr. RAY. Ioffer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 15, after the word “seeds,” insert “bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines,
cuttings, or plants.”

Mr. RAY. Now, Mr. Chairman, this bill provides that the
Secretary shall not ** distribute to any Senator, Representative,
or Delegate seeds entirely unfit for the climate and locality he
represents,” leaving it to be implied that he might send bulbs,
shrubs, and trees of a character entirely unfit for that climate.
Therefore, in order to make the bill symmetrical, and to perfect
it, I move to insert those words.

Mr. HATCH. I willexplain, as I have explained to the gen-
tleman before, that these words are embraced in the general
language of the statute, and to insert them now would be a re
etition. It is simply surplusage, and will accomplish no good.
It is always done. I care nothingabout it, except that it makes
a bungling section of what was a Eerrect section.

Mr. RAY. Itdoesnotmake a bungling section. It makes a
plain, common-sense section of what was a bungling section. A
seed is not a tree, although atree maygrowfromaseed. A seed
is not a shrub, although a shrub may grow from a seed. So that
the argument that the word ‘‘ssed ” covers trees and shrubs is
all nonsense, as the gentleman well knows.

The question was taken on the adoption of the amendment,
and the Chairman announced that the noes seemed to have it.

Mr. RAY. Division.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 36, noes 97.

Mr. RAY. No quorum.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York makes
the point of no quorum. The Chair will appoint the gentleman
from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] and the gentleman from New York
[Mr. RAY] to act as tellers.

Mr. RAY. The gentleman can get along with it in three
minutes, and let that go in.

Mr. HATCH. Yes; and the gentleman has yielded ever
courtesy and every fairness to the gentleman from New Yor
that he is entitled to, and will not permit any more of it. That
is all there is of it. ;

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes
33,noes 7.

Mr. RAY. No quorum.

The CHATRMAN. The point of no quorum being made, the
Clerk will eall the roll.

The roll was called, when the following-named members failed
to respond:

Heiner,

Abbott, Cornish, O'Neil, Mass,
Adams, Ky. Cousins, Henderson, Iowa O'Neill, Mo.
Adams, Pa. Crawford, Hendrix, Outhwaite,
Aitken, Curtis. N.Y. Hermann, Page,
Allen, Dalzell, Hiecks,
Apsley, Davey, Hines, Paynter,
Babeock, Denson, Holman, Pearson,
Baliley, Donovan, Hooker, Miss. Pence,
Baldwin, Doolittle, Hooker, N. Y, Phillips,
Bankhead, Draper, Hopkins, Pa. Pigott,
Bartholdt, Dunn, Hudson, Post,
Bartlett, Edmunds, Hulick, Powers,
Belden, ¢ Hull, Randall,
R R e
tzhoover, pes, ohnson, Ind. Michk.
Bingham, Everett, Johnson, Ohio Ritchie,
Black, Ill Funk, Kem Robinson, Pa,
Bland, Funston, Kribbs, Rusk,
Boatner, Fyan, Lapham, Russell, Conn.
Boutelle, Gardner, Lefever, Russell, Ga.
Bower, N. C. Gear, Linton, Ryan,
Branch, Gillet, N. Y. Lisle, Schermerhorn,
Breckinridge, Ky. Gillett, Mass. Lockwood, cranton,
Brown, Goldzier, Liynch, Settle,
Burnes, Goodnight, Magner, Shaw,
Burrows, Graham, Marshall, Sherma
Bynum, Griffin, MeAleer, Sickles,
Cadmus, Grosvenor, McCall, Simpson,
Campbell, Grout, McCreary, Ky. th,
Cannon, IlL TOW, MeDowell, Snodgrass,
Chickering, Haines McGann, Stephenson,
Clarke, Ala. Hall, Mo McKaig, Stevens,
Clark, Mo. Hammond, McKelghan, Stockdale,
Cobb, Ala. Harter, McMillin, Stone, W. A.
Cockrell, Hartman, Meredith, Sweet,
Cogswell, Hangen, iken, Tarsney,
Cooper, Fla. Hayes, Morsze, Tawney,
Cooper, Ind. Heard, Newlands, Taylor, Tenn.
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Thowmas, Wadsworth, ‘Waugh, White,
Walker, ells, Whiting.
%ﬁ?rifl' Wanger, wheeiar. Ala. Wuwn.unsWash.
an Voorhis, N. Y. Washington, ‘Wheeler, T11 ‘Wright, Pa.

Mr. ROBBINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that my col-
laaﬁue, Mr. CoBB, has been called to the Post-Office Department
on ess. .

The roll call being completed, the committee rose, and the
Speaker having resumed the chair,

Mr, RICHARDSON of Tennessee, the Chairman of the Com-
mittee of the Whole, reported that that committee having had
under consideration a bill (H. R. 6837) making appropriations
for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1895, and having found itself without a quorum, he had
caused the roll to be called and now reported the names of the
absentees to the House.

The SPEAKER. The names will be entered on the Journal.
One hundred and eighty-two gentleman have answered to their
names. The committee will resume its session.

The committee accordingly resumed its session, Mr. RIicH-
ARDSON of Tennessee in the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order, and the
tellers will resume their places. Thequestion is on the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr, RAY].

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—
ayes 26, noes 116,

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, would it be in order for me to
withdraw the amendment?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can withdraw it by unan-
imous consent.

Mr, RAY. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw the amend-
ment.

There was no objection.

Mr. HATCH. I move that the committes do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having
resumed the chair, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, from the
Committee of the Whole, reported that they had had under con-
sideration a bill (H. R. 6937) making appropriations for the
Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1895, and had come to no resolution thereon.

™ LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

: By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol-
OWS:

To Mr. WHITING, for this day, on account of sickness.

To Mr. CUMMINGS, for three days, on account of sickness in
his family.

The House then, on motion of Mr. HATCH (at 5 o'clock p.m.),
adjourned.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private billsand resolutions were
soverally reported from committees, delivered tothe Clerk, and
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows:

By Mr, OUTHWAITE, from the Committee on Military Af-
fairs: A bill (S.1528) for the relief of Henry Halteman. (Re-
port No. 905.) - i ;

By Mr, HOUK, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill
(H. R. 3003) to grant relief to Thomas L. Higgins. (Report No.
906.)

PUBLIC BILLS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were
introduced, and severally referred as follows:
By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R.7105) to establish a bureau of
ublic health within the Department of the Interior of the United
gtabas—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.
By Mr. FIELDER (by request): A bill (H. R. 7107) for the pro-
tection of the property of ngers carried in sleeping cars
and limiting the responsib i&vn for the same of individuals or
corporations owning or operating said cars, and fixing a penalty
for the violation of the same—to the Committee on Inferstate
and Foreign Commerce.
By Mr. BRYAN: A bill (H. R. 7108) to amend an act entitled
“An act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nica-
ua’—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.
y Mr. GRESHAM: A bill (H. R.7109) to establish a light-
house and a e light at the enfrance to Galveston Harbor, in
the county of Galveston, in the State of Texas—to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.
By Mr. PENCE: A bill (H. R. 7110) to provide for co.
the branch mint at Denver, Colo.—to the Committee on
age, Weights, and Measures.

e ab
in-

PRIVATE BILLS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following
titles were presented and referred as follows:

By Mr. CONN: A bill (H. R.7111) to remove the charge of de-
sertion against the name of John I, Kelley—to the Committee on
Naval Affairs. £

Also, & bill (H. R. T112) to remove the charge of desertion
againstthe nameof Andrew Matheny—to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. T113) granting a pension to Cora L. Dodge—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 7114) for the relief of the heirs
of Jacob K. Johnson—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7115) for the relief of Jacob S. Fritts, of
Emory Gap, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H.R. 7116) for the relief of Jacob Henry, of Mary-
ville, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7117) for the relief of Henry T. Cox, of
Louisville, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims,

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: A bill (H. R. 7118) to relieve Isaac C.
Biglow of the charge of desertion—to the Commitiee on Mili-
ta.rBy Affairs. :

y Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R, 7119) granting a pension fo
Anna Bell Wyvill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 7120) for
the relief of the estate of Josiah J. Bryan, deceased, late of -
ilton County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H.R.7121) for the relief of O. H. P. Wayne, of
Hamilton County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims.

PETITIONS, ETC.

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

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Petition of H, Hulman and others, of
Terre Haute, Ind., favoring the passage of House bill 5204, to
regulate the mode of removal of letter-carriers—to the Commit-
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers to accompany House bill 7100, for
the relief of the estate of S. H. Patterson—to the Committee on
War Claims.

By Mr. COOMBS: Petition of 4 citizens of Brooklyn, in favor
of House bill 6840—to the Committee on Labor.

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Letters from W. J. Mundf, of Garner;
John Edge, jr., of Dakota City, and S. K. Winne, of Humboldt,
all of Iowa, protesting against the income tax as applied to
IIG:ining and loan associations—to the Committee on Ways and

eans.

Also, protest of E. A. Donohoe, editor of Havelock Item, and
F. M. Linehan, editor, Thompson, Iowa, st any increase in

ostage on second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the

ost-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, petition from Baton, lowa, in favor of the Manderson-
Hami!:ler bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-
Roads.

By Mr. GRADY: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of
Alexander MecArthur, of Cumberland County, N. C.—to the
Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: Petition of 50 citizens of
Graut, Pa., as the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. HUDSON: Petition of citizens of Farlington, Kans.,
against the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of people of Chetopa, Kans., for change in the
preamble of the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judici-

ary.

fg&lao, resolutions by the Dickinson County farmers, protesting
against the retiring on [ull pay of Judge Foster, of the district
of Kansas—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, pefition of citizens of Galena, Hegler, Perry, and Che-
topa, intheinterest of fraternal society and college journals—to
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. .

Also, petition of 35 farmers and citizens of Fair View, Kans.,
for the issue of more money by the Government and for a fair
hearing of Coxey’s commonweal army—to the Committee on
Revision of the Laws.

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of E. I. Tator, R. C. Friend,
Frank Armstrong, and 420 other citizens of Webb County, Mo.,
protgst:irn lag‘ainat. treatment of J. 8. Coxey—to the Committee
on the .

By Mr. OGDEN: Resolution of the New Orleans Cotton Ex-
change, indorsing the Cotton States and International Exposi-
tion at Atlanta, Ga.—to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. RANDALL: Protest of the Boston Marine Society,
ggonel._uet the passage of House bills 5501, 5502, 5503, 5504, 5505, and

to the Committee on Merchant Marineand Fisheries.
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By Mr.RICHARDS: Petition of citizens of Sandyville, Ohio,
against reduction of postage—to the Committee on the Post-
Ofiice and Post-Roads.

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Petition of the Grand
Rapids Brush Company and 115 employés, of Grand Rapids,
Mich., relative to the employment of convict labor—to the Com-
mittee on Labor.

Also, a resolution of Harmony Assembly, Knights of Labor,
of Holland, Mich., indorsing the Coxey movement—to the Com-
mittes on Labor. -

Also, resolutions by the Stephens Assembly, No. 3526, Knights
of Labor, of Grand Rapids, Mich., against any removal of re-
strictions placed on Chinese immigration—to the Committee on
Immigration and Naturalization. -

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut; Protest from citizens of Con-
necticut against income tax of Wilson tariff bill, as applied to
national building and loan associations—to the Committee on
‘Ways and Means.

By Mr. SHAW: Petition of F, B. Waste, F'. A, Kellom, and 84
others, citizens of town of Mondovi, Buffalo County, Wis.,infavor
of the enactment of a Federal statute to enable States toenforce
State laws regulating the sale of substitutesfor dairy products—
to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. STONE of Kantuckﬁlz Papers to accompany bill for the
relief of John M. Tessier, of Natchitoches Parish, La.—to the
Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Resolutions of Counecil No.
826, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Grand Valley,
Pa., in favor of House bill 5246, restricting immigration—to the
Committeé on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. STORER: Memorial of the Cincinnati Chamber of
Commerce, protesting against the discontinuance of Statistical
Burea:l in the Agricétural Department—to the Committee on

riculture. #
Ailsoﬂ resolutions (renewed) of the Cincinnati Chamber of Com-
merce, in favor of the passage of the Torrey bankruptey bill—
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of 62eitizens of Hamilton County, Ohio, protest-
ing against the taxing of incomes of building and loan associa-
tions—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of T. J. Smith and 37 others, citizens of Cincin-
nati, Ohio, praying for the e of the Manderson-Hainer
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of the Women's Christian
Temperance Union, of Union Corners, in favor of an amendment
of the laws of 1884, whereby the study of physiology and hyziene
is made mandatory in all schools supported by Xublic money or
%2&1-0 State control—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor

SENATE.
THURSDAY, JMMay 17, 1894.

The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m.
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D.D.
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tlon from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in re-
sponse to a resolution of the Senate of December 20, 1893, a re-
port of the Second Comptroller of the Treasury relative to cer-
tain Treasury statements heretofore certified to Congress for
appropriations, ete.; which, with the accompanying papers, was
re err?id to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be

rinted. -
. He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec-
retary of War, transmitting, for the information of the Senate
Committee on A R}'opria.t.ions, a copy of a letter from the Suﬁer-
intendent of the Military Academy of the 15th instant, calling
attention to an amendment as reported to the Senate of the
item for continuing the construction of one new reservoir, and
recommending that the item be restored to the shape in which
it passed the House of Representatives; which, with the ac-
companying paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropri-
ations, and ordered to be printed.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.
' Mr. SHERMAN presented amemorial of sundry business firms
f Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstra against an increase of the in-
rnal-revenue tax on distilled spirits; which was ordered to lie

on the table.

He also presented a memorial of the Uorset Manufacturers’
Association of the United States, remonstrating against &n in-

- w the duty on horn sfrips; which was ordered to lie on

e .

Mr. HOAR 'iraaented the petition of Egbert C. Smyth, D.D.,

resident of the Andover Theological Seminary, of Andover,
giass., and other members of the faculty and officers of that in-
stitution, praying for the enactment of legislation to suppress
the lottery traffic; which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of Grange No. 23, Patrons of Hus-
bnndrf, of Dalton, Mass., praying for the passage of the so-called
Hill oleomargarine bill to enable the States to enforce State
laws regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy products; which
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. :

He also presented the petition of Rev. Thomas J. Packard,
rector, and 29 other members of Christ and St. John'sChurches,
of West River, Md., praying for the enactment of legislation to
suglpress the lottery traffic; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of Edward F. Fay and 69
other citizens of Boston, Mass., praying that building and loan
associations, national and local, be exempted from the proposed
income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

He also presented a pefition of the Chamber of Commerce of
Boston, Mass., ing for the passage of certain remedial
amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which was referred
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

Mr. [RBY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Columbia,
8. C., praying that fraternal society and college journals be ad-
mitted to the mails as second-class matter: which was referred
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

Mr. TELLER. I present the memorigl of Hon. John Evans,
of Denver, Colo., remonstrating against the consolidation of
other railroad lines with the Union Pacific. As this is a very
important paper, I move that the memorial be printed as a doe-
ment and referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of the Hooper Build-
ing and Loan Association, of Hooper, Nebr., praying that build-
ing and loan associations, national and local, be exempted from
the pro income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. QUAY presented the petition of J. F. Downing and 52
other citizens of Erie County, Pa., and the petition of Charles
Corkhill and 43 other citizens of Berks County, Pa., praying
that building and loan associations, national and local, be ex-
empted from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending
tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table.

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE.

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Territories, to
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 352) to enable the people of
Utah to form a constitution and State government, and to be
admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original
?hmtea, reported it with amendments, and submtited a report

ereon.

TRADE REGULATIONS WITH THE NEW HEBRIDES.

Mr. TURPIE. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign
Relations, to whom were referred cerfain memorials which
were presented to the Senate and referred to that committee
upon the subject of the traffic by Europeans and Americans in
firearms and intoxicants with the natives of the New Hebrides
Islands, in the South Pacific, to report the resolution which I
send to the desk, and recommend its adoption. A written re-
port accompanies the resolution. I ask for the present consid-
eration of the resolution.

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and
agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested to enter
into negotiations with those European powers Whose citizens and subjects
are eng in commerce with thenatives of the New Hebrides, with a view
of establishing with them joint treaty regulations for the prohibitionof the
sale of firearms and into: ts to the natives of said islands.

ADVANCES TO PUBLIC PRINTER.

Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on
Printing, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7072) to amend
section 3816 of the Revised Statutes, relating to advances made
to the Public Printer, to report it without amendment, and to
submit a report thereon. As it is a very important matter for
the Government Printing Office, I ask that the bill be now con-
sidered. Let it be read for information.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, efc., That section 3816 of the Revised Statutes be amended so
as toread that “ There shall be advanced to the Public Printer, from time to

time, asrthe public service may require it, andftmder snocg rules as t.het‘Sec-
retary o theTmasurymnySresmbe,asumo money not exceeding a
time o-g-ﬂrc.hs of the ty of his bond, to mbﬂ him to pay for worl
and material.”

Mr. MANDERSON. The amount of the bond of the Public
Printer is $100,000. Under the existing law there is permitted
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