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The SECRETARY. Inline 21, after the word * payable,” it is
proposed tostrike out ** quarterly ” and insert * monthly.”

The amendment was agreed to. =

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments reported by the
committee will be stated.

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciar
with amendments, in section [I, line 33, after the words * a.ly-
lowance for,” fo strike out ‘‘ clerical assistance and;” and in line
35, after the words “ sum of,” to strike out **2,000” and insert
£¢500:" s0 as to read:

The court shall regulate from time to time the feesto De charged by the
sald clerk, which shall be accounted for at least oncein each quarter, and
paid into the Treasury of the United States, and said elerk shall receive such
allowance for necessary expenditures in the conduct of his office as the court
% determine by special or general order in the premises, but not to ex-

the sum of 800 in any one year, payable as aforesald at the Treasury
of the United States.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill
to be read a third time. i

The bill was read the third time.

Mr. HARRIS. Before the of the bill—for I do not
wish to interfere with other recognitions—I want to give notice
that, so soon as two or three other Senators who have already
asked for recognition have been recognized, I shall object, thin
as the Senate is, to the further consideration of bills this even-

ing.

g'he VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the passage of

. the hill.

The bill wgg}gmed

Mr. MITC L of Oregon. I move that the Senate rfﬂuast
a conference with the House of Representatives on the bill and
amendments,

The motion was agreed to.

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. MiTCH-
ELL of Oregon; Mr. Coxt, and Mr. VILAS were appointed.

HEIRS OF MES. COURTNEY ANN CLAIBORNE.

Mr. BLANCHARD. Iaskunanimous consent for the present
consideration of the bill (H. R. 2857) to confirm to the heirs of
Mrs. Courtney Ann Claiborne the title to a certain tract of land
in the State of Louisiana.

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as-in Committee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

The preamble was agreed to. i

COLLECTION DISTRICT OF HARTFORD, CONN.

Mr. HAWLEY. T ask unanimous consentfor the present con-
sideration of the bill (5. 1835) to amend an act approved Se?tem—
ber 25, 1800, extending the limits of the collection district of
Hartford, Conn.

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr, HAWLEY. If there is any explanation required, I will
say, as there is no written report accompanying the bill, I hold
in my hand a letter from the Secre of the approv-
ing its passage, which is based upon the report of Special Agent
Cummings, of the Treasury Department.

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be printed in the RECORD.

Mr. HAWLEY. I am not going to read the letter. The
Treasury Department recommend the passage of the bill, and it
will effect a saving of $2,500 annually.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed. :

MRS. LEVENIA D. ATHON.

Mr. TURPIE. I ask unanimous consent to call up for present
consideration the bill (S. 1391) granting a pension to Mrs. Le-
venia D. Athon.

By unanimous consenf; the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on
the pension roll the name of Levenia D. Athon, widow of Dr.
James S. Athon, deceased, of Indianapolis, Ind., late a volun-
teer surgeon in the service of the United States during the war
of 1861, and to pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to: and (at 4 o’clock and 5 minutes p.
m.{ tﬂe Senate adjourned until Monday, May 21, 1894, at 10
o'clock a. m.

AUTHENTICATED
GPO

SENATE.
Moxpay, May 21, 1894,

The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m.

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

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Iournal of Saturday’s pro-
ceedings will be read by the Secretary.’

Mr. MANDERSON. I suggest that less than one-filth of the
Senate is nt. There is no quorum here.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll.

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

Allen, Frye, Mitchell, Oregon. Roach
Bate, Gallinger, Mitchell, Wis.  Sherman,
Berry, George, Murphy, Vest,
Butler, Hale, Voorhees,
Call, Harris, Pefler, ‘Walsh,
Chandler, Jones, Arik. Perkins, White.
Cockrell, Kryle, Platt,

Daniel, anderson, Pugh,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thirty Senators have answered to
their names. There is not a quorum present,

Mr. COCKRELL. Letthe namesof the absentees be called.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The names of the absent Senators
will be called.

The Secretary called the names of the absent Senafbrs, and
Mr. PALMER and Mr. TELLER answered to their names.

Mr. BLACKBURN, Mr. LODGE, Mr. ALLISON, Mr. POWER, and
Mr. DUBOIS entered the Chamber, and answered to their names.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thirty-seven Senators have an-
swered to their names. There is no ht}uorum resent.

Mr. HARRIS. There is but one thing to do,and that is to
direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to request the attendance of absent
Senafors. I move that he be so requested.

The motion was a.lgeed A

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will execute
the order of the Senate.

Mr. ViLas, Mr. MCLAURIN, Mr. HUNTON, Mr. GORDON, Mr.

*| LINDSAY, Mr. DAvIs, and Mr. GRAY entered the Chamber, and

answered to their names. L

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 10 o’clock and 10 minutes a.m.).
Forty-four Senators have answered to their names. A quorum
is present.

Mr. HARRIS. Imove to dispense with further proceedings
under the call.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, if is soordered.
The Journal will be read.

The Secretary I;L?eaeﬂed to read the Journal of the proceed-
ings of Saturday last, when, on motion of Mr. TELLER, and by
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

Me. SHERMAN presented a petition of Queen City Lodge,
No. 162, International Association of Machinists, of Cincinnati,
Ohio, praying for the governmental control of the telegraph
service; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices
and Post-Roads.

He also presented petitions of 123 holders of life insurance
policies, of Ross County; of 132 holders of life insurance policies
of Summit County, and of 82 holders of life insurance policies, of
Belmont County, all in the State of Ohio, praying that mutual
life insurance companies and associations be exempted from fhe
proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which
were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. PASCO presented the petition of J.J. Finley and 43 other
citizens of Florida, holders of life insurance policies, praying
that in the Paasage of any law providing for the taxation of in-
comes, the funds of mutual life insurance companies and asso-
ciations be exempted from taxation; which was ordered to lie
on the table. .

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Volun-
town and Sterling, in the State of Connecticut, praying for the
enactment of legislation fo enable the States to enforce State
laws régulating the sale of substitutes for dairy produects; which
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas presented petitions of sundry citizens
of Brinkley, Wynne, and Forest City, all in the State of Arkansas,
praying that the Wilson tariff bill be so amended as to exemﬂ
such building and loan associations as make loans exclusively
the State in which they were originally organized from paying
a tax on incomes and dividends; which were ordered to lie on
the table.

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of the city council of Green-
ville, 8. C., praying that an appropriation be made fora national
exhibit at the Cotton States and International Exposition to be
held at Atlanta, Ga., in thefall of 1805; which was referred to the
Committee on Appropriations.
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Mr. VOORHEES presented additional papers to accompany
the petition of Edward Lautenschlager, late private Company
H, Seventh United States Inlantry, g;aying to be compensated
for imprisonment in the Kansas Sta @nitentury for a period
of five daysduring the month of November, 1887; which were re-
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was
referred the bill (H. R. 6123) authorizing the construction of a
bridee over the Monongahela River, at the foot of Dickson
street, in the borough of Homestead, in the State of Pennsylva-
nia, reported it with amendments.

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
bill (H. R. 5645) authorizing the construction of a bridge over
the Mississippi River to the city of St. Louis, in the State of
Missouri, from some suitable point between thenorth line of St.
Clair County, I1L, and the southwest line of said county, reported
it with amendments, -

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Organization, Conduet,
and Expenditures of the Executive Departments, to whom was
referred an amendment submitted by himself on the 11th in-
stant, relative to the dutiesof the joint commission to inquire
into and examine the slatus of the laws organizing the Execu-
tive Departments, submitted a favorable report thereon, and
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations,
and be printed; which was agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Mr. COCKRELL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2038) for
the relief of Oklahoma settlers; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands.

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 2039) granting increase
of pension to Stephen C. Monroe; which was read twice by its
tillgf and refe to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S, 2040) granting a pen-
sion to John B. Lowther; which was read twice byits title, and,
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committes on
Pensions. ;

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 2041) for the relief of De
Witt Putnam; which was read twice by its title, and referred to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

AMENDMENTS TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL.

* Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin submitted sundry amendments
intended to ba proposed by him to the river and harbor appro-
- priation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Com-
merce, and ordered to be printed.

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be grogoeed
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be
printed.

JUDGMENTS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The mor business is clased,
and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order.

The bill (S. 1096) making a judgment a lien on all real estate
or interest therein of the debtor in the District of Columbia
was announced as first in order on the Calendar.

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not believe in that billat all; and cer-
tainly it ought not to be considered in the morning hour. The
bill pro to make a judgment a lien on every title to land,
and also provides that the right shall attach to subsequently ac-
quired property long after the debt has accrued. [donot think
such a provision is contained in any statute in the United States.
I hope the bill will go to the other Calendar under Rule IX.

The VICE—PRES%BENT. There being objection, the bill will
go over under the rule. :

PEARSON €. MONTGOMERY.

The bill (S.61) for the reliel of Pearson C. Montgomery, of
Memphis, Tenn., was considered as in Committee of the Whole.
It proposes to pay to Pearson C. Montgomery, of Memphis, Tenn.,
$3,200, in full compensation for all claims connected with the
steamer New National, and its use, while in the United States,
upon the Mississippi River and its tributaries, prior to the 2ist
day of March, 1863.

r. PLATT. Let the report be read.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regﬂrt. will be read.

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mer.
PAcso from the Committee on Claims, January 28, 1894,

Mr. PASCO. I think some time would be saved b{lm&ding
short extracts from the report which will presentthe whole case,

Mr. PLATT, Let the Senator from Florida make an expla-
nation of the bill 8o that we can understand it.

Mr. PASCO. The bill has passed the Senatein each Congress
since I have been here, and it is now y reported by
theCommittee onClaims. Pearson C.Mont%omezg,of emphis,
Tenn., was the owner of this vessel, the New National, men-
tioned in the bill. She was impressed by the Confederates in
the early part of the war and continued in their service up to
June 6, 1862

She was at Mem on that day under orders from the Confederate au-
thorities m down the river. Said orders were not obeyed, but after
the fight Clerk Nicholas M. Johnson, under the direction of said Mont-

mery, as he went on board the monitor Benton and delivered the

ew National to al Davis, and Capt. Alexander Grant, of the Navy,
was Immediatel glmd in command of her, she entered upon the serv-
ice of the Uni tates with the full eonsent of said Montgomery, as he al-

leges.

She continuned in sald service from June @, 1862, to March £0, 1863, a space
of two hundred and eighty-eight days, at the expiration of which time she
was turned over to said Montgomery by the order of the Secre of the
Treasury, and thereupon he chartered her for one year to Admiral Porter
at the rate of 0 a day, and for a second year at the rate of $63 a aa‘gé

The said Ho;négomry now asks that he be paid at the rate of n day
for the two b red and eighty-eight days the New National was in the
service of the United States, under tha command of Capt. Grant, amount-
ing to the sum of §14,400. y

The vessel was proceeded against by the United Statesauthor-
ities and a judgment of condemnation taken against her. The
matter was appealed to the Trea.sur{' Department, and the letter
from Secretary of the Treasury Chase fo the Solicitor of the
Treasury gives a history of the ease. Itisdated January 16,
1863, and is as follows: )

Capt. Pearson Montgomery, master and owner of the steamer New Na-
tional, seized and recently condemned in the United States district eomrt
for the southern district of Illinois, under ths act of July 13, 1861, has made
his petition before me for the remission of said seizure and release of the
boat. The complete record in the case, together with a statement of United
States District Judge Treat, and the evidence, are presented. From these
it a) Pemw my satisfaction that Capt. Montgomery was not of his own
will n the rebel service with his boat, and that, so soon as he could, he es-
caped therefrom and voluntarily turned her over to the Federal author-
ities. * * # ] conceive that diseretionary power conferred on the
Secretary of the Treasury of mitigating or remitting forfeitures in cases ot
this nature should ba nsed to extend relsf to lo{lni persons and tolighten
the hardships of the war so far as consisis with the public interest.

Inthis view of the case, and for the reasons abova stated, I feel justified in
exténding such relief as lies in my power to the petitioner upon the unsual
terms. Youwill mordlngly pleass instroect the prsg?gr distries attorney to
dizsmiss said suit and further procee.unﬁs against steamer upon these
conditions, viz, that the claimant shal }n; all costs of whatsoever char-
acter incurred by the ssizure and judicial proceedings, together with a fee
of 100 ro the United States district attorney, and agree that a certificate of
probable cause o seizure shall {sswe from the court for the protection of
the seizing officer. .

That was done. Mr. Montgomery then put in a claim for the

services of the vessel during all this time she had been in the ,

hands of the eourt while the condemnation proceedings were

nding. She continued in the ion and service of the

nited States Government for sometime afterthat. Still later,
by order of Admiral Porter,a contract was made with her owner
under which he received compensation for her further use.
The committee have refused to grantrelief for the time the ves-
sel was in the service of the United States while the proceed-
ings of condemnation were pending, but for the time after that,
from her release until the formal entering into of the contract,
they have thought that he should receive compensation. The
judgment of condemnation had been set aside by Mr. Chase,
BSecretary of the Treasury, the proceedings had been dismissed,
and the vessel was in the use of the United States officers on the
Mississippi River and ifs tributaries, but without any agree-
ment with her owner until after the contract made by order of
Admiral Porter. '

Mr. PLATT. And he obtained pay under his contract?

Mr. PASCO. He obtained pay under his contract, which was

made later, but during the intervening time'after the remission
of the penalty and the release of the boatand before the contract
the committee have thought he ought to receive compensation.
During the Fiftieth Congress the claim was eut down fo the
present figure by refusing compensation for her use while the
vessel was under seizure. As to the loyalty—

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the amount involved?

Mp. PLATT. Three thousand two hundred dollars. I think
the loyalty appearsfrom theletter of the Secretary of the Treas-

ury.
Mr. PASCO. The report states:

As to the loyalty of Capt. Montgomery the testimony is somewhaé con-

ﬂictlngi‘ll?us the committee are inclined to adopt the view of the Secretary
£ thi easury, Hon. Salmon P. Chase, that Capt. Montgomery was loyal

to the United States Government, and that his acts inconsistent with that
‘were not of his own free will. It appears that as soon as the @ acts
of the Confederates were removed he voluntarily surrendered the New Na-
tional to the United States.

It can not be supposed that the Secretary of the Treasury intended at the
time he remitted to Capt. Montgomery the forfeiture, and requiring him to
pay costs and §100, that he was to have a claim against the Government up
to that time for the use of it du:r[nit.ha time it was in possession of the Gov-
ernment, and while it was In fact the property of the
supposition is simply absurd.

’

vernment. Sucha .
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* That was the conclusion of the committee and they do not
propose to give him compensation for that period.

The remission of the forfelture can not have the effect of giving the right
claimed in this case,

The statute of March 3, 1797, gives power to the Secretary to stay thepros-
ecution and remit the penalty, if one has been imposed, but it goes no fur-
ther. It does mot confer the power to set aside or reverse the judgment.
Its effect is to remit the penalty and restore the property, but the ju ent
and all its attendant disabilities, except those so remitted, stand, and the
claimant is affected thereby. r

But it ﬁppears from this case that this remission of the forfeiture was on
the 16th day of January, 1863, but that the vessel remained in the use of the
Government and was not surrendered to the claimant till the 20th day of
March following, a period of sixty-two da, It does not distinetly apgear
where the boat was durinyg this time. It does not apmt that the Gov-
ernment had the use of it during this time. The c! t alleges that it
had, and the evidence tends strongly to show it. This point does not seem
to have been considered at all by either the Third Auditor or the Comp-
troller of the Treasury.

The committee think it would be just that the claimant should be paid
for the use of the boat during this time. After the 20th of March, when the
boat came into the possession of Capt. Montgomery, the Government paid
him 850 a day for the first year, and 865 per day for its use thereafter.

With reference to the use of the boat by the Government during the time
covered by this report the committee finds the evidence stronger than the
former reportsuggests. A letter from Admiral Porter, dated March 14, 1884,
which is ﬁ the record, settles this question upon an authority which may
safely be accepted as conclusive. The following extract is taken from this
letter:

#] certify that when I assumed command of the Mississippi Squadron, in
September, 1862, I found the New National and several other steamers of a
gimilar elass running on the Mississippi River and its tributaries in the em-
ploy of the Government.

o to the fact thatI was called upon to assume active operations
against Vicksburg, and had to p in person to that point, I was unable
to ascertain under what cilrcumstances these vessels were employed, and
did not know until March, 1833, that they were not chartered by the Govern-

ment.

“The New National was, I understood, entitled by an arrangement with
Flag Officer Davis to a compensation of 0 per day, which the ownersclaim
they never received. As this sesmed a reasonable compsnsation, and the
employment of the vessel without a charter an irregularity which I thought
should not exist, I entered into a charter with the owner on the 2ist of
Marech, 1863, agreeing to pay him £50 a day for the vessel for the period of
one year.”

The period covered by Admiral Porter'sletter from September, 1862, to
March 21, 1863, includes the time that the committee’s report allows the
claimant compensation for the use of his vessel. -

I think there can be no doubt that for this period, sixty-two
days, he is entitled to compensation. That was the conclusion
of the committee.

Mr. COCKRELL. The most important part of the report is
on page 4, where Admiral Porter sayshe chartered the vessel
at 850 a day, which is what the committee allowed.

Mr. PASCO. That was at a later period.

Mr. PLATT. He got pay for that.

Mr,PASCO. Thatdate wasthe 20th of March, 1863. The ves-
sel was surrendered to Montgomery, or at least the order of sur-
render was made,on the16th of January, 1863, and she remained
in the service of the Government until the 20th of March, when
the contract was made.

Mr. PLATT. I donot make anyobjection to thisclaim. The
Secretary of the Treasury seems to have considered the question
of the loyalty of the claimant, and afterwards the Government
chartered the vessel. It is only proposed to pay for the time
the vessel was in the Government service before the charter.

Mr. PASCO. Prior to the time when the formal charter was

iven. .
g Mr. BATE. Admiral Portfer regarded him as a loyal citizen.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

FLORIDA JUDICIAL DISTRICTS.

The bill (H. R. 51) to change the boundaries of the judicial dis-
tricts of the State of Florida was announced as next in order on
the Calendar,

Mr. CHANDLER. If that bill is to be proceeded with it will
call for a great deal of discussion. I therefore ask that it may
go over without prejudice.

Mr. PASCO. Iask that the attention of my colleague [Mr.
CALL] may be called to the bill. He may have some request to
make in regard to it.

Mr. MANDERSON. It has been objected to.

Mr, CALL. I understand we are proceeding under the rule
which requires unobjected cases to be considered.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is correct. The Senate is
proceeding with the Calendar under Rule VIII.

Mr. CALL. OtherwiseI should movethatthe Senate proceed
to the consideration of the bill. i

Mr, PASCO. One objection is sufficient to carry it over.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. One objection takes it over.

Mr. PASCO. It isa mere local matter and ought to be dis-

posed of.
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over.

INDIAN LANDS IN NENRASKA AND KANSAS.

The bill (8. 1467) to amend an act entitled ‘“An act to provide
for the sale of the remainder of the reservation of the confed-
erated Otoe and Missouria Indiansin the States of Nebraska and
Kansas, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1881, was
considered as in Committee of the ole.

The bill was read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That if any member of the sald confederated tribes re-
siding at the date of the aforesaid act of March 3, 1881, and whose names
appear upon the schedule of appraisement made by the commissioners
appointed under the provisions of the act aforesaid, and approved by the Sec-
re of the Interior April 17, 1883, upon any of the lands authorized to be
sold by said act shall make application for allotments of land the Secretary
of the Interior shall cause a patent to issue to such personor his or her heirs
who may be residing upon said lands at the date hereof, for the subdivi-
slonal tract or tracts of land (not exceeding 160 acres of land to any one per-
son) reported on the commissioners’ schedule aforesald as having been im-
proved by such person: Provided, That the lands acquired any Indian
under the provisions of this act shall not be subject to allenation, lease, or
incumbrance, elther by voluntary conveyance by the grantee or his heirs, or
bgat:m judgment, order, or decree of any court, or subjecttotaxation of any
character, but shall remain inalienable and not subject to taxation, lien, or
incumbrance for the period of ten years, which restriction shall be incorpo-
rated in the patent.

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the necessity for this measure?

Mr. MANDERSON. Itisrecommended by the Commissioner
of Indian Affairs in order to reach the case of Indians who were
not allotted under the former law, but who were living upon the
lands and had been living on them for about twenty years and
had improved them. It is to correct a very manifest injustice
to some eight or ten Indians, some of them half bloods, some of
them full bloods, that occurred under the former act.

Mr. COCKRELL. They did notapply for allotments?

Mr. MANDERSON. They did not apply. The Indian Office
has been making this effort for a number of years. A similar
bill passed the Senate at a former Congress.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,

and passed.

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask to have printed in the RECORD in
connection with the bill which has just been d aletter from
the! Commissioner of Indian Affairs to the Secretary of the In-
terior, showing the necessity for the passage of the bill, so that
when the bill goes elsewhere it may be accessible.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it will
be so ordered.

The letter referred to is as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, April 19, 1592,

Sir: I am in receipt of a letter, dated March 21,1802, from Mary J. Barnes,
Barneston, Nebr., stating that she is a duly re member of the Otoa
and Missouria tribe of Indians, and that she applies for allotments of land
for herself and each of three sons, under the act of Congress providing for
the allotment of lands in severalty to the members of the different tribes of
Indians in the United States; that the land for which application is made
is embraced within the original reservation of the Otoe and Missouria tribe
of Indians, situated in Nebraska and Kansas, and is described as follows:

For herself, Mary J. Barnes, the east half of the northeast quarter of sec.
36, T.1N., R, 7 E., and the west half of the northwest quarter of sec. 31, T. 1
N., R.8E.; for her son, F. H. Barnes, the northeast quarter of sec. 24, T. 1
N.,R. 7 E.; for her son, William D. Barnes, the southeast quarter of sec. 19,
T.1N,R.8W.; and to her son, Emmett F. Barnes, the east half of the
o;t.hesast. ﬁ]'?rn}rzm of sec. 2 and the west half of the northwest quarter of sec.

L 18, R s

' Mrs. Barnes further states that the land re?uested for herself has been
her home residence for twenty-five years and is in a high state of cultiva-
tion, having valuable improvements; that the several tracts requested for
her sons have been the permanent homes of themselves and families for a
number of years, and are each in a good state of cultivation and well im-
groved; that the above-described tracts were all withheld by order of the

ecre of the Interior from the sale of the Otoe and Missouria Reserva-
tion lands sold under the act of 1881; that none of tracts of land heretofore
mentioned have ever, since said general sale nor before, been sold, and they
have always been in applicant’s ssion by occupation.

B{ltelephonlcmessa? of the 2d instant Senator Paddock stated that these
applicants are his neighbors and friends and asked immediate action in the
matter. In view of the fact that the rights or claims of other Indians of
this class may be affected by the action hereinafter recommended, a brief
history of the case is submitted for your information, as follows:

Byg.e treaty of March 15, 1854, the confederated tribes of Otoe and Mis-
souria Indians ceded to the United States all their country west of the Mis-
souri River, excepting a strip of land on the waters of the Big Blue River,
10 miles in width and bounded as described in Article I of said treaty; in
consideration of which the United States agreed to pay said Indians certain
sums of money as set forth in Article IV thereof.

Article VI of said treaty provided that—

“The President may, from time to time, * * * cause the whole of the
lands herein reserved or appropriated west of the Big Blue River to be sur-
veyed off into lots, and assign to such Indian or Indians of such confederated
tribes as are willing to a of the privilege, and who will locate on the
same as a permanent home. If a single person over 21 years of age, ones
eighth of a section; to each family of two, one-quarter section; to each fams
ily of three and not exceeding five, one-half section; to each family of six
and not exceeding ten, one section, and to each family exceeding ten in
number, narter section for every additional five members. * * #
And the President may, * * * after such person or family has made a
location on the land assigned for a Yermanent home, issue a patent to such
person or family for such assigned land, under the restrictions specified in
said article.”
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B{ office letter to the Department dated December 9, 1875, upon the appli-
cation of Mary J. Barnes, received on the same date, it was recommended
for reasons stated that, without reference to Article VI of the treaty afore-
gaid, this office be authorized, under the general relation existing between
the Department and the Indians as wards of the Government, to ct the
agent ol the Otoes to a to each Indian family prepared to enter upon
agricultural life a tract of land not exceeding 80acres, to be included in each
case within the established lines of survey, except in cases where individual
heads of families have already improved a quantity of land exceeding 40
acres, such family may be allotted 160 acres.

By Department letter of December 15, 1875, the forego recommenda-
tion was approved and authority granted to carry the same into effect.

By office letter dated December 23, 1875, United States Indian Agent J. W.
Griest, Otoe Agency, was Instructed to assign to each head of a family or
single person over the age of 21 years, belonging to the Otoe and Missouria
tribes, who shall manifest a desire to enter upon and pursue an agricultural
life, a quantity of land within the limits of their reservation setapartby the
treaty of 1854 aforesaid :gual to B0 acres in extent, to be governed in each in-
gtance by the established lines of the public surveys. In cases, however,
where the head of the family has already given evidence of industry and
thrift by having in cultivation more than 40 acres, such head of a family will
be assigned a quantity of land eaual in extent to 160 acres.

By letter dated August 23, 1876, United States Indian Agent J. W. Griest

uested a certificate of allotment to Mary J. Barnes, a member of the
tribe with five minor children, for the west half of the northwest quarter of
section 36, township 1, range 7 east, containing 160 acres, the same being

:aﬁ&ed ann improved with gocd dwelling house and 85 acres broken and in
cultivation.
The act of August 15, 1876 (19 Stats,, 208), provides that, with the consent of

-~ the Otoe and Missouriatribes of Indians, the Secretary of the Interior is au-
thorized to cause to be surveyed and apgraised the reservation of said In-
dians lying in the States of Kansas and Nebraska, and to offer 120,000 acres
from the western side of the same for sale, through the United States land
office at Beatrice, Nebr., for cash to actual settlers only, in tracts not ex-
ooedn.ll:}gilw acres to each purchaser, the proceeds of said sale to be placed to
the it of said Indians inthe Treasury of the United States,

The consent of said Indians was given December 23, 1876,
The act of March 3, 1881 (21jStats., 380), provided that, with the consent of
the Otoe and Missouria tribes of Indians, the Secretary of the Interior is
authorized to cause to besurveyed and sold the remainder of the reserva-
tion of said Indians lying in the States of Kansas and Nebraska; that the
of the sale of said lands shall be placed to the credit of said In-
in the Treasury of the United States and bear interest at the rate of

5 per cent per annum; and that the Secretary of the Interior may, with the

consent of the Indians, secure other reservation lands npon which to locate

said Indians, cause their removal thereto, and expend such sum as may be
necessary for their comfort and advancement in civilization.

The consent of said Indians was given May 4, 1881,

It will be observed that by the acts of 1886 and 1881 aforesaid the Otoe and
Missouria tribes of Indians agreed to the sale of all their lands and made no
provisions for allotments to those members of the tribe who had elected to
remain under the provisions of the treaty of 1854,

By office letter dated December 20, 1881, attention was invited to the fact
that the act of March 3, 1881, failed to vide any protection for those mem-
bers of the tribe who had, in good faith, made selection and location of lands
on their reservation, placed valuable improvements thereon, and desired to
remain in the enjoyment of them. With said letter a draft of a bill provid-
ing for such amendment of said act as the necessities of the case seemed to
demand was submitted.

A billintended to meet the foregoing passed the Senute March 21, 1832, but
failed to become & law.

By letter dated April 14, 1883, this office transmitted the report of the com-
missioners appointed to appraise the Otoe and Missouria lands in Nebraska
and Kansas, under the act approved March 3, 1881, entitled “An act to gro—
vide for the saleof the remainder of the reseryation of the confederated Otoe
and Missouria tribes of Indians in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, and
for other '&‘ es,” (21 Stats., 380), and the act (sundry clvil) approved
A L7, 1 22 Stats., 328), submitting schedules of appraisement, separ-
ately describing the tracts appraised, and the valuation of each tract as de-
termined by them. It was recommended in said letter that said appraise-
ment be approved and that the Commissioner of the General Land Office be
directed to proceed with the sale in accordance with the provisions of exist-
ing law withholding, however, from entry and sale the subdivisional tracts
upon which improvements are found be! to Indians as reported by
the appraisers in their schedule of a!gepralsaman 2

By letter dated April 17, 1883, the Department returned to this office the
original ap ment of the commissioners and also transmitted copy of
letter of same date to the Commissioner of the General Land Ofice, ap-
proving said appraisement and directing that the subdivisional tracts upon
which improvements are found belonging to Indians, as reported by the ap-
praisers in their schedule of appraisement, be reserved from sale and that
the other lands be sold in accordance with the law.

'I;hflsa!d schedule of appralsement shows improvements by said Indians
asfollows:

» Edward Devoin.—The SE. } of the NE. { of sec.31,T.2 N., R. 8, contain-
mfl ?ﬂ.l% :ﬁres, 3.90 acres being deducted for right of way of the Republican
Valle; way.

“ Walliam M. Barnés—The S, } of the SE. } of sec.19, T.1 N,, R. 8, containing

80 acres.

“Oifoe Sam.—The NW. } of the SW.}of sec. 20,T.1 N., K. 8, containing 40
acres.

“Charles A. Dripps.—The S. } of the NE. } of sec.21,T.1 N., R.8, containing

acres.

“ Mary J. Barnes —The W. i of the NW } of sec. 31, T.1N., R. 8, 70.62 acres.

 Fred Barnes.—TheNE. } of the NE. } of sec. 24, T. 1 N., R.7, containing 8437
acres, b 63 acres being deducted for right of way for Oregon and Republican
Valley Rallway.

“.John Mug-ka-ga-ha.—Tho SE.a(}io: the SE. 1 of sec. 24, T.1 N., R.7, contain-
ln%ﬁ 63 acres, 3 47 acres being deducted for right of way for Oregon and Re-
publican Valley Railway.

“ Batiste Devorin.—The NE. ‘i of the NE. { of sec. 25, T.1 N,, R.7, containing
37.44 acres, 2,56 acres being deducted for right of way for Oregon and Repub-
lican Valley Railway.

“ Mary J. Barnes.—The E. 4 of NE. } of sec. 36, T. 1 N., R. 7, containing 80
acres.

"xfﬁnwtl Barnes.—The NW. } of the NW. } of sec. 1, T. 1 S,, R.7, contain-

Ml‘eﬂ."
pon this showing it would appear that good faith and justice entitles
Mrs. Mary J. Barnes, the applicant in this case, to a formal allotment of
the land applied for by her, and which said land is the same as thatreported
by the appraisers as improved and occupied by her. She can not get a pat-
ent for this land under the existing laws relating to the Otoe and Missouria

Indians nor under the general allotment act.

XXVI—313

1 have, therefore, the honor to submit herewith a draft of a bill providing
for such amendment of the act of 1851 as the necessities of the case seem to

demand.
Attention is invited to the fact that the applicants for these allotments
have apparently been in possession of the s applied for since the dateof

the act authorizing their sale (1881), and as they are public lands the ocen-
pants have been presumably exempt from taxation during this period. I
therefore doubt the wisdom of recommending that these lands be allotted,
with the usual restrictions as to allenation and taxation. for twenty-five
ears, and have accordingly left blank in said draftof billthe period of time
or which such restriction should be incorporated in the patent.
Very respectfully, your obedlent servant, -

T. J. MORGAN, Commissioner,
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR.
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T, O.
TowLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were
thereupon signed by the Vice-President:

A bill (S. 443) to provide for the sale of new tickets by the
street railway companies of the District of Columbia; and

A bill (H. R. 6770) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasur
to exchange, in behall of the United States, deeds of land wi
the Pemaquid Land Company, of Maine, in settlement of a dis-
puted boundary of the Pemaquid Point (Maine) light station.

THE REVENUE BILL.

Mr. HARRIS.» I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of House bill 4864.

Mr. COCKRELL. Under the order of the Senate that bill
will be laid belore the Senate without any motion.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 1In the opinion of the Chair a mo-
tion is necessary. The question is on the motion of the Senator
from Tennessee.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as in Committee
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. I%. 4864)
to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and
for other purposes.

Th:e1 VISE- RESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be re-
sumed.

The Secretary read paragraph 84 as amended, as follows:

81, China, porcelain, parian, bisque, earthen, stone, and crockery ware, in-
cluding placques, ornaments, toys, charms, vases, and statuettes, gam white,
and not decorated in any manner, 40 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to have these paragraphs passed
over this morning as the information which% desire in regard
to thess items has not yet been received from the printer, and
I suggest that we go on with the metal schedule.

Mr, VEST. If itis a source of any serious inconvenibnee to
the Senator, as a matter of course, we have no objection to pass-
ing the paragraphs over; but he can very well understand—for
he has had considerable experience in the preparation and man
agementof tariff bills—that that is not exactly the way in which
we should like to proceed with the bill. Weshould like to finish
one schedule, if we can, before taking up another. This matter

passed over now for two days.

Mr. ALDRICH. It has been passed over quite as much for
the convenience of Senators upon the other side of the Cham-
ber as for my convenience. They had not agreed upon the rates
in the glass schedule until a very late hour on Saturday after-
noon, so that I can not be charged with having delayed that part
of the schedule. It would be a matter of inconvenience for me
to go on with this subject this morning because the bulletins I
want have not yet been received from the printer. We were as-
sured on Saturday that they would be here this morning, but
they have not come yet. .

Mr.VEST. Verygood. Iftherequestof the Senator is placed
on that ground, let the paragraphs which have been heretofore
passed over be passed over again for the present.

Thg VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be re-
sSumed.

The Secretary read as follows:

SCHEDULE C.—METALS AND MANUFACIURES OF—IRON AXD STEEL,

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment under the
above heading, on page 21, after line 2, to insert:

1024. Iron ore, including manganiferous iron ore, also the dross or re-
siduum from burnt pyrites, 40 cents per ton.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the political campaigns for
the last six years in Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut,
and the other New England States have been carried on by
tariff reformers in behalf of the doctrine of free raw material.
The le there have been assured, not only by the leading
tariff reformers, orators, and newspapers of New England that
Democratic success meant the removal of the duties from all
materials used by manufacturers, but leading Democratic ora-
tors from outside.of New England have visited that section of
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the country whenever an election was pending and have taken
great pains to assure our people that if the Democratic partg
should succeed the enormous rates which had been im
upon iron and steel for the benefit of the ironmasters of Penn-
sylvania would be removed and that New England would be able
to buy pig iron and the various other products of iron at a very
much less rate, owing to the removal of these duties.

The distingunished junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS],
who is not now in his seat, visited New England three yearsago
and made an extended campaign, taking for the text of all his

.speeches ‘' free raw material.”” He said to the people there,

“Wait until the Democratic party gets into power, and we will
give you free coal, free iron ore, free pig iron, free wool, and all
the materials which enter into your manufactures, and you will
enter at once upon a new era of prosperity.” Hesaid inexpress
terms, * We keep our pledges, and whenever we are restored to
power, if we ever shall be, we will give you free coal and free
iron ore and free pig iron.” The distinguished Senator from
Texas went a great deal [urther than that, and said, ‘I favor
free bar iron;” and he also said he favored the placing of other
things upon the free list which I do not now recall.

Ifany Congressional district in New England has been carried,
if the electoral vote of any State of New England has been cast
forthe Democratic party or for their nominees, it has been upon
the distinct idea and theor{ that that party was in favor of free
raw material, and especially in favor of free coal and free iron

L d

The Democratic party in New England have no Democratic
. Senator or memberof thisbody; there is no one here to speak in
theirbehalf upon thisside of the Chamber from a political stand-
point, and there seems to be not a single man upon the other side
to speak in their interests, their behalf, when this question of
free raw materials is under discussion, and the distinguished
Senator from Texas is not in his seat when the question of free
iron ore is under discussion. What has become of the promises
of the Senator from Texas to the people of New England in re-
gard to free iron ore, made repeatedly from every stump in the
various States of New England?

I am not commissioned by the Democrats of New England to

in their behalf, but I know that the people of that section

of the country have been deluded, some of them, into voting the

Democratic ticket under these promises, and I feel bound to

resent to the Senate at least the view which these gentlemen
ve upon these questions. :

I hold in my hand a communication of the ¥ oung Men’s Demo-
cratic Club of Massachusetts, the leading Democratic organiza-
tion of that State. I regretthat neither of the Massachusetts
Senators is now present, as [ should be very glad toinquire as to
the organization of this club. I know, however, it is the con-
trolling Democratic organization in the State of Massachusetts,
and that the men in it control the policy and suggest the nomi-
nees of the party. This is a communication sent to the Commit-
tee on Finance within the last two or three weeks, and it shows
that at least the Democratic party in Massachusetts, through
its representatives, has not abandoned the policy of the platform

n which it has been conducting its campaigns. This organi-
zation says:
nd ly call ttention to the unfortunate
Oy e bR e
bill will leave the Democratic party in New England. A leading reason for
£ sap%onlngma Democratic party urged by all Democratic speakers in New
England shroughout the campa%ns of the last five ivears was, that by itsre-
turn to power there would be secured a repeal of the prohibitory dutles
u})an pi%‘lron. scra? iron, and coal; which duties had compelled the people
of New England (after along and costly struggle under the tyranmical law
to surrender to Pennsylvania the right of manufacturing the goods whic
they themselves consumed. :
No other issue was more prominently, or evén as prominently, forced upon
the attention of the voters in all those campaigns; and there Was no o
oongaalnt considered by the whole Demoecratic part‘y to be more fully war-
ranted.
imposed in the Wilson bill iron is a prohibitory duty,
mﬁhﬂt}:gso aﬁxcessiv: duty ag com upoalé Eﬁh t.ge d: 2 meosgl ngg:.
imposged u scrap iron,

the manufactured products of iron. 8 du
which is a waste material, is also too high, and is, as we thi ﬁ;s ble.

can not ¢ to have
or to have carried

If these duties are retained, the Democratic
redeemed their pledges to the ﬁopla of New
out the principles laid down in their ‘gjl:uorms; Democrats will not be able
to claim that they have bettered in respect the conditlons maintained
by the McKinley act, and must expect results injurious to their party here
and in the whole country.

We inclose herewith a stawmreﬁ by an iron manufacturer who
is in full sympathy with the D party, giving details and statistics.
‘Wealso earnestly invite your attention to two papers entitled “ Iron in New
England,” conta statisties collected by Mr. T. Aubrey Byrne,
emrll?é of the De ment, forwarded to the Committee on Ways

#ans, but not printed by the Public Printer in time for convenlent
consideration by that committee. Mr. H Talbott, clerk of that com-
mittee, has the papers in charge, and will, doubtless, hand them to you upon
application.

Here follows a statement to which I shall be glad to have the
attention of Democratic Senators:

‘We note with regret, and almost with dismay, intimations in the papers
of the possibility of the continuance of a duty, greater or less, on l:l:ls::la and

iron ore. While we hope that the reports may be based u the imagin-
ings of newspaper rters, and not u; facts, we feel it incumbent upon

us to protest earnest t any action. If there is any such thing
as raw mwﬂum@ﬁ:& stands at the head of the us?%t these ar-

on which a duty is less defensible. If a duty
m?how can faith or credence for a Democratic platform ever be

Irepeat that sentence, that Senators on the other side may
have its full force and effect. Here is what the leading Demo-
cratic organization in the State of Massachusetts, speaking to
their fellow-Democrats forming the majority of the Committee
on Finance of the Senate, says:

If aduty is put upon it [coal] how can faith or credence for a Democratic
platiorm ever be secured again?

The paper continues:

Not only because the Dem
for L, but because honesty and Justics a1so demani .o~ ¢ peopte call

Mr. PLATT. From what is the Senator reading?

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam reading from a communication of the
Young Men's Democratic Club of Massachusetts, direeted to the
Committee on Finance of the Senate.

Mr. HALE. Isit found in any of these bulletins?

Mr. ALDRICH. It isfoundin s bulletin which ought to have
been on our tables this morning, but it is not here. I hope it
will be here before night. :

hMrt.ﬁPLATT. The Senator, then, is reading from the proof
sheets? :

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam reading from the printed proof sheets,
which I succeeded in getting this morning in advance.
and because the future success of the movement toward lower duties de-
pends upon the satisfactory operation of the tariff which ghall now be en-
acted we earnestly urge that the Committee on Pinance shall report a bill
in which eoal and iron ore shall be free, scrap iron (carefully d ed, as it
isnotin the present law) shall befree, and p}; iron shall be subject toa duty
it cucteding S s, madeh i e Rchaet dunyson J fron ik esi by
part a duty for prohibition and not for nﬁu&. 4 iy

I have had frequent occasion in the last few days to call at-
tention to the inequalities and anomalies of this bill and to the
fact that in its preparation every theory and every doctrine
which the Democratic party has advocated in the past has been
abandoned. Can there be & more striking illustration than the
statement which Iread from the leading Democratic authority
in the State of Massachusetts. Not only in the State of Massa-
chusetts, but wherever there was an intelligent tariff reformer
in the United States, from the President of the United States
down to the most humble member of the party, this doctrine of
free raw material has been not only advocated, but has been
made the basis of the whole structure of tariff reform; yet upon
the first occasion that the Democratic party has had an oppor-
tunity to prepare a tariff bill, this doctrine and all that it im-
plies is deliberately abandoned.

The iron people of New England have been told by Demo-
crats that, if they succeeded, this duty should be removed. A
large number of the iron manufacturers in Massachusetts and
Rhode Island signed a petition, which was presented to Con-
gress three years ago, asking for this removal upon the ground
that it would give to them and their employés greater prosper- -
ity. How do you, gentlemen, propose fo answer that appeal?
How do you propose to carry out the pled'ges made in your be-
half by the distinguished Senator from Texas and by all the
other Democraticlorators and tariff reformers? The great tariff-
reform newspaper of New England, the Boston Herald, has filled
its columns for years with appeals to the peopleof New England
that their real interests lay with the Democratic party and with
the policy which they had deliberately adlgﬁted as their policy
in regim-d to the dutieslevied upon materials of manufacture.

As [ have already said, if a Democratic member of Congress
had been elected in New England for the past ten years, if a
Democratic governor had been elected in any of those States,
if any of those States have cast their electoral votes for the
Democratic ticket it has beenupon the distinctideaand promise
that these materials were to be made free.

The statement appended to this rather remarkable aﬁpeal of
this leading Democratic organization of Massachusetts is so in-
telligent and so pertinent and has such application to this and
the next paragraph that I feel justified in asking the attention
of the Senate fo itsreading. I shall be ve , however, if
the courtesy of my friends upon the other side will permit i, to
have it read by the Secretary.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re-
quested, if there be no objection.

The Secretary read as follows:

STATEMENT.

The articles dealt with in the iron and steel schedule of the Wilson bill
are three, to wit, iron ore, crude iron, and, as a group, steel and the manu-
factures of iron and steel.
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'Of great importance to the ironworkers is the proposed removal of duty
from an article—coal—not included In the schadufar.o

The effect of this removal is not & matter for long remark. It will, unde-
niably, be a benefit to every man in New England who uses light, heat, or

or; and this benefit will accrue, as soon as the goods are put upon the
market, in proper supply and cost.

The removal of the duty upon fron ore will cheapen the cost of Bessemer
{ron in New England, but 1t will not cause iron ore to be smelted in New
England, nor will it materially assist the iron manufacturers of New Eng-
land in their efforts to au;fplﬁ'rﬁha consumers of New E: with the man-
ufactures of iron and steel, is fact was distinctly ow in the petition
of the 600 iron manufacturers to the Fifty-first Congress.

In Nova Scotla and, measurably, in Great Britain, coal, iron ore, and lime
stone lie almost contignonsly to each other. They should be smelted where
they are already collected together by nature.

To build a $300,000 furnace in order to ‘brm§ to it 4 tons of crude material
for the manufacture of each ton of iron, involving a freight cost more than
twice as t as the whole labor cost of each ton of product from the col-
lected material, is not an operation likely to commend itself to the capi-

list.
uﬂimmism&dotm it is only the Bessemer ores that will be imported.
By this importation into Eastern Pennsylvania Bessemer pig iron (but not
forge or foundry pig iron) will there be more cheaply made than it is now,
and, as a consequence, Bessemer E iron, thence transported into New
England, will be cheaper than now in New England. But in consequenceof
the cost of freight and hauling, pig iron of all kinds will, under the pro-
continnance of a othlt.gg tariff, be kept more cos‘ltélr in New Eng-
and than it will be in Pennsylvania, and the steel works, mills, foundries,
and forges of Pennsylvania will be continued in unjust possession of the
privilege of doing the steel-making and iron and steel manufacturing per-
taing to articles consumed in New England.
iron and serap iron will restore to New
England the ﬁm and power of her own steel-making and iron manu-
fact : it is in this that the Wilson bill falis far short of the
just demands of the New England people; for it imposes a duty of % fﬁ:
cent upon these basic articles, and it thus continues the oppression
old tariffs. While it removes about two-thirds of the former mountainous
@uty, it still retains a duty which is prohib! under the frasemn and prob-
able future conditions of the market. It should be stated, in partial expla-
nation of this provision of-the schedule, that it more thanmeets the petition
of the iron manufacturers of New England, as umnar Tead; for that peti-
tion asied for free coal, free iron ore, and a 24 per cent duty on pig and scrap;
and the bill gives free coal and irom ore, and a 22§ per cent duiy on pig and

scrap.
But the petition was madein 1899, and was adapted to conditions then
; and annexed to the petition was a statement providing for future
and running as follows:
ould not degrade one section of our common country in or;'
oymen
be 80

Nothing but substantially free:

contingenc
*“The laws
@er to exalt another. They should not forbid New England the
of all the rights which her location om the coast gives; they shou!
amended that crude iron be as chaapinbcrgmssuminl’myl—
as

may
vania or Alabama; and that eoal and iron ore may cheap as the world
will furnish them to her.”
And , page 10

“We claim that the tariff should allow crude iron to be as cheap on the
coast as it is in the interior, in order that New England men may manufac-
ture and finish the iron that New England uses; and that she may not be set
back in civilization by the impediments arising from the lack of cheap iron
and steel.”

As marketvalues were then, the reduction then asked for would have thus
equalized values. As they are now, not even a full release of the duty will
do this; for, as shown by the American Manufacturer of December 28, Bes-
nameriro:lﬂsse in m:smguﬂligermmiﬂatges?mg?m }ln
Great Britain; w gray forge, selling am, Ala., for §7, is sell-
ing in Great Britain at 88.50; and No. 1 fm‘?.‘;;?;‘;ﬁm at $8.50.at Birming-
ham, Ala., is selling at §12 in Great Britain,

There is no other place on the face of the earth where. iron is made so
cheaply as in our Southern States. Surely their rity does not depend
%Eon keeping crude iron artificially high in New England and California.

ey have water courses to the sea, and if the bo ess West and South-
west of this country do not Ehra them room to bustle in, they have but to
reach out thelr hands and take the markets of the world. The six hundred
iron manufacturers of New England further said, in their statement to Con-

“The petition annexed to this statement is based upon the supposition
that the present duties upon manufactured iron and steel will remain as
they are. 1f, however, these duties shall be reduced, an equivalent reduc-
tlon in the duty upon crude iron (plg and scrap), asked for (24 per cent),
should be made.” .

The defect in the Wilson bill S;run schedule) that most concerns the iron
and steel workers of the coast is this: First, that the duty which it places
upon %and scrm:diu prohibitory: secondly, if it were not prohibi! , Btill
muck iron could not be made in this country, under the proposed duties,
from British pig to competewith imported British muck bar iromn, nor could
merchant bars be madein this country from British pig to compete with
imported British merchant bars, and still less could the manufactured iron
g-i us;heal articles classed under the 25 per cent duty be made from Imported

bars.

The British pig can not be imported, because under the proposed duty it
costs more than American pig, and so also of British scrap. And if they
could, they could not be further manufactured, for at the duties put upon
the manufactures every article just named wounld be undersold, if made in
the United States from British pig, by similar articles made in Great Brit-

ain.

The following of costs at places of production, from the American
lhnuatétiumr of mgeoember 25, fmpm:la,on‘; t&; gorfeamgés of this statement
upon tion e proposed duty and fr t. it being assumed that a fair
average ocaann-aigmp:awaosmnia&perton.

,.

BRITISH IRON.

Besse-| Gray
S Ier. No. L.
Cost f. 0. b, Great Britaln. ... ............|811.04] $8.32( B12.24
Dnt?',m'par cent — 1.92 2.7%
Freight_____. | 200] %00 2,00
Cost at Boston 1552 1244 16.90

O, PIMEIIE « oo e e - £ e s e i i e m o L0 e e s
Cost, Ala_.__ A e U oA i o §.00| #8.50
Al g e 1T T W S SR S E e T 20| 4.62 4.62
Cost Rt-BoStOmL. oo icrnnnanas Ry 13.90 | 1162 1312

The proposed duty on 1.1 tons of gray forge pig iron at $8.52 per ton nec

on
essary to make I ton of muck bar iron, is#.11, and the proposed duty (25
Re{ aem% ttlm on:r!éon oé&u%r?n;‘tmn (!ﬁs )stt-l.%, gx' 214 moqujt..‘fmn the
uty on thep m. A g showsthe cost 0f mal aton
of muck bar lg‘on to be, exclusive (g?ia'on, $4.06 more in America tgm in
Great Britain. A ton of imported British muck bar iron would therefore
undersell a ton of muck bar iron made in America from British pig iron by
§1.92 per ton. Of conrse, puddling would be impossible in New England un-
der such conditions.

The cost of & ton of Welsh bars is given in American Manufacturer, Dec-
cember 28 as §23.28. The duty on them, as proposed in the bill, is 30 per cent,
or ¥5.98, e duty on 1} tons of pig iron necessary to make them would be
£2.40, the difference being $4.58. Adding to the increased cost of making
muck bar iron in America, as shown by Col. Wright, #4.08, the further in-
creased American cost §2.18 (see 3 132 and 133} olémt.m)g the muck bars
into merchant iron, we have $06.24 as the cost above English cost of making
themerchsntu bﬁs in America, while the increased duty on the barsis, as

shown, only

It is quite clear, therefore, that by Col. Wright's estimates the British
bars, under the duty, would undersell the American bars made
from British iron. such a case, the making of merchant bars from Brit-
ish pig iron wonid become upon the Atlantic coast. It is noet
necessary to go farther, in order to show that the British bars, imported as
30 per cent duty, can not be further manufactured, with high-priced Ameri-
can labor, and then sold in competition with similar articles, imported
under & 23 per cent duty; thisis self-evidens, and we therefore cross
also from the list of New England manufactures all the articlesin the 25 per
cent class, and doubtless the greater part of those in the 30 per cent class
also, if we are to depend upon British iron, at a 22§ per cent duty, for

ma I
S 'ﬁhe exact workings of the proposed schedule, as it now stands, will be as
ollows:

So long as Ameriean pig iron remains at the present low British’
crude iron can not be imported into New England under the p%rggg'ad duaty,
and conse?uenny the manufacturing for New England will continue to be
done, a.al of late years it hos been done, in the mills, forges, and foundries of

vania. This simply continues the oppression of the present tariff.
If American lronslmuIl advance to such a point that British pig iron canbs
imported T the duty, the British pig ironcannot worked

PO
into manufgctures upon which the duties have been put at 25 per cent and
20 per cent, use the articles can be imported from Great }%bam more
cheaply than they can be made from British ironin New England; and, in
this case, it will be the mills, forges, and foundries of Great Britain that

will do the manufacturing for the consumption of New England.

Right and justice call for the complete removal of the duty upon pig and
scrap iron and scrapsteel. Butif thenecessities of the Government require
arevenue from thesa articles, whatever duty may be put upon them shounld
be accompanied by an internal-revenue duty of t.xne same amount upon p!
iron made in this country. By this expedient the burden of the tax w
A g S e
Qustries of New Engiand, ICETNRTNE St

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I havenot had these articles
read with a view of expressing any sympathy whatever with
the arguments and the statements which they contain, but they
are the arguments and statements upon whici the tariff reform
movement has been defended in New England for the past half
dozen years. The Senators from New England who differ from
these gentlemen in their views upon this question have been
denounced as false to the great interests of the people they rep-
resent on this floor. This denunciation has been heaped upon
us with no limitation.

I simply desire to call the attention of the Senate to the fact
that in the pending bill, and in almost every one of its provi-
sions, the promises which the party responsible for it have
made in the past have been forgotten, to use a very mild phrase,
I am glad to see that the distinguished Senatorfrom Texas [Mr.
MiLLs]isnowinhisseat. During hisabsencefrom the Chumber
I havestated thatin the campaign in Massachusettsand the other
New England States three or four years ago the Senator from
Texas had distinctly stated thatif the Democratic party were en-
trusted with power they would keep their pledges and place
u the l;nr%e list the macot.:i-iali used in the manufactures of

ew . especiall and iron ore. The distinguished -
Sena.t%:ﬁrom Texas sa.lg in the course of that campaign that he
g&as in favor of free iron ore, free coal, free pig iron, and free

T 1ron. : -

Iknow how helpless the Senator from Texasfinds himself in in-
fluencing toany extent whatever the provisions of the various par-
agraphsof the%ill, butIdo expecthim, as the representative of
the gentlemen whose petition I have just had read from the
Clerk’s desk, tostand upand try at least to keep the pl swhich
he made fo the Demoecrats of Massachusetts, and which Mr, -
Cleveland and the other fariff reformers of the country have
made to the people of the country, to put these materials, es-
pecially coal and iron ore, upon the free list. Certainly he can
speak in this forum in be of the doctrines and the ]gﬂrinoipleo
which he has advocated for a quarter of a century. may be
outvoted by a vote of a solid bemo(mmc par&pledged inad-
vance by a caucus, but he can certainly show people of the
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New England towns, whose halls have résounded with his elo-
quence, that he at least stands true to the pledges and promises
he has made to them, It can not be possible that every man in
the Democratic party hasdesertad its flag and deserted the prin-
ciples which they have held in the past.

ow dothecommittee propose to answer these strong and earn-
est appeals made by the leading Democrats of New England? In
the petition which has been read the Young Men's Democratic
Club denounce and protest st the imposition of a duty of
224 per cent upon pig iron, which lies at the basis of all the iron
and steel industry of the United States. What answer do the
majority members of the committee make to that protest by ac-
tion taken since it was received? They have increased the duty
from 22} per cent ad valorem to 84 a ton, or 50 per cent ad va-
lorem upon the foreign cost of pig iron.

Mr.VEST. May Iask the Senator from Rhode Island a ques-
tion without breaking the thread of his argument?

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly.

Mr, VEST. Ishould like to know from the Senator, whilst
he is going into the question of consistency and prin_cipie, ete.,
whether he is prepared to vole for free and free iron ore?

Mr. ALDRIEH. Ina protective tariff bill I am for the %1‘;0-
tection of every article which because of the increased labor
cost here cannot be produced in the United States onequal terms
with the same article in any other country in the world; but in
a nondescript measure like the pending ome, which I believe
should be defeated, and the defeat of which is demanded by the
highest interest of the country, I should not hesitate togive any
vote which I thought would contribute to that resulf.

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Rhode Island will pardon
me, I do not yet understand exactly what he means. He would
vote, then, for free coal and free iron ore if it would defeat the
bill?

Mr. ALDRICH. I certainly would.

Mr. VEST. What would he do if it would not defeat it?

Mr. ALDRICH. 1 do not know what I would do under those
circumstances. My impression is that I should vote according
to the light and judgment which I had upon the amendments
as they were presented. I am in favor of4 protective duty upon
coal and upon iron ore, and I have so voted; and, as I stated, I
have been denounced by every Democratic paper in New Eng-
land for so voting.

Mr. WHITE. Then the Senator has not been converted?

Mr. BUTLER. The duty under the McKinley law is 75 cents
a ton on coal and on iron ore,

Mr. ALDRICH. Seventy-five cents a ton on coal and iron
ore, under the conditions that existed in 1890, were not as high
rates as are proposed in the pending bill upon the iron products
of the United States under existing conditions to the continu-
ance of which I do not intend to contribute.

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Rhode Island yield for
a guestion?

r. ALDRICH. Certainly.

Mr. WHITE. Do I understand that the Senator from Rhode
Island is in favor of a duty ugon iron ore, or that he is not in
favor of a duty upon iron ore?

Mr. ALDRICH. I have stated that I am in favor of a duty
upon iron ore.

Mr. WHITE. The McKinleylaw provides a tariff of 75 cents,
I believe, and the proposed measure reduces it to 40 cents.

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘It does.

Mr. WHITE. Isthe Senator from Rhode Island opposed to
that reduction? Does he think that reduction is too small?

Mr. ALDRICH. That depends entirely upon the rates which
the Senate shall decide to fix upon the articles which follow.
The whole iron and steel industry of the United States is based
first upon iron ore and then upon pig iron. I will give the Sen-
ator an illustration of exactly what I mean. The bill proposes
to impose a duty equal to 50 per cent ad valorem upon pig iron,
whileit proposes to impose a duty of 30 ger centad valorem upon
the finest products of iron and steel. I do not propose by any
vote of mine to consent to that arrangement. If I can not get
the 30 per cent advance I am willing to vote to put down the
du]? on iron from 75 to 40 cents, or even lower if necessary.

r. WHITE. I understand the Senator states that the Dem-
ocratic party of New England is clamorous for free iron ore and

free coal.
l’erﬁ ALDRICH. I have had their own statement read to that
effect.

Mr. WHITE. Isthe Senatorecriticising thisside of the Cham-
ber because it puts some duties upon those materials, while he
himself voted for the McKinley gill, which places a duty of 75
cents a ton upon each of those articles?

Mr. ALDRICH., I am finding fault with the other side of the

Chamber, if it can be called finding fault, for having forgotten,

to use a mild phrase, the deliberate promises and pledges which
they have made to the people of New England in regard to dutied
upon coal and iron ore.

Mr. WHITE, Do I understand the Senator tosay that the
Democracy of this Chamber approximates criminality as it ap-

roximates toward the Republican rates? That I understand to
the Senator’s position.

Mr. ALDRICH. I have not made any such suggestion. The
Senator from California himself is making the application.

Mr. WHITE. That is the logic of the Senator's position.

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from California is himself
making the application. I am not making any application; I
am only stating the facts.

Mr. WHITE. Iam disposed to think it is always subject to
criticism if it nears the Republican view. If the Senator from
Rhode Island will permit another interruption, the Republican
tariff being 75 cents and the proposed tarfﬂf 40 cents, there is a
manifest reduction, I presume the Senator from Rhode Island
will not dispute that fact. Now, the Senator from Rhode Island
is not prepared, I understand, to vote with the Democratic party
or any of its members for free coal or free iron ore.

Mr. ALDRICH. I have not said that yet.

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator say it? Does he know?

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not now discussing my own position;
that will appearlateron. Istated thatmy vote upon these prop-
ositions depend entirely upon the rates fixed in the subse-
quent portion of the bill,

Mr. WHITE. The Senator does not know how he would vote?

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Rhode Island allow
me to ask him a question®

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly.

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam in doubt how to vote on this item. I
suppose we are to get some light from the discussion, but Sen-
ators on the other side of the Chamber do not seem inclined to
participate. I welcome the Senator from California to the field
of discussion. I have no doubt we shall get from him enlight-
enment and good advice on this subject, and I hope he will help”
us to solve a problem which troubles my mind, as I have no
doubt it troubles the mind of the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS]
who was in favor of free iron ore and has promised that greaf
boon to New England, and who now sits here calmly in his seat
and sees it taken away from us.

‘We are all mixed up on this question; there is no doubt about
that; and we are seeking light on the subject. I wish to ask
the Senator from Rhode Island whether, with reference to the
schedule of manufactures of iron, the bill as it came from the
House of Representatives, with free iron ore in the bill, the
duties were !:u%h enough with free iron ore, and if they were
not, whether 1 oy are high enough now with a duty of 40 cents
a ton on iron ore? The question I wish to get at in determining
how Ishall vote upon thisquestionis, as the Senator from Rhode
Island has stated, how do the rates between iron ore and manu-
factures of iron compare?

If we are fo be treated in accordance with the promises which
the Senator from Texas made to us in New England, if, as the
great apostle of the coming tariff law promised to New England,
we are to get free coal and free iron, and his pledges are to be
fulfilled, then I understand we must accept the inevitable, be-
cause there is a Democratic majority, and then we must take
such duties npon manufactures of iron as will correspond to free
ore and free coal, and there could safely be some reduction upon
manufactures of iron. But until we know into whose hands we
have fallen,and whether it is to be free coal and free iron, or 75
cents a ton iron ore or 40 cents a ton iron ore, we can not tell
what duties we must have upon manufactures of iron, and until
we know what duties we are going to have upon manufactures
of iron we can not tell what duties we can stand upon iron ore.

Mr. President, I am entirely at sea upon the subject, and I
do not wonder that the Senator from Rhode Island is in doubt
as to what he shall do upon this item. It seems to me that the
first question to be discussed is why do we not have here free
iron and free coal for New England, whether we want it ornot,
forced upon us as it was to be upon the Republicans of New Eng-
land, promised to the young Democracy of New England as it
was. 1%Vhi&m that question is settled and the other side of the
Chamber has determined that we are not to have it and fix the
rate of duty that is to be put upon the raw material, then we

can form some notion as to what kind of duties we want upon

the manufactures of iron. I hope the Senator from Rhode Is-
land will not be discouraged by the Senator from California
[Mr. WHITE] in his attempt to bring some order out of this
chaos and to work out.some principle, if he can find one, and
that the Senator from California will contribute to find it, by
which we can find out how we are going to vote on coal and iron
for New England which the Senator from Texas (whom our
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" people supposed had been living and laboring for yearsin order
to destroy our industries) assured us in 1892 we should have
protected not by duties but by free raw materials.

I hope that question may be settled first, that we may find out
where we stand and in whose hands we are, whether the Senator
from Texas is running this thing or whether the Senator from
California is running it, or whether itis to be conducted by the
Senator from Missouri and the Senator from Arkansas. Iho
the Senators, before they ask us to vote on these questions, will
enlighten us as to how we are tovote when we consider the free
raw materials which were promised us but which we are not to
get 1111 connection with the proper duties upon manufactured
articles.

Mr. PLATT. I propose an amendment to the amendment of
the committee.

Mr. ALDRICH. 1 yield for that purpose.

Mr. PLATT. Inline 4, I move to strike out ‘*40” and insert
#80,” so as to make the rate 60 cents a ton.

Mr. BUTLER, Will the Senator from Rhode Island pardon
me for a moment?

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly; but I have promised to yield -to
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. o

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from New Hampshire has just
stated that he is laboring under some embarrassment, and that
he does not know whether the bill is in charge of the Senator
from Texas or the Senator from Missouri or the Senator from
Arkansas. This side is getting a little embarrassed just now.

‘ The Senator from Rhode Islands gets up and insists upon free
iron ore and free coal, and his associate from Connecticut[Mr.
PLATT] gets up and insists upon raising the duties. In the
classic language of a gentleman in another body I should like fo
know “where we are at?” [Laughter.] There is some little
inconsistency on the other side of the Chamber.

Mr, ALDRICH. The illustration may be a good one, but the
facts are not good. I have not stated that I am in favor of free
iron ore or free coal.

Mr. BUTLER. Then the argument of the Senator from
Rhode Island has certainly been lost.

Mr. ALDRICH. I am trying in my feeble way to represent
for the time being the Democrats of New England, not in mak-
ing an argument, but in making a statement of the E,E)sit.iv:m
which they have taken and which has been taken in behalf of the
Demlocrgzic party by the junior Senator from Texas for New
England,

r. BUTLER. If the Democrats of New England must be
represented by the Senator from Rhode Island they are in a
very bad way.

M‘;. ALD%.ICH. Unfortunately they have no other repre-
sentative sitting upon this side of the Chamber. There seems
to be no one on the other side of the Chamber who is willing to
represent their views.

r. BUTLER. Yes; we are willing to do so if you will allow

us to vote.
Mr. ALDRICH. You will vote against their wishes, I am

rry to say.

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest to the Senator from Rhode Is-
land that by unanimous consent we allow the Senator from
Texas to represent them. He went up there and whooped u
the boysin 1892 for Cleveland with promises of free coal an
free iron ore, and he now calls upon us, when he has got thebill
through the other House with free iron and free coal, thisgreat
boon, to say whether we will take 40 centsa ton on iron ore and
40 cents a ton on coal. I think the Senator from Rhode Island
perhaps is infringing upon what is the appropriate province of
the junior Senator from Texas. :

Mr. MILLS. The Senator from New Hampshire is calling
on me to enlighten his understanding, to help him comprehen
this question fully and thoroughly, that he may be enabled to
discharge his duty to the American people. Mr. President, I

ive over the task. I have labored here along time to convince

ublican Senators and Republican members of the other House

of their duty to the people. I have finally made up my mind to

give them over to hardness of heart,and stiffness of neck and

reprobacy of mind, that they may believe a lie and be damned;

I mean politically, of course, I see no hope for their conversion.
I have given them *‘line on line, and precept on precept.”

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Texas a question?

Mr. MILLS. Certainly.

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Texas
whether he sees any hope for the conversion of his Democratic
associates on this Earticula.r qu?:tion?

Mr. MILLS. I haye been making good headway allalong, but
I have struck a hard rock on the Republican side on the ques-
tion. 'It;hdere is too much behind them that will not let them be
converted. .

Mr, President, the two Senators who have spoken for New
England have stated correctly, not that I made promises, I sup-
pose, but that I have advocated free raw material, and I have

romised, as far as my vote is concerned, that I would give them
?ree wool from Texas. We have no coal and not much iron ore,
but as far as I was able I was in favor of giving them not only
free wool, free coal, free iron ore, and free pig iron, but free ma-
terial of all kinds that require to be manufactured before going
into ultimate consumption. I may go further than that;Sena-
tors, and tell you that if T had the making of the bill o be passed
by the Congress of the United States and approved by the Pres-
ident I would convert every custom-house in this country into
a schoolhouse to teach the truth to the people, That is what
I would do. But I speak for myself when [ sa that.

Mr, ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to
interrupt him? ¢

Mr, MILLS. Certainly.

Mr, ALDRICH. I made a statement before the Senator from
Texas came in which I am not sure I have repeated since. The
people of New England, especially the Democrats of New Eng-
gland, look upon the Senator from Texas notonly as the apostle,
but as the very high priest, of tariff reform. -

My, MILLS. Iam very much obliged to them.

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Texas, in a speech which
he made at Webster, Mags.—

Mr. MILLS. Yes; I know what it was.

Mr. ALDRICH. Said, ‘‘ We keep our pledges; and when the
Democratic party is returned to power coal and iron ore and pig
iron will go upon the free list.” Now, it is notso much the par-
ticular individual sentiment, but the pledges 'and the promises
that he made for his party with which I find fault, and I do not
like the way the Senator keeps them.

Mr. MILLS. Iam reminded of a great substantial fact that
the Senator must keep before his mind, that in going into ac-
tion, as I once heard Admiral Porter say before the Naval Com-

mittee, it is necessary that the fastest vessel shall regulate its

sgeed by the speed of the slowest vessel, because if you do not,
the fastest vessel will run away from your fleet and the enemy
will attack you when you are scattered on the seas and cut you
to pieces. That is precisely what the Senator from Rhode Is-
land wants me to do now.

Mr, ALDRICH. Isthe Senator from Texas clear in his mind
whether the Democratic fleet is behind or ahead of the Repub-

‘| licans at this time?

Mr, MILLS. Some of it is bshind and some ahead. Iam on
the front ship. Whenever New England shall ses her interest
to take the taxes off the materials of her manufacture, which is
her chief industrial occupation, in order that she may give em-
ployment to all her people during all the monthsand days of the

ear and bring prosperity to her people and her section, and

eed the words of admonition I gave her, and send Democrats here
instead of twelve Republicans to prevent us from doing if, then
I will redeem the whole of the promise which I made. Thus far
we are giving her free wool, which is one part of free raw ma-
terials, and perhaps the one of the largest consequence to her
in her manufactures.

‘Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Texas allow me a
further question?

Mr. MILLS. Certainly.

Mr. ALDRICH. If we will give you 12 Republican votes for
free coal and free iron ore will you keep your promises then?

Mr. MILLS. If you will give us those votes to go on and
the bill T will. Now stand up and tell me whether you wil11 do
it or not.

Mr. ALDRICH. No.

Mr, MILLS. You say you will not.

Mr. I.;X_LDRICH. That amount of sugar coating is not thick
enou .

Mrg..MlLLS. Iam too old a coon to be eaught in such a trap
as ybu are now setting. .

ow, then, the pro%lem is this, and I can not be fooled about
this question even by so shrewd and adroit a diplomat as my
friend from Rhode Island. If I vote for free coal and free iron
ore and such other things as I want free on the bill and then
cause the bill to be defeated, your people will have to pay 75
cents a ton on coal and 75 cents a ton on iron ore. Had I not
better give them a reduction of 35 cents and secure it than to
vote for free coal and-free iron ore and at last compel them to
pay 75 cents a ton? Iam agdin between the devil and the deep
sea, and [ am going to seaagain. I will take 40 cents instead of
75 cents. That is all there is about it.

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I suppose the Senator from
Texas thinks it makes a [ascinating temptation to the manufac-
turers of New England when he offers them free ore. I know
that free ore and free coal were the favorite topics with the so-
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called tariff reformers up in Massachusetts. They began to
think ‘‘If we could get bituminous coal for a half cent less, or if
we could get iron ore free, we would abandon the whole protect-
- ive policy.”

] Il:ll):\':gere an elaborate argumentufon ourside of thaq%lest.ion
from a concern which uses 20 tons of pig iron aday. Thse up-
shot of it is, among other things, an argument against free coal.
I hold in my hand a book which has about one thousand little

ictures of articles that this concern makes. I want to ask the
Senator now what difference in any one of these articles or in
any dozen would the 75 cents a ton oncoal make? That isa
magnificent bribe on the 20 tons of $15 a day, even suppose they
got the whole benefit of it. ) .

Now, the Senator hasan extraordinary misunderstanding of the
proper gradations of industry. What difference is it to a man
who maﬁes a watch spring whether iron ore has a duty upon it?
The duty has vanished—it is absolutely invisible long before it
reaches the condition of fine steel.

The Senator from Texas says he wishes all our dpet:ﬁ:le to have
raw materials as cheap as possible; that we shoul e the duty
off all raw materials. The ore in the hill is perhaps worth 20
cents a ton. Some Senator can fell me what you can buya
mountain of it for, perhaps 20 or 30 cents & ton in Gogebic for
example; something like that. When that ore gets down to
Cleveland it is worth, say, 33 a ton, and the $2.80 is all labor.
Tt is just as much a conversion of labor into a visible product as
is the conversion of labor into a visible product when a man
makes a watch spring. g

Every successive step from the ore at Gogebic up to the watch
gpring is a step in which the raw material ehanges itsell into

finished product. Now, the gentleman must begin and
make it free all the way up to the man who makes the watch
spring, until he can get a bar of the best possible refined steel
into his hands to make a watch spring. he

No, sir; we are not to be bribsd, and we are not to be_ xqmled.

‘I am against free coal and against free ore; but I am willing to
take anything I can get, even a cent, because I am for the inter-
ests of my region and the industries of the whole country. The
Senator, among others, makes a terrible mistake in Eugpos:_.ng
that any one section of the country can be hurt without hurting
the whole of it. He will as sure as he lives drive out of busi-
ness many large establishments in New England, I do not say
by his theory, but by the bill as it now stands. .

Take the concern whose book I hold before me. He bribes
them with free ore, but-when he gets up to the finished product
in paragraph 177 of the bill, where they are classed, he reduces
the duty from 45 per cent ad valorem to 30 per cent. The other
House reduced it to 35, and that was bad enough; and the bill as it
stands now reduces it to 30 per cent. I appeal to the Senator
from Arkansas and the Senator from Missouri to take this into
serious consideration. I ask them to take this very book if they
choose to see whether it is fair to make that reduction in the
duty. : :

Egary one knows that these ad valorem duties are not what
they appear to be. I have heard many manufacturers in esti-
mating their values say really a duty of 40 per centad valorem was
not as a matter of fact more than a duty of about 30 per cent, be-
cause it is absolutely impossible to keep the appraiser up to the
true market value of the goods as they come here from abroad.
Nowthe duty of 30 per cent on thatarticle, 5 per cent lower than is
proposed by the other House, issimply ruinous, and my constitu-
ents do not care whether it is ruin at 50 or ruin at 100 per cent
on any particular article, or ruin with free coal or with free iron
ore. Itis ruin to them anyhow.

I beg the Senator from Texas to study the different gradations
between raw material and the finished products from the red
dirt in the mountain up to the beautiful polished watch spring:
and thenif he will make a conscientious endeavor to so grade
the different products as to apply an old-fashioned Democratic
principle of eounterbalancing the cheapness of European labor,
we may perhaps get a bill which we will vote for. We do not
say that we insist upon the precise figures of the McKinley law
in every respect, but we do want the principle. We do want
common sense in the gradation of these articles according to
tha cost of the raw material in each case and according to the
difference between labor in Europe and in this country. I am
sorry the Senator was not better received in New England.

Mr. MILLS. I was never better received anywhere in my
life. <

Mr. HAWLEY. I was thinking of a little incident that it is
hardly fair to mention. It was jocular. The Senator got off his
balancefora moment. A Yankeemechanicin New Haven asked

a question, and the Senator advised him to goand soak his head.
The Yankee mechanic has carried that to this day rather as a
trophy. He thought he had bothered the Senaior from Texas.

-prosperous manufacturing region on the face of

Mr. MILLS. That shows how far a man can be driven when
he has no legitimate argument. The Senator and one of his
colleagues have repeated this incident on the floor. Such a
thing as that ought not tobe done among gentlemen in discus-
sion on the floorof the Senate. Ispoke in New Haven. I never
Was more nordiallfr received in my life, and I should be cordially
received there if I went again. I am verymuch attached to the
Eggple of New England. A man got up in the audience after I

finished and came down to the railing. Everybody was go-
ing out of the house, people were shouting, and I could not hear
what he said. His ds were waving wildly in the air. I
thought thefellow wasdrunk; he seemed to be excited; his head
was hot, and I did say to him that I thought he had better go
and stick his head in water and cool off.

Mr. HAWLEY. T did not charge the Senator with any great
crime in what I said. The Yankee mechanic thought {13 had
asked the Senator a question which bothered him, and the Sen-
ator made the most convenient reply.

Mr. MILLS. Ineverheardhisquestion. Ididnotknow what
it was. I do not know to-day what the question was. If you
will ask the question now I will answer it.

Mr. CHANDLER. AsI remember the question, in the story
as it-was narrated (and I certainly do not think it ought to be
brought in here il it was not true) the Senator was m&%ing this
favorite argument of his, that to make New England the most
e globe all we
needed was free raw material. It was the device by which he
attempted to make, and I do not know buf that he t{lﬂ make, a
great many votes with his pleasant manner and fervid eloguence
for Cleveland in New England. When he had finished his ar-
gumen$ this citizen of Connecticut asked him why, if free raw
material made aduty unnecessary, we needed any duty whatever
on cotton manufactures where we had free raw material. That
was the question.

Mr. S, Now{ I will answer the question, and you can
carry the answer back to your constituents. Cotton is free, and
the machinery that makes the cotton product pays $45 on every
§100. Thatisone thing. All your dyes that enterinto your cot-
ton goodsare taxed 25, 30, 40, 50, 75, and 100 per cent. The leather
that turns the wheels of your machinery is taxed. The coal
which generates the steam is taxed. That is enough to make
the diflerence in the costof the finished product. t keeps
the cotton goods of New England out of the markets of the
world. T mentioned that the other day tomy friend, Mr. Thorn-
ley, a gentlemansentover here from Old England. He was sent
from Laneaster to the United States, and he brought his books
with him, I am told. I mentioned this very fact in Providence,
where I was invited to dine with a club of two or three hundred
gentlemen, as excellent gentlemen as I ever saw, and nearly all
Republicans. They treated me "G!'f kindly. Mr. Thornley
brought his books and showed every item in the cost of making
a yard of calico, I believe.

Ir. ALDRICH. Print cloths.

Mr. MILLS. Printcloths. He had every item of cost; labor
and every other, and followed it clear up. In every single in-
stance he gia.m, the labor cost was lower in the United States (I
have got the book and will read the figures)—at Providence,
Lowell, Fall River, at everﬁéalace in the United States—than
it was at every place in Old England. When he had carried outs
the entire cost of a yard of calico or print, the finished product,
it cost more in the United States than it did in England, and
that additional cost keptit out of the markets of the world.

Now, that is the legitimate ar, ent for me to make to thoze
gentlemen of New England. Takeoff these taxes, each of which
adds a little, notwithstanding the Senator from Connecticut tells
us that the tax on coal does notadd anything. If the tax on coal
adds nothing and the tax on the ore adds nothing, why do you
follow it up and put a tax on bar iron and steel made out of pi
iron? Yoursystem is that through the whole of your protec
manufactures each successive c e of form compensates for
the tax paid on the one that preceded it. If thatsystem isright,
and I say it is if protection is right, then it must be that there
is a tax paid on each oneof those items as it isassessed. That is
all I have to ;a;y

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I regard this item of iron
ore as something in the nature of a test on this bill. Thereare
two theories in mﬁm‘d to protection which are very different.
One is thatit should be largely confined to manufacture and that
raw materials, the result of American labor, should nothave the
benefit of the protection that is given to manufactures in an ad-
vanced stage. I have always regarded that position as totally
indefensible and untenable. 'We do notwish specially to support
and encourage manufactures at this stage of our industrial de-
velopment. Our manufactures have been already developed by
a hundred years of protection. What we want to do as the
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foundation stone of our national policy is to protect our labor
from undue competition with the cheap labor of Europe.

Therefore, when I heard the petition of Democrats of Massa-
" chusetts read I thought it was the meanest specimen of selfish-
ness that I ever had heard in my life. What they desire is free
raw material, although it is the result of American labor com-
peting with European labor, and to have the highest possible

rotective duties on their own production. I was about to sa

thank God that no man with such aselfish idea, one that woul
protect his particular interest and refuse protection fo other in-
terests of the people of the United States, belongs to the Repub-
lican 1 think it is the proudest meritof the Republicans
of New England that they have resisted this form of tempta-
tion, which is the very element and gist of selfishness, and that
they have been willing by their votes and in their debate in the
Senate and the other House to give to all forms of labor which
come into competition with foreign labor the same fair rule of
protection.

Mr. President, this iron ore industry is one ol the most re-
markable developments not enly in our country, but probabl
in'any country in the world. I do notkmnow of any other devel-
opment, except probably the new developments of gas and oil
and other natural products, that is at all to be compared with
the development of the iron-ore industry of the country. For-
tunately iron ore is found in all parts and all sections of the
country. But the greatest development has been in the Lake
Buperior region. There it is phenomenal. I have here a docu-
mentsigned by all of the leading manunfacturing establishments,
mining establishments, iron companies, etc., along the whole
Northern coast, including many men of high prominence who
have invested all they have in the development of the iron-ore
industry. The result has been perhaps the most remarkable, as
I said before, of any in dustry now extant.

By reference to the report of the Commissioner of Navigation
ending June 30, 1833, the number of vessels employed upon the
lakesis 3,761. Of these 1,731 are steamers. The gross tonnage
of the lake fleets is 432,000 tons. The estimated value of the
steam vessels is 59,000,000, and of sailing and unrigged vessels
$9,000,000, or a total valuation of $68,000,000. Hon. Mr. Ely
estimates the amount expended within a short time for piers
and docks and their equipments at $10,885,000. The capital em-
ployed in the railroad transportation from the mines to the ship-
ping ports on Leke Superior and Lake Michigan amounts to
$32,000,000. The eapital employed in the Lake Superior mining
districts, as-per census report, is $71,000,000. The capital in
docks and their equipments at Lake Erie ports is $12,000,000.
The capital eﬁoyeﬂ exclusively in the railroad transportation
of ores from e Erie ports and mills and furnaces is $26,000,-
€000. In all,the amount of capital invested and employed in
this industry alone is $200,000,000. I see also that the total
product of iron ore in the United States for 1892 was estimated
at 16,000,000 tons. Of this amount about 9,000,000 tons came
from the Lake Superior and Lake Michigan districts.

Now, sir, there is probably not in the history of the country
any industry that has more largely grown and beenmore bene-
ficially developed than this; and zr:t, by a change of Adminis-
fration and the resulting change the policy of the Govern-
ment of the United States, this industry is suddenly paralyzed.
The fear and threat that the duty of 75 cents which had been
ﬂmn them to protect their industry in its development would

probably repealed suspended the demand for this iron ore,
and brought them into close competition with iron ores pro-
duced in Cuba, Spain, and Africa and in other countries. To
meet this competition and to cover the difference in es
here and abroad the duty of 75 cents per ton was put upon do-
mestic ores. The result of this protection has been that 9,000,
000 tons, a quantity so vast that we-can hardly conceive it, has
been produced from the Lake Superior mines. An immense
_ commerce has been built up within a very few goears_of develop-
ment. It is fortunate, too, that in some of the Southern States,
especially in Alabama and Tennessee, the same productive
forces have been at work and have there developed and bnilt
up by the reasonable protection of 75 cents per ton.

t was that duty for? It was merely to enable our people
here to give reasonable wages that would tempt miners to go
into these new parts of the country and develop the hard and
severe toil of mining iron ore. Nothing in the world has built
up that industry except the duty of 75 cents a ton. They could
not compete on equal terms, especially with iron ore utilizedon
the Atlantic coast, with the countries near by, in Cuba, and in
other parts of the world. Thisvastdevelopmentin whic% $200,-
000,000 are now used has been built up solely and alone by this

small duty. .
- when it is proposed to strike down that duty

Mr, President,
and make iron ore free, what been the result? The very

moment that it was known this policy was to be entered into,
here is the result:
Nearly all themines are closed, the value of Lake S

fallen in market value from 100 to 500 per cent,
workmen have been thrown out of emplc\;{mem and now swarm in id
'

rlor iron stocks have
tens of thousands of
leness

ineverygreat city of theinkes., * * ‘e add that contracts for shipbuild-
ing at Cleveland have practically ceased, although this city has heretofore
been the second largest shipbnilding port in the world. # # # It must be
remembered—

So they state—

that we carry our ores to market about 1,200 miles by water, as great a dis-
tance as from Cuba to New York. Tn 1889 and
R‘er ton of ore in the Lake Superior

he average total cost of the ore ger ton at the mines was about 2.
average wages paid was £2.10 per day.

Here again it issaid:

The closing of mills, furnacss, and factories at Cleveland, cansed by the
fear of unfavorable tariff 1 ation,has ﬂrs&d&g_ﬂm out of employ over
5,000 workmen, and it is ted that over 12,000 workingmen in this city
are out of work. Of these, over 4,000 families are dependent entirely on the
Bethel charitable ozﬁniuﬂon for support; and the pubilc aqnare holds at
this writing over 2,000 men having & public meeting to demand labor or
bread. Nosuchalarming, paintul spectacle was ever known in Ohio.

Now, Mr. President, under these circumstances the })mg—
sition to entirelyrepeal this duty,and to deny this form of labor
any protection it seems to me would bs unjust and cruel. I
would not mysell, with my knowledge of the circumstances of
this industry, have signed that Democratic document for all the
mines of the world. When people come to us demanding pro-
tection in every grade for their industry and refuse to give m
very moderate degree of protection to other forms of industry
of a more crude nature,Ilook upon it as the meanest selfishness
that could ba possihl_?e&avised by mortal man. !

There are more people interested in the development of this
mining industry than in any branch of iron manufactures, be-
cause here is the foundation of the iron trade, and the indust:
is spread over every part of our country. It has so happen
that more than three-fourths of the Territories and States of
the Union contain iron ore in greater or less degree, and prob-
ably no finer mines are developed of this kind than can be found
on e Superior.

I say, therelore, that while the Democratic p:&mfandists may
have talked about free trade and raw material, it was only a
kind of a popular talk, probably for votes. I donotbelieve that
the Democrats of Ohio, or any portion of them, would favor such
a proposition. I believe if that question was left to the Demo-
cratsof Ohio more than two-thirds of them would vote for a rea-
sonable tariff on raw material. They do not ask much. The
capitalists do not agk . All they want is the means to
supply their laborers fair pay, such as is consistent with Amer-
jcan cit.izf::n.ﬁs]:li;:ul;1 and it is the demand of labor that is the most

ing upon them.

Mr. Pres}}.gent, I am not willing to stand in the gmiﬁon of
growling at what has been done by our Demoeratic friends on
this question. They have put themselves in a wrong position
in ground against a duty on raw material. Raw mate-
rials ought to be protected just like the finished article when
they can be developed in our country. I am in favor of protec-
tion to all forms of industry; not of a particular form. Iam in
{avor of tﬂ:otectmg the crude industry emfgl ed in mining as
well as industry that is employed in the highest works of
mechanical art. There is no other foundation for the system of
ﬁrotection -except as a system of protection of labor; and if that

broken down and if reasonable protection is denied where the
labor of the miner and the labor of the persons who mine coal
and iron and all the rude forms of industry are concerned, then
I am in favor of denying it to all. I sa%efree trade for all or free
trade for none. The same rule should be applied to one form of
industry as to another. .

I am glad to see that the Republican party, sp far as I know,
in every part of our country, has always stood by that position
and given to the miners a reasonable protection on their raw
industry, and that also the miners in the Western States have
received the protection necessary to maintain their industries.
I say, therefore, while I do not think the rate reported by the
committee is high enough, I will support the rate that has
been proposed. I believe it would have been better to haveleff
it at 75 cents a fon. I will vote for 60 cents, and I will vote for
40 cents if we can get no more.

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] has offered an
amendment making the rate 60 centsa ton. I do not think that
is at all too high when we consider the nature of the labor. It
must be remembered that the cost is not only in digging ouf
this ore from the earth, but it must be transported for a short
distance to the water on the lakes, and it must there be con- .
veyed by vessels. The vessels have been devised and invented -
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for that particular purpose. Great ‘‘ whalebacks,” as they call
them, have been devised in order to carry this heavy transporta-
tion. As a matter of course, a denial to them of a protective
duty wounld destroy these vessels, costing, as was stated here,
some twenty or thirty million dollars, built within a few years
and recently devised. There is now more tonnage of this kind
passing through the Straits of the Sault Ste. Marie than all the
rest of the commerce of the United States. Over 10,000,000 tons
pass back and forth through those straits, and it is increasing
every year, until now we have to enlarge the locks and the ca-
nals. This commerce is not a small matter. It isa commerce
of such vast extent that it might be compared to any form of pro-
duction or any form of industry.

I saﬁ to deny to this industry its fair rate of duty should de-
feat this or any other bill. is might just as well be under-
stood now as ever. If there can notbe justice and fair play and
an equal and just distribution of the benefits of the system of

rotection, then the whole system will be swept away. It is

ounded only upon the idea of protecting our labor and prevent-
ing our laborers from falling to the condition of European labor.
That is its foundation. If that is stricken out, then if all falls.

The Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] may very well feel easy
about this matter, because Texas doesnot produce anything that
needs protection except wool. In former times the South had
nomanufactures and no productions needing protection. The
did not mine the ore and the coal that was under their soil.
Now they have developed these raw productions. I thank the
Senators from Alabama in differing, if you please, with a por-
tion of their fellow Senators and insisting that this new industry
of their State must be protected to a reasonable extent, If they
have aided in giving us a dutyof 40 cents a ton I thank them for
iv, and I shall vote for it if we can not get any more.

That is the position I occupy in regard to this matter, and
with these remarks, Mr. President, I will leave the question
stating that I wish to see the rule of protection as understood
by the Republican partyapplied to all. I donot believe that the
intense selfishness manifested by the writers of that petition
will have serious representation on this floor. I look upon
the demand by these advanced workers in manufacture that they
shall be fullﬂ protected in all their industries and yet deny to
the miner who gives them the raw material of their industry
the benefit of this little pittance of 40 cents a ton on.their ore,
as supreme folly or shameless selfishness.

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me?

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly.

Mr. ALDRICH. The papers which I caused to be read were
not statements from manufacturers at all, but from a young
men's Democratic club of the State of Massachusetts.

Mr. SHERMAN. A political club. I think these young men
in Democratic clubs had better study a little the lessons of ex-
perience. Most of them I have nodoubt are well educated in the
science of school; many of themare, I know, in the city of Boston.
If they are not manufacturers of some experience and do notrep-
resent any sort of interest, I donot think we need care much for
their opinions. The truth is that thatidea of free trade has been
recently taught in some of the collages. It is founded upon an
erroneous basis, upon English ideas, upon the commercial
wants of a purely commercial and manufacturing country. Itis
taught in t.ge schools, adopted in the colleges, taken up by the
young men as a scholastic theory. They are for free trade, free
ships, free anything, without experience or knowledge of the
results of free trade. That idea has been adopted by the class
of men whose voices ought not to be heard here against the cry
of laborers coming to us with piteous laments from all parts of
the country lest their industries shall be crippled by the pro-
posed tariff law.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, as I believe the debate has
grown out of a petition which has been read from the deskfrom
the Young Men's Democratic Club, of Boston, I desire to say a
few words in regard to the views which they have been present-
ing for some years past to the people of Massachusetts, and on
which they have been seeking votes. I wish to show from the
events now happening, and from the bill now before us, the ab-
solute dishonesty of the arguments which have been addressed
by the recent Democratic orators to the people of my State and
to the people of the New England States generally.

Durinﬁ the last ten years there has been a number of young
men, and of some persons not so young who like to call them-

selves young men, who have come very actively into politics on
the Democratic, or, as they choose to call if, the reform side.

Mr, SHERMAN. "The Mugwump side.

Mr. LODGE. They seem to have the idea, in the first place,
that history began when they entered politics; that there had
never been any tariff discussion before, and that they were rep-
resenting a new and beautiful theory. They also seem to be-

lieve, and they are encouraged to think so by one of their news-
papers, that they represent a great moral movement; that
they are like the Abolitionists, who took their lives in their
hands in defense of human liberty. On that basis they proceeded
to preach a reform campaign, and their idea of a reform cam-
paign was not to preach the doctrine of free trade—with one
exception they all shrank from it—but to preach what they called
the doctrine of free raw material.

Anyone who has given the subject any careful consideration
knows that the free-raw-material cry is rubbish, merely as a
statement. The only rawmaterial that exists is that which lies
in the earth or grows upon its surface, untouched by labor. The
moment that you touch anything with the hand of labor it ceases
to be a raw material. The iron ore of the miner is his finished
material, and the cloth, which represents the highest product
of the loom, is the raw material of the tailor, who makes it into
clothing. It was the mast utter piece of rubbish ever put for-
ward in an economic debate, and they put it forward because it
was a taking device, nothing else. They did not dare to attack
the docfrine of ﬁtﬁuticm with the mills of New England about
them on every d; and so they went fo one manufacturer of
iron and another manufacturer of woolen goods and to the peo-

le who worked in their industries, and said: **All you want is

ree raw material; in other words, we are in favor of hayin
everything which comes into the mill come in free of duty, an
everything which goes out of the mill have a high protection.”
_ The utter selfishness of such a proposition isonly equaled by
its utter and impracticable folly. Everyone knew there was no
possibility of maintaining any such doctrine as that, and yet
that was geached up and down the length and breadth of my
State by these virtuous reformers to the workmen in our indus-
tries, that the Republican party was cutting their throats be-
cause they would not give them free coal and free iron. Now
the Democratic party have got control of every branch of the
Government, and they bring in a bill with a duty of 40 cents on
iron ore, to start with.

I believe that that duty is right, except that, in my judg-
ment, it is not high enough. There is no poasibhity of carry-
ing on a system of protection unless you give proper protection
to every industry and to every product; and there is no possi-
bility of -having sensible or intelligent or honest tariff reform
unless you make it free trade for everybody. Of all the people
concerned in this business, the manufacturer—of whom there
are very few, but of whom there are some in New England—
the manufacturer who wants to bring free wool into his mill and
turn out of it a highly protected carpet occupies the most ab-
solutely mean and indefensible position of which it is possible to
conceive. .

Iwish now tocall attention to some utterances which were made
during these campaigns, utterances which misled some of the
people of my State and some of the people of the New England |
States, people whose eyes are now being opened wide to the hum-
bug which was then preached to them. The Democratic party
was 80 1mgressed with the fact that theg had elected a governor
of Massachusetts that they seemed to think a governor of Mas-
sachusetts was such a very rare thing that a man who held that
office ought to have his speeches in book form. They have col-
lected, therofore, in a large volume the speeches of Hon. Wil-
liam E. Russell, lately governor of Massachusetts, and I want to
call attention to some of the things which he says, and on which
be gained votes for himself and his party, and contrast them
;vit.h the Democratic performance in the bill which is now be-

ore us.

In a speech on the tariff at Tremont Temple, in Boston, onthe
27th of October, 1888, he said:

I went to the little town of Bridgewater, and whatdid I find there? The
B 'water Iron Works with their fires out, their industry killed, How?
By a high tariff tax on its pig iron and its coal, and hundreds of men out of
employment in that little town can testify to the crushing effect of hl%h
tariff taxation. I went to the little town of Sandwich, and what did T find?
Igﬁlm industries, thriving under alow tariff, dec under a high tarif,
d to-day. Why? Because of high tariff taxatidl oncoaland on the raw
material that enters into glassmaking.

I :i'.uppos by raw material for glass he refers to sand. [Laugh-
ter.

I went to Gloucester, and what could I show to those fishermen of Glou-
cester? That high tariff taxation had diminished the fore ahégg) of
this nation from 2,500,000 to less than 1,000,000 of tonnage since 1860. It is
dying. Why? Because of the burden, the restrictive burden, of high tarift
legislation. Then I went to Fitchburg, to the iron industry, and what could
I show there? One-third of the rolling mills of Massachuszetts killed since
1850—in seven years dead; half of the rolling mills of New England killed;
the product of Massachusetts reduced from over 100,000 tons to less than 50,-
000, and now about one-fifth of what we once produced. What is the reason?
High tariff legislation. Their life has been taken by law to satisfy the State
of Pennsylvania. And who has been benefited? Labor in Pennsylvania?
There is not a State in the Union, there are no industries in the U
where labor is more downtroddenand depressed, where wages are lower
men more often out of employment, than in the highly protected industries
of the S:ate of Pennsylvania,
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It was on such sectional cries as that that they tried then and
failed to carry the State of Massachusetts.

At a later time, speaking before the Bay State Club—a Dem-
ocratic club—on the 12th of October, 1889, Governor Russell,
who was elected governor the following year, said:

Now, contrast that evasive platform—
referring to the Republican platform—

with the declaration of Democracy upon the question. We do not hesitate
to say, in answer to the demands of business interests and of the whole peo-
ple, that we stand for free wool, for free coal to make more cheerful the fire-
side of the humblest home, and to give our industries greater prosperity,
TFree iron we demand; free raw materials we demand; and cheaper neces-
saries of life, There is no evasion in the platform of the Democratic party,

And this bill, with a duty on coal and a duty on iron, is the
answer to that stuff about there being no evasion in the Demo-
cratic platform, which was put forward year after year to the
people of Massachusetts. All that remains of that promise is
the slaughtered sheep industry, picked out for destruction be-
cause the Democratic party feel that they can not let this bill
go to thecountry without murdering atleastone industry. Here
again he spoke of one-half of theiron furnacesof New England,
w%:ich have gone out in the last ten years, and many dependent
iron industries, like nails and shovels and foundries, have been
suffering and died. He drew a dismal picture of calamity all
over New England at a time when employment was plenty, when
capital was used, when labor was employed; and the fanciful
picture he drew when the Republicans were in power is a mis-
erable truth to-day, when the Democratic party has had control
for a year.

Again, he said later, in a speech at Music Hall, in Boston,on
the tth of October, 1891:

Let me now refer to another, ths iron and steel industry.

And he quotes from the petition of the industry itself, which
was circulated in February, 1889, asking for free iron and free
coal. He repeats this over and over again. Ishall not weary
the Senate by reading these attacks. He says in his speech at
Fitchburg, October 31, 1892, in speaking of the duties on iron
ore—the precise point we are now engaged upon—

The urgent demand of a gingle Republican Senator, to which the Re{mb—
lcan party yielded, gave us this infliction. Yielded! It wasbound to yield.
1s not its whole tarilf policy founded on the principle and pledge that all
protected interests must stand united for the tariff taxation each demands,

and that it is not safe tolower a single duty, however exorbitant or unjust,
for fear that their coalition may break, and their system be endangered—

This is the duty on iron ore—

New Englam} may thank this coalition and this unjust policy for the put-
ting out of the fires in her great industry, for the throwing out of employ-
ment of thousands of her workingmen, and for the closing up of the great
concerns which I have mentioned.

Then he continues;

Now, who would be injured by redu-:in% or removing these duties? Ias-
sert that no one who has a right to complain or who i3 supplying a market
which rightly belongs to him.

Then he makesanother attack on Pennsylvania. Thatdemand
for free raw material, as they call it, that promise, that pledge
of free coal and free iron is met in this bill by a duty on both
articles, and the people of New England and the people of Mas-
sachusetts understand to-day the absolute falsity of the argu-
ments, the devices, and the tricks by which for years the Demo-
cratic party has sought to get votes for their ticket in my State.

I think, now that this schedule has been reached, it is well to
call attention to the absolute failure to fulfill those pledges.
The men who made those pledges knew, if they knew anything,
that it was absolutely out of the question to destroy the duties
on those great industries of iron and coal. They ought to have
known, if they knowanything—which I sometimesalittle doubt—
that the States of Alabama, of West Virginia, and of Virginia
were quite as eager and quite as anxious for duties on iron ore
and on coal as ever the State of Pennsylvania or the State of
Ohio was; yet they preached this doctrine over and over,; and
it has remained for the action of the Democratic Senate to open
their eyes to the bitter truth that it has been a deception from
the beginning to the end. Instead of free coal and free iron we
have duties on both with ruinous cuts in the duties which pro-
tect New England’s diversified industries.

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I simply wish to put in evidence,
in reply to the paper which was re the Senator from Ohio
[Mr. gnmum ,a document which I hold in my hand, and which
was filed before the subcommittee of the Finance Committee of
the Senate in reply to that petition. It comes from Mr. S. J.
Ritchie, of Akron, Ohio, a gentleman of high character and

t intelligence, who answers seriatim the statements made
mile paper which the Senator from Ohio produced and read
here.

Mr. Ritchie declares that this paper was prepared by two
editors in the eity of Cleveland, Mr. Covert, the editor of the
Cleveland Leader, which is a Republican paper, and Mr. Holden,
the editor of the Cleveland Plain Dealer, a Democratic paper.
He exposes so succinctly and distinctly the manifest absurdities
contained in that paper, that I shall ask that the whole of it be
put in the RECORD as a portion of my remarks, although I shall
only read a part of it.

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the paper be read. We are on
this item now, and if it is an important paper I want it read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WHITE in the chair). The
Senator from Towa desires that the paper be read.

Mr. VEST. In the interest of economy of time I did not pro-
pose to read it all.

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will see manifestly that, if this

is an important paper, as certainly the statement made by the
Senator from Ohio was important, we should know the effect of
these two papers.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The document will be read, if
there be no objection.
The Secretary read as follows:

AXRON, OHIO, February 22, 1894,

GENTLEMEN: IntheCleveland Leader of Saturday the 17th, there is printed
a copy of a petition addressed to the Senate and House of Representatives
of the United States. This petition is signed by John C. Covert and L. E.
Holden as a committee re%rasenting the Western Iron Ore Association.
Mr. Covert is the editor of the Cleveland Leader, a strong Republican
paper, and Mr. Holden is the editor of the Cleveland Plaindealer, a Demo-
cratic paper. In this petition the magnitude of the iron ore business and
of other interests closely identified with it, such as the lake marine and
railway transportation companies, dock comganles. and the capital repre-
senting the several corporations operating them, are set forth in a most
bewildering array of figures. -

This petition states that it contains the e.‘lfnatures of 25,000 of the
people of the civy of Cleveland, Ohlo. The petition isquite as significant for
what it fails to state as for what it purports to state. Ittells youthat inthe
mines, in the docks upon the upper and lower lakes, in the lake marine, in
the railways connecting the lower lake ports with the several points at which
the ores are smelted there is an aggregate of $197,224,000 of capital invested,
and that the whole of this vast sum is atonce going to ruln unless Congress
imposes a tariff of 50 cents per ton on iron ore.

In the first place the committee will see the utter absurdity of ch
the whole investment in the lake carrying trade to aninvestment in the
iron-ore business. It will also see the utter absurdity of charging all the
investment in the docks upon Lakes Superior, Michigan, and Erle, over
ywhich iron ore is handled, to the iron-ore business, for, with the ex on
of the pocket docks at two orthree places upon Lakes Superior and Mich-
igan, these docksare all usedfor the handling of every other kind of freight.
Still more absurd is it to charge all the capital invested in the numerous
lines of railwagsconnectmg the lake ports of delivery of this ore, with the
points at which it is smelted, to the iron-ore business. Every one can see
ata hﬂuce how wholly misleading such an arrangement of these ﬂﬁre«s

This petition also tells you that there is now a cash investment in these
Lake Superior iron mines of of §71,325,000, and that$16,500,000 of this has been
added during the last four years. If this means that stock has been issued
upon these mines aggregating this amount, no doubt these figures are cor-
rect, but if it means thata capital outside of that takenoutof the mines
themselves has been invested in them, then the statement is wholly wrong.
The fact is wu number of these mines were purchased from the State
at 4 mere no price, and that a largu number are still owned by the
State and are worked upon royalties and leaseholds. Companies areorgan-
ized npon these leaseholds with a large taFer capital. A small amount of
this capital stock issold for working capital, and the ore taken out soon pays
all the additional e: e; and this money taken first ontof the ground and
a part of it afte put back into it in the way of improvements and de-
velopments constitutes the capital represented by these enormous figures
in the petition. -

Noindustry in the United States has beenso enormously profitable as these
very Lake Superior mines, and many of the signers of this petition, which
is s0 full of wi and prophecy of evil, are to-day in ];l’ossesulon of great
fortunes made out of them as a return for a very small investment; and
what is still worse, there are others in whose interest this gguuun is pre-
sented and urged, who are and have been actively engaged thering in
these vast properties to themselves. Taking advantage of the financlal dis-
aster of those Who have been operating these properties, they have been us-
ing the machinery of the courts or of such contracts as rendered the o?a.r&
tion of the courts unnecessary, to clean out the great number of people in
whose interest this petition professes to speak. Many millions of dollars
of these properties have thus been gathered in and now these petitioners
and their 25 000 slgners ask the Government to reach out its protecting arm
ul; ﬁ& thloum, :.dfm the great number of unfortunate owners haye been com-

etely ruined.
¥ Inthe Cleveland Leader of Monday, the 19th, is a long report of the man-
ner in which this gobbling-up process is at this moment going on. Mines,
rallway and transportation companies, according to this report, are all be-
ing gathered into the big net of John D. Rockefeller. This transaction is re-

ted in Mr. Covert's paper in large head-lines in these words: “His deal in
ron. John D, Rockefelleron the Mesaba Range. Goteverythingin sight.”
Others who are signers of this petition are imitating . Rockefeller’'s
methods on a less gigantic scale. Thedepressionis being used by these men
for the scooping in of these properties, and Congress is being asked to pro-
tect these very same men after the scooping has been completed, and those
in whose Interest t.haaa:amiun professes to speak have been cleaned out.
The same cry was made at the time of the passage of the tariff of 1883,
The whole iron-ore business was at once going to ruin unless a h tarift
was im and this cry was successful to the extent of having the duty
changed in t.ﬁa conference committee of the two Houses from 50 to 75 cents
per ton. These ores were at that time selling at from $5 to £8 ton, and
still they wanted protection. Now they are selling at Cleveland at 8.75 per
ton and still they want protection.

In the Cleveland er of the 17th, the same number containing this pe-

tition to Congress, is the report of a very large sale at 82.75, and t.h'ls issome

of the very best ore in the market. In the article reporting thissalethe
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mlnwmfﬁmmsimutheeﬂimauuordau the ores from
the great Mesaba Range, just.acquired by Mr. J. D. Rockel Fielf -
Cost of mining by steam shovel ... $0.05
Cost of ro; T RATIE .50
Rail R TN e AR el el A Sl el L il S et L .80
O T = e e e e e N e 85
Interest on bonds, salaries, and commissions. A 26
2.4

I am informed by a man thoroughly rellable and familiar with all of these
fronfields that this ore can be laid down atany of the Lake Brie ports at §2
per ton and at the furnaces at Pltts! for §3 per ton.

There is not.asingle iron or steel works in the wholeof Ew whichean

t 80 many units of iron in their ore for so small a price as the Cleveland

s can get their ore for, and this is equally true of their coke with re-

gard to Pittsburg; the raw material necessary to make a ton of iron costs

the great establishment of Krupp, in Germany, more than it does in either
Cleveland or Plittsburg. -

In the Cleveland Leader of Fe 20 is printed what is called *the
Cleveland vessel owners' protest to " ‘These *‘vessel owners"
who this “ protest ”’ are of the same number who the petition
presented on the 16th, and unfortunately some of them are of the number
who are engaged in the business u:lrtnﬁbhling up these iron mines which they
mre telling Congress are going to unless protected by a high tarifl.

This ' protest™ states that these Lake Superior iron stocks have fallen
from 100 to 500 per cent. The parties who are raking them in through fore-

_ closure and other legal proceedings at these d values are hardly the

proper parties to be stretching out their hands in agpeallng to Congress

all competition. In none of these “petitions,’” * protests,” or “ ap-

peals ™ is the fact-disclosed that all the great * investments,” so called, were

wm the properties themselves, and hundreds of private fortunes

& from these represented here have been made so asto enable their
ownerstoretire from business. Thefactis thattheseso-

far as these iron

investments, so

properiles are concerned, are little more thaa the bountiful

of mature capitalized, and it would seem as if there ht to be some

point.or place where legislation shonld cease to interpose artificial barriers

solely in the interest of a few individuals or a few corporations agalnst the
matural o tions of the law of supply and demand.

The United States hasa - SUP and a betterguality of ore than any

- pther country in the world. & can and does produce it cheaper than any

other country in the world. Any claim for protection on the part of the

Lale Su, mines t any-other producers, either in this country or
other pountry, 1s absolutely withoutany merit, and if granted is solely
:In;{hatnm of a very few individnals or sams trust whose ac-

gigantic

m in ‘many cases are of a very questionable character. All these
upon Co are made in the name of labor, but the laborer is
withont tion; and, save China, he must compete in the open market of
the world. Any legislation which leaves labor free to the competition
of the world and at the same time taxes the product of that labor 50 @s to
bring this product under the control and tion of a few individuals,
gorporations, or trusts, will soon present, as it is even now presenting, in

«close proximity and contrast the extremses of luxury and the ex-
tremes of penury. ltis mot cult for a few influential individuals to se-
cure thousands of names to almost any kind of a petition, and with these to
attemnpt to.overshadow Congress and to secure not class lezislation, but in-

ual, corporate, and trust legislation.

" Iron ore isnoet a manufactured article. No man ever made atonor &
d ofit. The only labor there is in its production is the labor of the
ator of the universe, and that labor needs no protection, and no man or
set of men, be they individuals, corporations, or trusts, have any right to
demand from or any other lawmaking power any protection or

Congress

special vﬂ?ged legislation such as will give to them the sole benefit and
Wpl;iw e work of its Creator. lifting .of this ore out of the
ground doss not change its form or fashion nor any of its constituent ele-
ments, and until thisis done by the hand of man it is not manufactured.
The petition of this committee to Congress, asking for a protective duty
upon iron ore in the interest ol its signers, iz nothing more nor less than a
eourageous demand that shall to them a premium upon the
handiwork and bounty of the Almighty. The demand for.a protective duty
upon coal s based upon no higher morals or better claim.

Very s

S. J. RITCHIE,
SUBCOMMITTEE OF SENATE FINANCE CO
g % Washington, D. C.

Mr. SHERMAN. Who is the signer?

Mr, VEST. Mr. Ritchie, of Akron, Ohio.

Mr. FRYE. His ent is against this bill, is i not?

Mr,. SHERMAN. ith the leave of the Senator from Mis-
souri, I should like to say that 1 know Mr. Ritchie very well.
He is the owner, or represents the owners of some mines in
Cannda; he is engaged in the mining industry. Heistherepre-
sentative of a corporation which issaid to have a capitalof five or
six million dollars, located at Sudbury, inCanada. I have been
there and T know about it. Itisone of the greatestnickel mines
tn the world. The same ore contains agreatdeal of copper, and
4s very valuable. All around that region along thenorth Sups-
rior country there is an iron formation as weil as on the south
side. 1 have no doubt the corporation he represents will
make more than doubls its capital if the duty is removed. We
all know Mr. Ritchie. He is & gentleman who has been about
the Committee on Finance, over and over again, representing
his interests in a Canadian co ation.

1t is said in this letter, whicg I do not believe is true, that
Mr. Rockefeller 6’3 (lguyi'l]ngdtlxp fx]liathe irqt'flm mines in the Lake 1Slu-

ior region. Undoubtedly it is frue that mining property has
_éwre:iﬂ depreciated in value. No doubt its priee was too high,
oausedy by speculation; butnow ithasgonedown. The proposed
repeal of the duty on foreign ores compelled the owners to stop
their works, the%could not sell their ore, and now all along the
borders.of Lake Erie and Lake Michigan there is an immense
store of iron ore from the Lake Superior mines with no sale, be-
nause of the fear of the duty being removed. They can not go

"

on and mine the ore, and the whole work is suspended; but I
do not believe there has been any attempt to create a trust.

If there is, Mr. Ritchie, who is an acute man, an able man,
will doubtless seize the ity to take advantage of the
depression caused by the threatof the reduction of the duty
or the repeal of the duty to make a great fortune out of his
mines in Canada. With #ee iron ore he could land his iron,
nickel, and copper ore at Cleveland and Buffalo, and undersell
the American miner.

I am not in favor of a trust of any kind. I think our legisla-
tion ought not to favor trusts, and yet the threatened legislation
has favored and will favor trusts. The ramoval of the duty on
iron ore would, by acombination of American and Candian com-
panies, create a greater trust than any that exists in this coun-

o VEYST. Mr. President, the psrsonality of Mr.Ritchie has
very little whatever to do with thisargument. He makesstate-
ments in the paper which has been read which are absolutely
true inregard to the cost of taking out these ores from the
Mesaba district, and he states thatn't.ﬁara is no iron industry in
Europe which ‘can produce iron as cheaply or put it upon the
market as cheaply as can theLake Superior mines. Thatis the
salient point in $his whole argument; and that determines the
question as to whether they ought to have what they call pro-
tection or not. ¢

The Senator from Ohio speaks of trusts—

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me say to the Senator that the whole
of the cost of this ore is labor, except the 10 or 20 cents per ton
royalty, whatever may be the charge—I think it is from 10 to 25
cents royalty, according to the character of the ore. That is
the capital represented by the men who own this land. All the
balance is labor. The ore is transported on short lines of rail-
road to Lake Superior, and there put upon vessels, all of which
are built for this particular trade,and are goodfor nothing else,
except to carry wheat, ore, or some article in bulk. The whole
cost, a8 I have said, is labor from beginning to end.

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, if theore is.put upon the market,
lower than foreign ore can be brought here in competition with
it, that is all that we are concerned with now.

As to the question of labor, I do not care to go into the old
argument in regard to it. It is enough for me to point to the
testimony which was taken in regard to the Homestead riots.
When one of the leaders of the riots was asked by Col. OATES,
recently nominated by the Democrats as their candidate for gov-
ernor of Ala.ba.ma‘, how much his wages were a day, he said 814
and something. ““Why,"” said Col. OATES, ** that is good wages,
is it not, for a single man who only pays two helpers, one $1.75
a day and the other $1,50?” ** Yes,” he said, ** Col. OATES, that
is good wages; but fau gentlemen at Washington gave Mr. Car-
negie in the McKinley act $1,500,000 profit on steel beams, and
we want to know what has become of our part of it.”

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish tosay to my honorable friend from
Missouri that he has fallen into the same error into which the
Senator from Indiana[Mr. VOORHEES] fell in hisopening speech.
The McKinley law reduced the rates onevery arrfale of ironand
steel, and I expect at some time in the course of this discussion
to show thereductions and the reasons for them.
be]:h-. ALLISON. The McKinley act reduced the duty on steel

ms.

Mr. SHERMAN, Oh, yes; and on every other item in this
schedule.

Mr. VEST. At the proper time we can discuss what the Me-
Kinley act did or did not do. I did not say it had reduced the
rates of duty or put them up. I gave you the reply of thiswork-
man inorder toillustrate the position of the labor in the United
States, which the Senator from Ohio himsslf stated in a publie
interview caused more than anything else the defeat of the Re-
publican party in 1892,

I have the Senator’s own interview in which he stated that the
operatives in the United States came to the conclusion that they
did not get their just proportion of the benefitsof the tariff, and
that that operated against his party in 1892. I quoted simpl
the argument made by that operative when he answered to Col.
OATES that he did not get his part of the plunder that yougave
over to Mr. Carnegie. Whether you did it or not, is not the

uestion now. That was the man's statement, and hisbelief was

t beenuse the laborers did not get their part of it, the riot
ecame on, which, above t?lnyt.%ﬂng elrsehin Eg:e %aﬁ':ly part of that
cam an e claims of the ublican party upon
the Eﬁgr“’elemca United States, i

Returning to what Mr. Ritchie said, and it is the salient
point in his argument—and if it is not true it can be disproved
very easily by the trade reports as to the price of the Lake
Superior iron on the market, and I say that re is true—
the foreign iron can not compete with it in this country at those
rates.
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' Mr. ALDRICH. Would it interrupt the Senator if I should
ask him a guestion?

Mr, VEST. Certainly not,
Mr. ALDRICH. I ask why the Senator put a duty of 40 cents

& ton upon iron ore in this bHI1?
Mr. VEST. I will answer the Senator with a at deal of
leasure. I wasabout tocome tothat. If isentirely legitimate

or our friends upon the other side to taunt us with having put
this 40 cents a ton on iron ore.

1 believe in free iron and free coal and free lead and free zinc
and free lumber and free hides and free cotton and free wool.
Now, you ask me why these rates are put in-this bill, and I an-
swer because we could not help ourselves with the meager ma-
jority we had in this Chamber, and because there were Demo-
cratic Senators upon this floor who disagreed with us, who
were unwilling to support any bill with free iron ore and free
coal. I have no hesitation in making the statement that an
immense majority of the Democratic party hold the opposite

inion.

DpWhy did not the Senator put a duty upon cotton and upon
hides in the McKinley act? Why does not the Senator from
Massachusetts[Mr. LODGE], who attacks Governor Russell here
to-day, go before his people and urge the l'i:ltﬂﬁg of a duty back
upon cotton and upon hides? Becanss he knows very well that
the cotton manufacturersof New England and the leather manu-
facturers of New England would rise against the Republican

ty if they dared to do any such thing. He knows very well
that while the woolen man turers of New England were de-
pressed and closin%down, the cotton manufacturers were en-
abled, by reason of their free raw material, to stand much better
the financial difficulties which were before them. He knows
now that the Republican party do not dare to advocate a duty
upon hides, because the leather interestsin the Republican party
of New England would immediately rise against the Republican
party if they dared to do it.

The Senator from -Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] thanks the Senator
from Alabama for advocating or bringing about this duty of 40
cents atonon ironore. Ihave nothing tosayabout who brought
it about; I do not propose to indulge in any personalities here.
I have simply to say that I am responsible for my opinion and
responsible for my action in voting for this bill as the best we
can get, and I propose to go before the people of Missouri and
tell them what my private opinions are and that I am in favor
of fres raw materials, although the Senator from Massachusetts,
who spoke the other day, said there is no such thing as raw ma-
terial. I propose to say to my people that I did the best I could
under the circumstances to pass a tariff bill with which T did

not agree.
* The Senator from Ohio says the State of Texas has little in-
terest in this matter. Mr. President, every Senator is inter-
ested in it whether his State has manufactures or not, and the
ment is not a fair one. But for myself I say that I repre-
sent a State, the seventh in manufacturing in the Union, with
large iron interests, and yet I will go before the people to-day
or to-morrow and say to them that I am in favorof free iron ore,
and that I was obliged to vote to put this 40 cents a ton duty
upon it by the exigencies which arese in the Senate in our own
riy.
p&Bus;, returning to the thanks the Senator gave to the Senators
" from Alabama, if the peopleof Alabamaor their representatives
urge a duty upon iron ere they make a great mistake. They
have no interest in that duty, and I hold in my hand an article
from the Engineering and Mining Journal, which goes on to
state in a carefully prepared article the cost of coal and iron in
Alabama, asfollows:

Coal is now loaded on the cars in Alabama at a cost of 60 cents per ton,
and coke is produced at a cost of §L.16 ton. The amount of coke re-
quired for 1 ton of pig iron is 1} tons. The entire cost of making a ton of

metal, according to the Journal (which gives the items in detail), is
: am&%e‘ butthere are some establishmente which producs it as low as
of 2

86 per ton .240 pounds, and yet further economies are expec As the
lowest  of Cleveland pig in England is 8, the Journal reaches the
conclusion that *The day is not distant when Alabama will capture the
South markets now supplied by England and Germany, and will

even become a formidable rival in.some of the European markets.” We
commented the other day on the fact attested by the American Manufacturer
thatthere had been a sale of Alabama iron in Pittsburg at # on the carsat
the place of production. This was, of course, an exceptional sale. The
game paper in its issue of January 26, says that sales of Alabama ironin
largelots are nowmaking at .90 to § per ton cash at the works.

Mr. ALDRICH. Whatis the date of the article?

Mr.VEST. Iread from the Engineering and Mining Journal
of about a month ago, I think.

This shows that the Alabama iron ore can compete success-
fully with any in the world, and that there is no necessity for
the people of Alabama to ask for any protection on iron ore.
The effect of tgutting a duty of any sort upon iron ore is simpl
to handicap the iron man turersnponthaA.ﬂnnﬁcBeaboud{

It has no othereffect, and can have none other., Itisa le
between Pittsburg and Lake Superior as to the domestic market,

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr, President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis-
souri yield to the Senator from Rhode Island?

Mr. VEST. Certainly.

Mr, ALDRICH. Isuppose the Senator from Missouri {s as
well aware as T am that the Alabama ores do not compete with
the Lake Superior ores at all?

Mr. VEST. Of course I know you can not make Bessemer
out of it, and therefore the Alabama people have no interest at
all in this duty. As the article says, from which I read, they
will soon ecommund the foreign mar‘kef.a, because with their
limestone, their ore, their coal, and their cheap labor, alto-
gether, they will be enabled to produce this article cheaper
than any people in the world.

Mr, President, as far back as the testimony before the Tariff
Commission, an Alabama miner, the owner of one of the largest
mines there, testified that they needed no protection, and the
Senator from Rhode Island knows that the freight upon iron
ore from abroad gives to us the advantage npon the Atlantic
seaboard and everywhere else, as against the foreign ores.

There are certain sorts of foreign ore which are necessary to
be mixed with the domestic ore. They are brought generally
from Cuba and Spain; but the effect of this duty being a prohib-
itory one, is simply to keep out those ores, and to that extent it
is a burden upon the iron manufacturers of the East. As to my
own State, it has very little interest in the matter, because the
transportation gives to us the domestic market in our immedi-
ate vicinity, and that is all we can claim.

I repeat, in conclusion, that the only effect of imposing the
duty which is now proposed by the Senator from Connecticut, to
increase if to 60 cents a ton, is to handicap the iron and steel
manufacturers of the Eastern seaboard.

Mr. MCMILLAN. Mr, President, the State which Iin part
represent is probably more interested in this matter than any
other State in the United States, and I have just a few words to
say on this question in addition to what has been said by the
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] in relation to the wonderful
increase of the products of the iron ore industry in Michigan.

Thirty years ago or thereabouts 1,000 tons, I think, was about
the total product of iron ore that was produced and shipped in
the State of Michigan. To show the wonderful increase, in
1884, 2,417,113 tons were shipped from Michigan alone—Tamnot
speaking now about all of the Lake Superior district. That
production has gone onsteadily year by year until in 1892, 7,628,-
098 tons of iron ore were shipped from the iron regions of the
State of Michigan.

Just as soon as the Democratic party came into power, when
a tariff bill was talked about, the iron business collapsed com-

letely. There were no sales, no demand for the ores, and the
n mines were practically closed during last fall and winter,a
very unusual thing.

One of the gentlemen who own these mines, in answer to the
inquiries e by the Finance Committee, writes as follows:

Our output—

This is the
Crystal Falls,
Our output since commencing has amounted to 340,000 tons of non-Besse-,

mer iron ore.
In 1803 we closed down eight months becanse of threatened tinkering with

the .
A duty of 75 cents per ton isnecessary to place us on anequal footing with
;omign mmers.tbacansa we pay our laborers more than 100 per cent over
orejgn competitors.
If the duty werereduced one-third a reduction of about 40 per cent in cost
of production would be necessary. 3

Speaking of the prices of ore, a subject which has been falked
about considerably here, they say: )

The prices of ore have been as follows: 1884, 8475; 1800, §3.95; 1E02, §2.75;
1893, or present time, §1.90 per ton.

That is non-Bessemer ore—

Mr. ALDRICH. Are those the prices at the mines?

Mr. McMILLAN, Yes, those are the prices at the mines,
The reply proceeds:

There has been an increase in foreign and domestic competition, princl-
pally domestic.

It is true there has been much competition during the last
few years, owing to the duty upon ores, and we have received
Cuban ores, which are brought as far west as Pittsburg, but
not to any greatextent as yet, however.

This firm further say:

Weprefer aspecifieduty. Anadvalorem rate givesthe foreignersa chance
wdoc%;-pﬂmwsmmomulm =

We areentirely shut down at present; all our mines are fullof water. In
1802 we had fifteen mines working. employing about 1,000 men. Now every«

rfhP(I:i of the Columbia Tron Mining Company, of
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thing is idle and scores of geople starving on account of no work, the result
of monkeying with the tariff.

There has been a reduction of over 60 per cent in wages during the past
twv%lvlol momh%imcult. in truing the existing tariff

e have no ¥ in constr e o tarif,

Price of living remains in statu quo.

Keep the 76 per cent per ton duty on iron ore to remedy the trouble.

Our product is among the necessities.

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator state from whom that com-
munication comes?

Mr. MCMILLAN. It isfrom Crystal Falls, Mich.

Mr. CHANDLER. Isit not from the Columbia Iron Mining
Company, of Crystal Falls, Mich.?

Mr. MCMILLAN. Yes, and these are answers given to ques-
tions propounded by the Committee on Finance.

From 8 to 10 per cent is vhe rate of interest.

Immigration has had no effect on our business.

Sixty per cent of our labor is skilled.

‘We proposa to meet a reduction of the dg(t,.g by reducing labor.

If working full force we would employ men, and under our present
tariff system would pay ordinary laborers $1.50 to 81.75.

As to the number of people employed in our State in the pro-
duction of iron ores we have what are called the Marguetterange,
the Menominee range, and the Gogebic range, and the number
of people employed in 1892 was 17,272. Thereisa verylarge num-
ber of people employed in that one industry. In 1893 the num-
ber employed was reduced to 3,673, and the condition of the iron
country during the last winter waspitiful; in fact, the condition
there at the present time is very threatening. It is only twoor
three weeks since that riots took placé there involving very seri-
ous trouble among the men who are outof work and who are in-
clined to make trouble.

I will state, Mr. President, that I hold in my hand the
eleventh annual report of the commissioner of labor of the
State of Michigan, giving the latest information on the subject.
He gives the amount of the production in the State; and I ask
permission to have this statement printed in the RECORD with-
out reading. It contains a great deal of important informa-

tion.
Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator will have it read if it is

not too long.
Mr. Mc LAN. Itis pretty long.

Mr, CHANDLER. On what page of the bulletin is it found?
Mr. MCMILLAN, TItis not to be found in the bulletin; it is
the report of the commissioner of labor of the State of Michi-
an.
. Mr. HOAR. How many pages of the document the Senator
holds in his hands does it cover altogether?

Mr. MCMILLAN. I do not know exactly, but quite a number
of figures are given in the report, and, as it is quite lengthy, if
there be no objection, I will ask that it be inserted in the REC-
ORD without reading.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PAsco in the chair). In
the absence of objection, it will be so ordered.

The extract from the report referred to is as follows:

MICHIGAN IRON MINES AND MINERS.

In this connaction it is believed that the following history of Michigan
iron mines and miners, from the discovery of iron ore in 1884 to the present
time, covering the development of the mines, tons of ore uced, the cost
and recelved each year, together with the wages paid men in different
years will be not only interesting, but instructive, especially at this time
when the great industry is almost at a standstill, s

While the Upper Peninsula of this State is celebrated for its mines of iron
ore, and while they have been continuously wrought since the year 1848,
there are many of the inhabitants of Michigan and especially among those
living south of the Straits of Mackinac, who do not possess anything like a
correct conception of thelr magnitude, or the amount of capital and labor
employed in their development and operation. Contributing as they do
80 much to the support of the labor of mhlfan, a brief outline describing
them in a general way may not be amiss at this time and place.

The wonderful growth of our ore-mining industry is something Michigan

ple, who pride themseives upon the many successful enterprises of their
State, can point to with no inconsiderable degree of satisfaction. Begin-
ning with the discovery point, the Jackson mine, Marquette County, in the
year 1844, Michigannow stands at the head of all States in the Union in the
number of tons of iron ore mined each year, and has made it ible for
the United States to galn the position it now holds as first in the list of all
countries of the world producing iron ore and pig iron.

For many years after the finding of the original ore deposit, deva}.o?ment
was necessarily slow, due to the lack of proper facilities for shipping of
product and sscuring of supplies, and to the abseance of suitable machinery
and correct knowledge of the ins rock formations and how they could
be best taken care of. It was not until the year 1873 that a product of 1,000,-
000 tons per annum was achieved, arecord that was heralded far and near as
one the State might never again equal, and while the wonder was that so
much had been produced, a greater problem was presented in how was it all
to be consumed. The latter was answered by the building of new furnices
and mills in Ohio and Pennsylvania, to which markets the ore was freighted
by boat from Marquette, the then only outlet by water.

As the demand for iron grew there was incentive offered for the discovery
of new mines, and this led to search in other fields than the then single one
which had made such progress. The work of the prospector was rewarded,
and in 1877 was added the Menominee ra with its natural lake port at
Escanaba, Mich. The contribution from this district was utilized, and the
year 1825 witnessed the addition of the Gogebic with lake ports at
Ashland, Wis., and Escanaba, Mich. Every pound of the ore from these
three great ranges was marketed, and at a ‘that allowed liberal profits

‘when to this is added the fact that of the entire cost of the fi

to those who placed money in the enterprise, and gave fair wages to the
labor employed in and abotut the mines. i 3 <

No region was more prosperous or contented, and the almost entire ab-
sence of strikes or labor dissensions is conclusive proof that the relation be-
twWeen employer and employé was eable even untocordiality. No other
region in the country employing a like amount of labor can show a better
record in this respect. Contributing to this end we find a population of in-
telligent laboring men. The miners are Englishmen from the mining dis-
tricts of Cornwall; Scandinavians, from Norway and Sweaen; a small per-
centage of Irish nativity, and a few Itallans and Finns. The laborers who
are given place on the surface doing ordinary work, and who tram the cars
of ore underground in the mine, are made uB from the different nationall-
ties with a larger percentage of Finns than is found among theminers. Al-
together they comprise a vav%thrmy population. Many possess their own
homes, which are well provided with comforts, and all are well dressed.
The number of children enrolled in thedifferent districts as attending school
show that Earucnlz.r attention is given to educational affairs, speaking vol-
umes for the thrift and patriotism of the people.

The success attending the business of mining has built up many substan-
tlal towns that derive their support from the labor here given place. In the
Marquette district is Ishpeming, the largest city in Qoint. of 'pcg;mlntiou inthe
upper peninsula, it possessing about 12,000s0uls. Negaunee, $miles distant,
has 6,000, and besides these are the villages of Republic and Champion, with
3,000 people. Marguette, the lake port for a portion of the groducr,, has over
8,000 people who are dependent upon the railway and lake shipping interests
directly associated with the mines in the transportation of their product,
Escanaba, that takes a portion of the ore of the Marquette and Gogebic, and
the entire amount sent from the Menominee range, has 6,000 people who are
directly associated with the ore shippinz industry. The Menominee range
has the active city of Iron Mountain, the location of the prinef mines,
while Norway, Crystal Falls, and other towns are important. Gogebic
County is Ironwood, with 8,000 inhabitants; Bessemer, the county seat, and
other places of importance, and all of them entirely dependent upon the
mining of iron ore for existence.

When it is sald that $80,000,000 are actually invested in the iron mines of
Lake Superior, so called, and that $180,000,000 have been placad in the mines
and in the equipment of docks, railways, and boat lines necessary to the
conducting of the business, the place that capital holdam:ﬂpamnt. And

hed forms of
iron and steel 85 per cent can be charged to labor—figuring from the time
the miner breaks the ore from the vein until the sheet of steel comes from
the rolls—the importance of the industry to the laboring men of this State,
and to other States to which the ore is sent upon its journey of transforma-
tion, can be realized.

Nature has contributed her full share in the giving of ores of different va-
rieties and grades that are especially desirable for the manufacture of both
iron and steel. They are the richest in iron of any produced in America,
giving to the finished product the greatest tensile strength and toughness
which has made their use so popular and afforded so ready a market for
many years at a fair price. In this feature of excellent qualities is found
one reason for the rapid development of the mines as compared to those of
lower grades situa at nearer proximity to the great iron and steel man-
ufacturing centers, and whose operation can be carried onatless cost, owing
to climatic advantages over the e Superior flelds, where winters are lgéf
and severe, and where labor needs greater alds in the way of clothing, food,

and fuel.

We find many cha in the methods of wor' the mines as compared
to those in vogue earller in their history, these being to the advantage of
the men employed as well as to the shareholders. As the mines grow older
they increase in depth. Where the lowest levels were working at 200 feet
below surface ten years ago they are now down to 600 and 1,000 feet. In the
majority of mines the men are raised and lowered in cages that are sub-
stantiaily constructed of iron and steel. This does away with the fatiguing
exertion of climbing slippery ladders, the old method of goingup and dows.
‘We find that special signals are given the engineers handling the hoisting
engines whenever there are men in the cage, and at such times a lower rate
of speed is observed in ralsing or lowering the cage, or skip.

There is a State law requiring that every mine shall have at least two
shafts, so that in case of accident to one, which might close it, there may be
another avenue through which the men underground could escape to the
surface. We find this law universally lived upto. A Statelaw creating the
office of mine inspector in each county where mining was extensively car-
ried on went into effect in 1886. In case dangerous placesexist in the mines
the inspector can be called in at the request of a certain number of men and
he may order such changes as he may think necessary to their tection,
‘We find upon inquiry among the miners that the office is acceptable to them
and that it is being well attended to in thedifferentranges. We find, too, that
each mining eomgs.n{ gives its mining captain and shift bosses particu-
lar directions with reference to the care of ground that may appear defec-
tive, so that accident to life may not occur. After each blastis fired men as
“barrers " take down such loose pieces of rock or ore as may not have been
thrown completely out by the force of the mioalon. There are nogasesin
the mines and the ventilation is generally good, the older mineshaving many
shafts, affording an abundance of pure air.

In years gone Ig no little sickness was eaused by the nitroglycerin used
as an explosive, the fumes of the b acid causing severe headaches,
from which the men suffered considerably. This is now almost entirely
overcome by the introduction of dynamite in which the nitroglycerin is
taken by an absorbent, the chemical properties of which d nse with
former sickening fumes. Of importance, too, is the greater safety in han-
dling the modern explosive, accident from premature explosion now being
rare, whereas in times gone by death from such causes was frtlghtfuliy coni-
mon by reason of the very sensitive nature of the pure nitrogiycerin.

At all of the larger es we find considerable “‘dry” or change houses,
where the miners wash themselves and chi their clothing after coming
out of the mine. There are baths provided with hot and cold water, closets
for the keeegmg of the clothing of the meh while they are at work, and a man
is employed to take charge of thebuilding and its contents. Heating isdone
by steam. For this service each miner pays 50 cents per month.

Nine hospitals are found in the principal towns, these being in charge of
hysicians of excellent skill who provide medical attendance, medicines,
ood, and place for men injured in the mines, and besides treat their fami-

lies. The married men each pay from $1.50 to 82 for this service, and the
unmarried men 50 cents less per month. The general health of the ore dis-
tricts 1s Fm:»(ll1 the principal towns having excellent sewerage systems and
pax particular attention to sanitary affairs.

n epidemic of typhoid fever at Ironwood the past summer was an un-
usual exception. At each mine thereis a benefit fund to which every miner
belongs. case of accident rende: him unable to work, the benefit. club
takes care of him, and in case of death his widow or family receives from
£500 to 81,000, and besides this the funeral expenses are pald. Each miner
sunscribes 50 cents per month, and the mining company puts as much into
the fund each month asdothe miners. Someof the clubs have accumulated
considerable property in this way from which they have derived important
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benefits, and have rendered substantial aid to those of their number who
have been unfortunate in the mines.

Of much interest to the miners of Michigan and other ore-producing fields
of the country is the fact that the eight-hour day has been adopted at three
of the mines of the Mn.rq&at-te range. It was first inangurated at the Pitts-
burg and Lake Angeline Mine, IshpemingCity, October, 1892, The company,
unsolicited by the emnlofés. offered to make a three-months' trial of the
plan, which, If it gave as largea uct per man as under the ten-hour day,
would result in the adoption of theshorterday. Notonlyhasthe trial given
as large a product, but has been increased by aconsiderable percentage over
the old day of ten hours, and the system is now employed throughout the
entire property of this comavany.

In November of 1822 the Winthrop Iron Company, in the Marquette dis-
trict, followed the plan of the Lake Anﬁhne, and has been wor satis-
factoriiy uponthat system ever since. esemines work three * » or
parties of men, They relieve each other “in place,” as they term it, one
fm't.y taking the tools from the hands of the retiring one, o that no time is

ost. Two shifts of eight hours each are being worked at the Salisbur
mine of the Cieveland Company, Ishph . Marquette range, wit
about the same result as shown under the ten-hour day. The addition of the
third shift would undoubtedly show a gain over results now accomplished,
and would be tried but for the fact that the company does not wish to make
a larger output of ore until the market for it is more satisfactory than now.
The eight-hour day is not as get observed by any other mines of the Lake
Superior districts than those here mention
' e amount of ore uced since the time the mines were first opened is
enormous. Up to and including the year 1893 the three Michigan flelds have
shi 78,938, 088 tons. Contributing to this the Marquette range has
t for 40,971, tons; the Menominee 18,032,311 tons, and the Gogebic
14,983,516 tons. Including the entire Lake Superior on, which embraces
the mines of Minnesota, the grand total tom:ﬁe is 80,390,

Showing the rapid and steady gain in production, the following figures
glving the number of tons annually sent out for each of the past tén years
will prove interesting:

Mic Entire lake
Year. mjnhg?n region.
8. Tons.
2,417,113 2,506, 814
2, £85, 2, 5186, 201
3,126,517 3, 568, 571
4,170,078 4,748,270
ot I
6, 054, 249 T
7,678, 837 9,003,701
6,083, B14 7,001, 981
7,628, 598 9, 069, 556
4, 300, 000 5,933,196

The great falling off in shipments from Michigan mines for the year 1803
as compared to 1892 and previous years is noticeable. In 1892 all fomer rec-
ords were eclipsed with the exception of 1890, but it will be seen that the
entire Lake Superior output was in excess of previous year. In 1892
Michigan produced 46.20 per cent of the ore mined in the United States, an
achievement of which her people ma{n:!‘ustly feel proud.

With the falling off in duct for 1893 there was still greater reduction of
labor. As early as A several mines of the Gogebic mngg shut down,
while a number materially reduced their forces of men. At Bessemer, the
Colby mine, the principal one at that place, ceased operations, throwing 700
men out of employment. AtIronwood the Norrie mine, emplo When
active 1,600 men, was who}.lf closed in June, at which time the Ashland, the
second largest mine in the city, alsos ,letting ont 650, The Menominee
range was affected at about the same time; the Chapin, the largest mine on
the range, suspended, as did every property employing labor in the Crystal
Falls section of that range.

The mines of the Marquette range held on generally until J u.l{l, when
thag. too, succumbed to the same causes that had silen their neighbors—
inability to secure money to carry on the business and lack of a market at
bldding prices. The following table, showing the number of men given
place on the different ranges at the 1st of November in each of the years
mentioned, suggest the seriousness of present conditions:

Marquette | Menominee| Gogebic
Year. range. range. range. Total.
6, 585 2,752 3,270 12,616
7,484 4,012 3.962 | 15458
7, 4,208 3,843 15, 281
7,986 4,665 4621 17,272
1,89 1,365 43| sen

The Yesr 1893 has certainly been a great disappointment to the labor and
capital of the ore flelds of this State. Personal visitation of many of the

mines of the different flelds reveals the fact that much was ex-
pected of the year. In almost every instance the representatives of the
mining companies informed us that they had anticipated and arranged for
alarge output. Their forces of men had been kept up throughout the win-
ter of 1892-'93 (the usual custom, as the ore is stocked upon surface at the
mines at this season, when navigation on [the lakes can not be carried on),
:lxg(} u%lal had been made ready for a still larger output than the one achieved

The thousands of men who were forced into idleness sought employment
in other flelds, but other mining fields were experiencing similar troubles
as those of Michigan A few hundred were engaged by coal-mining compa-
nies at Spring Valley, 111, the larger Bercant:\.ge of Italians e ted to
their native country, and many of the English miners returned to wall,
but there were thousands who remained at home, hoping that each succeed-
ing day would bring news of the opening of the home properties. A few of
the mi,:'ms continued in operation, giving place to the number of men indi-
cated in the table before ted.

Some of these a to supply the men with provisions until such time
as they could raise the money to pay them, this depending upon the condi-
tion of the market and Enromptnesso: buyers to meet maturing paper. But
there was a severe cut in former wage rates of those who continued in em-
ployment, this being due to the fact that ore had fallen in price at least §1
per ton, and there was no other way of meeting the reduction than by less-
ening the wages of the menemployed in themining. Showing the severity

of this, I append the following table of wages pald at one of the prineipal
ears:

mines for the last thirty-six yi
v “{’ a b Y "pata S
ears. ©ars.
surface- surface-

s ers. i m?ners.
80.75 £0. 90 £1.35 $1.50
. .90 1.8 1.50
. .90 1.35 1.50

125 1.35 1.3 1.50
1L.00 1.156 1L.55 1.7
) 1.10 1.50 1.70
1.75 2.25 1.50 1.85
2.50 3.00 1.65 1,90
2.00 2,50 1.65 1.9
2.00 2.50 1.55 1.90
2,00 2,40 1.65 1.80
1.80 2.% 1.65 2.0
1.80 2.2 1.55 2.00
L.75 2.5 1.50 1.75
1.75 2.2 1.50 1.75
1.7 225 1.55 1.75
2.00 2,7 1.50 1.70
1.3 1.50 100 1.50
1.3 1.50

*Since July.

The above wages were upon what is known in the mining reglon as the
“sompany-account’ plan. Thisis for a stipulated wage per day. By far
the largest portion of the mining is dons upon the contract system, the
miner receiving so much per ton of ore broken and plazed in ski'gs, or else
somuch per foot of ground drifted, or sunk, as the case may be, The wages
earned by the contractors will average much better than those of the com-
pany-account men. At the minefrom which the figures above were obtained
about one thousand men are employed when full force is on, and fully seven-

‘hths of this number were wor on the contract plan.

t another mine, whose full complement of men is over 800, we were shown
the books of the company t:ggimng it, which contained arecord of theearn-
e u;!‘;gm%h y lzah:rrhmgsmdugm‘g(t.m mtm:d sii{i?wgldem' dF )
represen e net e per day cost of oil, candles, and explo-
sives having been deducted) were as follows:

The mine from which these figures were taken is located in the Marquette '

range, where we found wages higher than those paid in the Menominee or
Gogebic districts, the latter pa miners §1.25 per day on contract plan.
In the Vermillion district of the Lake Su or region miners were being
d §1 day, and surfacemen 80 cents. elatter district requires skilled
abor, the mines being producers of hard and soft ores much like those of
the Marquette district of the Michigan field. Mining is conducted on the
mlderground plan, where experienced miners are necessary to successful
o on.,
the above table of figures, showing the earnings of contract miners
where the highest wages are now paid in the Lake Superior mines, it will
be noticed that the months of October and November, 1883, show a reduc-
tion of 36} per cent as compared to the average daily wi of the nine
fears previous, and of 38 per cent for the nine years p! 1803, This
owered wage has resul in general dissatisfaction on the part of the
laborers who find they can barely exist upon it, and in cases where the sur-
face laborers have large families, which we find to be often the condition,
they are forced to suffer for lack of much that the severe climate demands,
Cold weather comes with the first of October. Snow generally comes with
the first week of November and frequently lasts until the ﬂrs{of May. .In
t years the miners and laborers were abundantly able to make provision
or the cold weather part of the year, having a surplus of money that was
devoted tosuch use. Nor is the forced change acceptable to the com-
p%msmﬁaﬁmte the fact that low wages beget trouble as well as cause
suffe i
2 ‘erha great s age in the sel].hég priceof ore gives reason for the lowered
wage. Bessemer ores containing 67 per cent metallic iron and .02 centin
phosphorus dropped_from $4.50, the price received in 1892, to £3.25 per ton;
this for deliveriesat Lake Erie ports. Anav of 81.60 of the selling price
must be paid for transporting each ton from the mines, this includ in-
surance and co ion, which amounts to 15 cents per ton. A majority
of the Lake Superior mines are wrought by those who lease them from the
owners of the fee of the lands hol the ore deposits, a royalty being
the fee owners of so much ton, this varying with the quality and char-
acter of the product from 25 to 60 cents.

‘With this added to the cost of freighting there is little left for mining,
local taxes, and the many other items entering into the cost of ralsing the
ore. The com es are emplo the best machinery known to the in-
dustry for rapid and cheap ning of the mineral stores, and lessened cost
is now largely at the expense of labor. We findm cent plants of hoist-
ing machinery, modern pumping engines, rock operated by com-
pressed air that have taken the place of the old styledrill that cut the
ground slowly, and with much effort on the part of the miner who wielded
the hammer to force its p into the ore or rock.

There is machinery that fashions the sets of timber that go into the mine
to support the hanging walls; steam and electrically propelled tram cars
take the ore from the swfo;cto the shaft. Instead of being wheeled by hand
in barrows, the ore of stock-piles is now placed in the shipp! cars by
means of the steam shovel, saving time and severe effort on the part of
Iabor. All that the ingenuity of man can devise to assist in the obtaining
of ore at the lowest possible cost had been adopted.

In interviews with many of the miners of the different fields they com-

lain that lowered had not been accompanied by lessened cost of liv-

g. Rents were lower than before the cut, but aside from this single item

they were paying as much for the necessaries of life.

any of the representatives of the lead mines of the different ranges
were seen and questioned with reference to their opinions as to the cause of
the change in their condition as contrasted to former years, They were as
a unit in replying, all having substantially the same statement to make.
They claimed that the furnaces and mills had generally suspended work be-
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fore the closures at the mines, Mummpunnmmpmm
could not be continued. Cha: in duty on iron, rails, and other
manufactures of iron ore had been promised; iron ore had been advo-
cated, and this with such apparent sincerity by those who held the reins of
government that capital had decided toawalt such promised changes before
making further iron ore or iron purchases.
e3 in tariffs might be reflected 3 changes in values of iron prod-
ucts, and it had been decided by the manufacturers to hold aloof until Con-
sh'r:u gavefinal decision upon question. The consumers of ore had given
t ?rodnoers this reason, too, and the mining companies as well as thelr
employés are agreed upon this as the cause of their troubles.
At one mine producing hard specular and m tic iron ore and which
was idle, we were told that the Cuban ores had ¥ taken the place of
thelrs in Pittsburg, Pa., furnaces. Inquiry as to whether home production

might not have been too largely in excess of the demand we were answered
that there had been no evidence in support of such point. The amount of
fron ore in stock at Lake Erle ports at the close of navigation for the past
five years is shown as follows:

489
wene 4,148, 451

sees 4,070

Itis from this stock that the furnaces are suppted dur the season when
lake navigation is closed, or from about November 15 to 20 of the fol-
lowing year. In addition to home product of iron ore there had been sent
in from foreign countries the following tonnage, the ores coming directly
into competition with those of Michigan:

Tons imported.
Tt N L T o N DA N o T 0 I LN e L el S e e i M L 3, 573
L o e P L 2 T B R S S DO i A e S b e b Sy 1,246, 830
}% iy e 912.%
lm,'ﬂ.rsttenmam.‘ha..__--_-_.._._.:.._ £ S TIPS S R T S B 501, 345

A statement that natural labor no T was entitled to consideration in
upon the cost of miningore, for reason thatthe innrvationof the
steam shovel had shown that it was to dothe mining in future, was bitterly
mwd&the mining men and the miners of the Michigan flelds. They
claimed tobe unfalr, because it was untrue. Ol the 18,036,043 tons of
iron ore mined in the United States in 1892 none had been raised with the
steam shovel, and of the twenty-four States producing ore in 1833 but one
had employed theshovel in the stead of the miner, and thatat but three mines
of the many it The total tonnage of ore so secured would
amount but to 200,000 tons.

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President— .

Mr.QBUTLER. Will the Senator from Iowa pardon me a mo-
ment?

. Mr. ALLISON. Certainly.

Mr. BUTLER. Iwant to call the attention of the Senator
from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] and the Senator from
Rhode Island . ALDRICH] fo some testimony given before a
select committee of which I happened to be a member, of which,
by the bye, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] was a mem-
ber, on our relations with Canada. I remember the statement
of a very intelligent man by the name of Horace P. Tobey, given
in Boston in 1830, September 12. I suppose the Senator from
New Hampshire and the Sepator from Rhode Island would
scarcely read the statute of limitations upon that testimony,
Mr. Tobey was the treasurer of the Tremont Nail Company, at
Wareham, N. H.—

Mr. CHANDLER. Ifshould be Massachusetts.

Mr. BUTLER. If is printed hers ‘‘ New Hampshire” and
not “*Massachusetts.”

Mr. HOAR. That is not the only thing wrong in the report.

Mr. GALLINGER. There is no such town in our State, I
would say to the Senator, and it evidently should be Wareham,

Mr. BUTLER. Very well. After giving a long statement as
to theeffect of the duty oncoal and iron and one thing or another,
he sums up in this way: -

While foreign one-th 0
the spaciic duty a8 not Daen renced ab all, In other Words. 1O the 1as;
ten years pig iron has paid nearly three times the duty, value for value,

that was imposed upon it in 1872
The case has been nearly the same as regards scrap iron: bus, in the ab-
mmmmm“donutmbmwmmmmwupﬂa of crude

iron.

This duty is practically prohibitory, Importations are confined almost
entirely to certain high of pig iron, in the use of which quality is
snore congidered than e,

Then he gives the result of this system of taxation, and I
should like to call the attention of the Senator from.Ohio to one
of his observations in reply to a statement he made this morn-
ing in regard to the protection of labor. If I understood the
Senator a r':i].:l:, he said that the manufacturers of this country
did not reqg protection on their own account, but on account
of labor, and I desire to call the attention of the Senator from
Ohio and also of the Senator from Rhode Island to the observa-
tions of this gentleman upon that subject:
he'glle result hasmbeen ;mm rolling mills
tmmugomer m@mm.n&?m%mm“ o
thelr works. As the rolling mills, and
near such furnaces can

This is the remark which struck me with a good deal of sur-
prise at that time, and to which I should be glad to invite the
attention of Senators upon the other side of the Chamber:

The survi mills owe thelr continued existence, in & small t, to the
fact that they have been able to pick u&anﬁ rework a lttle old material
(scrap-ir t ) in their own territory; but chiefly to

on, castings,
the fact that they have, the compulsion of circumstances, been
systematically engaged in the Uagradnuon of American labor in New Eng-
land. A skilled operative in & New England rolling mill does not, on an
average, receive one-half the pay that o man similarly employed in a Pitts-
birg mill receives for the same work.

So much for that. Then he goes on to give the price in New
England rolling mills and what other manufacturers are com-
pelled to pay for iron ore, iron, and eoal.

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him
at this point?

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir.

: Ml{; %;D}gé[o(‘;g The statement which was read this morn-
ng by the tary, on my suggestion, appended to the peti-
tion of the Massachusetts {)emocratio he[orm Club, mpet.he
statement of an iron manufacturer who is a Democrat. There
is no name given on that %nper at all, but I have no doubt what- -
ever that the same Mr. Tobey, who made the statement from
which the Senator is now reading, also made the statement
which I have submitted. Mr. Tobey is the treasurer or the
resident, as the case may be, of the mont Coal Company, of
areham, Mass., and he is the leader in the Democratic party
of the Iree raw material movement in that State. He is the man
above all others who puts this question to the front, and there
is no sympathy, so far as I know, anywhere in any State of New
England with the statement made by Mr. Tobey and quoted by
the Senator from South Carolina, that there has been any deg-
radation of labor in New England. The Senator from South
Carolina has read this same statement to the Senate two or
three times before. X

Mr. BUTLER. I believe I have only read it once, but it will
bear reading several times, and T will ‘ﬁize the Senator enough
of it before we get through with this ussion.

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator will show his sympathy
foré!;. Tobey by voting for his proposition, and not by empty
words.

Mr. BUTLER. IftheSenator will possess his soul in patience
1 will convince him, as I will the Senate, that this isnot a Dem-
ocratic movement by any means. I donotknow Mr, Tobey,and
never met him except on that occasion. He appeared to be a
very intelligent man, and I was informed he was avery reliable
man. I do not know whether he told the truth or a falsehood.

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator & question there?

Mr. BUTLER. I would rather be permitted to get through
with this statement,and then I will allow the Senator from New
Hamghira to interrupt me, and also the Senator from Rhode
Islan

Upon that point I desire to read from the testimony in answer
to tﬁg statement that this demand for free raw material came
alone from the Democrats of New England, as I understood the
Senator.

Mr. ALDRICH. Entirely so, without the slightest exception,
so far as I know.

Mr, BUTLER. If the Senator will just bear with me a mo-
ment, I think I shall convince him that in that he is mistaken.

Mr. Tobey then goes on and summarizes the result of hisstate-
ments and his experience, which I shall read. He says:

1. The duty upon imported crude iron is, and for ten years, onana
has been, nearly three times as large, computed I?.{ ne, as it wasin 1

2. The exis duty npon bituminous ¢oal prohibits to New England the
exercise of the right which she enjoyed and largely nsed before the war, of
importing Canadian coal, and, without prod any revenue for the Gov-
ernment, puts an extra and unnecessary cost of §1.50 per ton upon all bitu-
minous coal used in New England.

JTam smﬂﬁﬂm New England side of it now, mind you.

Mr. PLATT. What amount does he state?

Mr. BUTLER. Ons dollar and a half per ton.

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator pardonme? He I?ealm of that
as the New England side of the question, when New England
entirely repudiates that argument and takes the opposite side
of it. )

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Tobey is a New England man; and I
think, before I get through, { shall convince the Senator from
Massachusetts that some other very prominent Republicans in
Massachusetts indorse this statement.” If Senators will just bear
with me a little while I think I shall convince them. 1 know it
is uncomfortable for them, but still they must submit to this
sort of thin%r.n

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to repudiate
that idea? :

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir; I will not.

Mr. CHANDLER. I must repudiate that idea.
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Mr. BUTLER. I will not permit the Senator to repudiate if,
because I intend the Senator shall indorse it ore I get
through.

Mr. ALDRICH. Nothing the Senator from South Carolina
could say would make us uncomfortable.

Mr. BUTLER. I am really sorry to see the Senators so rest-
less in their chairs, which gives them the ap ce of being
very uncomfortable. I do not know whether the statement is
correct or hot, but T beg the Senators to remain quiet, and not
to manifest 20 much. anxiety and uneasiness about what I am

ading.

Mr. Tobey continues:

3. The combined duties wpon coal and fron ore prohibit the smelting of
iron in New England, and the duty upon pig and scrap iron and coal is clos-
ing her iron and steal mills and workshops.

4. Under the pressure of these duties statistics indicate that the iron and
steel working industries of New England have during the last ten years
shrunken 40 per cent, while those of the country at large have during the
same period increased about 57 per cent.

5. No natural disadvantages have canused this large loss to New England.
The obstacles interposed by the tariff are solely responsible for it.

2161. 3‘&? obstacles have caused a degradation of American labor in New

7.g In the manuficture, manipulation, and finishing of the iron and steel
consumed in New England there would be support for 700,000 of her people
if the prohibitory tariff duties upon crude » coal, coke, and iron ore
wera removed or properly reduced.

8. Crude iron is, in whole or in part.raw material in thirty-two of the
States and in all the Territories.

9. The prohibition of cheap iron and steel to New England (through the
heavy duty upon the crude materials used in their manufacture) is an ob-
stacle to her progress in arts, sciences, manufactures, and civilization, and
tends to her degradation in rank among the States,

1u. National economy calls for the removal or large modification of the re-
strictions upon the importation of coal, coke, iron ore, and crude iron, since
more men would thereby be given employment in the New England States
ould be thrown out of work in other States, and the labor done would

that wi
be of a higher grade.

11. The importation of crude iron under a largely reduced tariff into the
seaboard States will not prevent the American s from making fron
for 11 the interior States, and through the finctuations of the market com-
peting for and a large part of the trade of the seacoast.

12 @ this argument has closely confined to the interests of the
New England States it applies with nearly equal force to all the seaboard
districts of the United States.

13. Tha rate of dutﬂlmg::td upon the crude materials used in iron and

ab six times as large as the average duties im-
posed by the existing tariff upon all other crude materials in the arts
and manufactures. It finds {is parallel only in the heavy duty still im-
posed upon lead.

I want the attention of the Senator from Rhode Island, the
Senator from Massachusetts, and the Senator from New Hamp-
shire to what this gentleman says.

Now, gentlemen—

He says, speaking to the committee—

I should be to leave this subject withonthaving you understand that
this argument which I have read is not a partisan document originating in
the minds of any fanatics or extremists. It is a deliberate statement of the
wants and desires of the iron manufacturers of this district; and in proof of
that [ wish to call your attention to the annexed petition:

PETITION.

To the Senators a;sd Representatives in Congress of the New England States:
Not Democrats or Republicans, but to Senators and Represent-
atives in Congress from the New England States.

The undersigned, rietors or managers of iron-working establishments
in New England, members of all politieal parties, and belie that
in the adjustment of tariff a careful regard should be had to the ts
and interests of all sections and of all the ple; that the local interests
of each section should be carefully by its delegates in Congress;
and that in order to be fully informed, such delegates must mrﬁ; de-
pend largely upon information furnished by their constituents, do hereby

ully unite in OUr attention to the condition of the iron and
steel wor interests in New England, and to the effect of this conditon
upon the Efnaral interests of this section of our common country, as fully
set forsh in a statement prefixed hereto.

The statement from which I have just read.

And, in view of the approuhmﬁ;'jgmion of the tariff laws, we further
unite in the request that you will upon the incorporation of the fol-
lowing %'g;isiona in any revised tariff law that shall be enacted:

First. t iron ore, coal, and coke shall be put upon the free list, as they
were before w:t‘;ala iy plg = . =

Second. That the du g}:on iron scrap iromn Scrap steel which
prev:;ndad immediately before the war Le restored, to wit, a ajm of 24 per
cent ad valorem.

The Senator from Rhode Island says this demand for free raw
material comes alone from the Democracy of that section. This
gentleman says:

I haveselected hastily from among the signatures to this petition a few
signatures of gentlemen Who are so well known as being distinctively Re-

publicans that I thought it wounld be well to give their names to the tle-
men of this committee, with a few words as to who they are, in ordé‘te%hat.

you may not go away with any impression that this is a document

represen the of the manufacturers of New land generally.

:;:lvexiy name is the name of a Republican prominent in New England circles;
r. JO

hn Syl\;ggt:r. of the Sylvester Works; Thomas Cunningham, of the
pany—

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Dart is not a Republican. I do not
know anything about the other gentle but Mr. Dart is not
a Republican. He was asupporter of Mr. and.

‘Works; Mr.Dart, treasurer of the Rhode Island Tool Com-

Mr. BUTLER. Very well.

Peleg McFarlin, a Republican senator—

Mr. HOAR. Peleg McFarlin has gone over to the Demoerats.

Mr. ALDRICH. He is a Democrat now.

Mr. BUTLER. Thusshowingthat heis coming to his senses.

Mr. HOAR. Will my friend from South Carlonia allow me
to ask him if that is a sound, fair answer. :

Mr. BUTLER. Then, eritiantly, there is hope for the country.

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from South
Carolina a question. He is reading a document which he says
is signedi]]az Republicans.,

Mr. BUTL I do not say so.

Mr. HOAR. I understood the Senator to say so.

Mr. BUTLER. I have said Mr. Tobey says so. .

Mr. HOAR. The Senator is reading a-statement of Mr. To-
bey, and he would not, of course, desire o permit Mr. Tobey to
mislead anyone. When two of those names in succession are
read to Senators who know them and they rise and say ** Those
persons are not Republicans; it isa mistake,” he turns around
and sags *“Well, he is glad they are coming to their senses.”

Mr. BUTLER. Why should I not say that?

Mr. HOAR. T do not think that is a fair answer.

'Mr. BUTLER. Iam glad, and I do nof see any reason why I
should not express my gratifieation.

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will take his own course.

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Massachusetts is sorry, and
of course I take it for granted that I am glad. I do not see
anything unparliamentary in that.

r. RANSOM. Nothing unconstitutional. -

Mr. BUTLER. There is nothing unconstitutional nor unpar-
liamentary. I was aimpi‘ir expressing my pleasure at the fact
that these gentlemen had seen the light, and I trust more of
them will see if.

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator give us the date of that
document?

Mr., BUTLER. Eighteen hundred and eighty-nine. I im-
plore the Senator from New Hampshire not to plead the statute
of limifations on it.

Mr. CHANDLER. Oh, no; we do not.

Mr. BUTLER. Then it goes on—

Peleg McFar blican senator in the State Legislature;
ameg.mmm: ::ﬂm thnrktnxa m 3 cfsrk la: Do%iflgn:lﬂmoy Z.BMTBIPGEG:
Phillips & a ve concern which is more than half a century
old; James C. Warr, propristor of iron and steel works and a man
who has been engaged in the manufacture of iron and steel ever since he
was 10 o0ld, and therefore he may be osed to understand the wants
of this section of the country; Willlam A. Nye, a prominent Republican pol-

and a representative in the house; Arthur Ames,
gamor of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, and one of the owners of
Ames Shovel Factory; Albert T. Parlin, treasurer of the McKee Fur-
nace Co , the largest foundry in New and one of the largest
in the United States; Willlam P, Hunt, treasurer of the South Boston [ron
Works, one of the largest iron works in Boston, a concern more than half a
century old, I do not w now much older, but at least that old; Thomas -
Gogin, who has been for twenty years, I shonld say—perhaps I overestimate
that—the manager of the Norway Iron and Steel Works of Boston; John H.
Reed, mmagarotthoBa{ State Iron Works, more than half a century 0121
and who wasin fact, I belleve, during theent.ire War, &nummmr-ge
on the staff of JohnA. ; William E. Cofiin, one of those iron
manufacturers of New England who formerly operated the Franconia Iron
‘Works, and the last name is that of Mr. A. M. Stetson, for nearly fifty years
a most prominent manufacturer of iron in Boston, and who was formerly,
1 think, connected with the Bridgewater Iron Company, treasurer of the
Barker Mills, treasurer of the Preston Iron Works, and also connected with
the Somerzet Iron Works and the W&mouth Iron Comgany. each of which
concerns had a capital of from §100,000 to 800,000, and he was also largely
interested in other works. Every gentleman whose name I read here was
constantly, from the breaking out of the war down to the present day,and
still is, a Republican, and this g}:mn I have read must be understood
Eon;epmsent the deliberate opinions of the iron manutacturers of New

Mr. Tobey speaks for himself, Mr. President. I do not know
whether he is reliable or not. I simply give his statement and
what heé said subsequently to & question propounded by one of
my colleagues on thecommittee, the Senator from Alabama [Mr.
PycH), indicating pretty clearly the status of the ayerage New
England manufdcturer in regard to the tariff, as I think. The
Senator from Alabama asked him this question:

Q. That is to say, the manufacture of the products of iron and steel here
has tended to decrease the price of those articles very largely?
A. Undoubtedly—

Said Mr. Tobey. -
Q. DoI understand you to advocate the removal of duties upon articles
from steel?

iron and
A, Notatall :
‘“Not at alL.” Bring it down on the raw material and keepit
upon the manufaetured article.
Mr. ALLISON. This is Tobey now?
Mr. BUTLER. That is Mr. Tobey, and I think it would be
almost anybody else who was engaged in iron manufacturing in

New land.
Mr. N. Isimply wanted to understand whose state-
ment it is.
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Mr. BUTLER. That is Mr. Tobey answering the question.

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator allow me one moment?

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Tobey takes that view,and has taken it
publicly in the newspapers a great many times. He is a very
active and earnest Democrat, and believes in tariff reform on the
free raw material which comes into his mill and a high duty on
what comes out of if. He has asked for 35 per cent on the prod-
uct that comes out of his mill.

Mr. HOAR, Will mycolleague state how itiswith McFarlin?

Mr. LODGE. MecFarlin left the Republican party in 1884, I
think, and has been active in the free-trade movement.

Mr. HOAR. How about Governor Ames?

Mr, LODGE. Governor AmesisaRepublican, and hasalways
remained such, and has taken the same view. As I said this
morning, the position there taken, which is taken by only a very
small minorityof New England manufacturers, is absolutely in-

_defensible and impossible. i

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator must settle that with his con-
stituents. Iam simphv reading from the festimony of a gentle-
man who gave his evidence before a select committee of which
I happened to be a member.

Mr, LODGE. I am not questioning it in the least; they have
taken that ground publicly over and over .

Mr. BUTLER. We have had two or three biographical
sketches of Mr. Tobey and these other gentlemen, and we are
very ¥1a.d to get them. I know nothing about them of my own
knowledge. I am simply reading from the RECORD. hen
Mr. Tobey, with all of his earnestness and zeal for free coal and
free iron ore and free raw material generally and free pig iron,
was hrought to book on the manufactured articles, **Oh, no,”
he says, ** we do not want the duty on those reduced; we can not
have it reduced.” That would injure the New England manu-
facturers, but the introduction of free coal and free iron ore and
free pig iron would help the New England manufacturers, what-
ever effect it mlgblﬂs have upon the rest of the world.

It is of that t I complain. I suppose the New England
manufacturers are like everybody else. They are selfish (and
doubtless I would be too under such circumstances) when they
insistupon bringing in coaland ironorefree. When thequestion
is put, as it was put to the Senator from Rhode Island and other
Senators this morning: Will you consent to a proportionate re-
duction on the manufactured article?—the answer is: ‘ Oh no;
of course not."

Mr. ALDRICH. I have made nosuch statement, and nothing
analogous to it.

Mr. BUTLER. That was the inference at least, from what
the Senator said. Thatis what Mr. Tobey says and what, I take
it, every New England manufacturer would say. Then, Mr.Tobey
goes on fo say:

Q. Do I understand you to advocate the removal of duties upon articles
manufactured from iron and steel?

A. Not at all, sir.
Qi Who would get the benefit of the reduction of duty upon pig iron and

coal?
et the beneflt so far as the sale of crude iron

~ The WrTNEsSS. Who would
is concerned, do you mean? I donot fully understand your question.

Q. Who would get the benefit of the removal of duty, if any accrued, to
anx{ rtion of the community?
ek tt._hlnk the population of New England would ultimately receive the

1f this Congress is called upon to legislate in that way and
we are asked to bring in those crude articles simply that New
England may be benefited when New England herself is un-
willing to make any concessions, it seems to me it is stetching
theliberality of people entirely beyond the point where we ought
to be expected to go.

I say frankly that Isuppose we have not apound of coal in my
State, and very little iron ore,and yet I shall vote to put a duty
of 40 cents a ton on coaland iron without any hesitation. I have
no apologies to make for it. I shall vote for it for the reason
that I think every article of that kind ought to be made to con-
tribute reasonably to the revenues of the Government, and if
protection results from it I see no reason why there should be
a.nfr complaint.

do not hesitate tosay thatin my view the proper way toframe
a tariff bill is, as I have said, to put all articles that ought rea-
sonably to be expected to contribute to the necessary revenues
of the Government upon the dutiable list; and if incidental pro-
tection results from it I shall not complain.

Mr, POWER. Mr, President— :

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South
Carolina yield to the Senator from Montana?

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly.

Mr. POWER. Would the Senator include wool?

Mr. BUTLER. Yes; I am perfectly willing to vote for a duty
on wool. I think everything ought to contribute to the reven-
ues of the Government. That is my idea in framing a tariff

bill; but I am utterly and entirely opposed to giving the entire
benefit to one section of the country when they are not willing
to make concessions and give the benefit of the reduction of duty
on the manufactured articles to other sections. This is all that
I complain of. I have no desire whatever to impair or destroy
or affect injuriously in the slightest degree any manufactures in
New England or any other part of thiscountry. I have noprej-
udice or feeling against them, but when t.hey1 come and demand
that thesearticles shall be putupon the free list I think we have
aright to demand in reply that they must consent to areduction
all along the line; and if that can be done I shall be quite will-
ing to put iron ore on the free list.

This gentleman in the course of his testimony indulged in a
great many reflections of not a veris; complimentary character to
the Pennsylvania Railroad and to Pennsylvania, Maryland, and
other sections of the country. I remember there was another
gentleman who came before that committee, whose name I do
not now recollect, but he represented the glass industry. He
sent up a wail and lamentation that the glass industry of New
England was languishing and perishing from the face of the
earth. When I asked the gentleman where it had gone he said
it had 1gione to Pennsylvania and Maryland and the South.

t‘1":4[‘11-. OAR. It had gone where natural gas had been discov-
€ .

Mr. BUTLER. I asked him the question and hesaid,as I now
remember, there were but two glass manufactories left in New
England; that they had all gone except two. I do not remem-
ber whether he said they were sustained or maintained by the
degradation of American labor, but his statement before that
committee was that they had gone to Maryland, Pennsylvania,
Alabama, West Virginia, and Virginia, and I suppose they will
all go there, where the raw material is.

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not exactly know what line
of argument to take in reply to the Senator from South Caro-
lina, for I do not exactly understand his own position, although
he generally has a gift of pretty clear statement. Iam glad to
say in regard to that Senator that while manifesting a very ear-
nest and almostexcitable nature in regard to matters upon which
he has a deep conviction, during the time I have served with
him in the Senate he has exhibited a great nationality of senti-
ment in many particulars. He has been an example not only to
his own party, but to all parties in this matter. I do not know
that I have personally ever had occasion to appeal to the Sena-
tor from South Carolina for an act of liberal expenditure for the
Navy or for the glory of the country, or its prosperity, or dig-
Ety, or a.:.} act of personal justice, without finding a response to

e appeal.

Ido not understand that the Senator has read what he has
read from these gentlemen (who are pretty much all of them
what we call Mugwumps, at any rate who have gone over from
the Republicans to the Democrats within the last ten years in
New England because they like the Democratic position on tha
tariff question better than ours), as sympathizing with them in
the least. But the fault I have to find with the honorable Sen-
ator’s argument is that he has persisted in ascribing to New
England sentiments which the Republican people of that sec-
tion of the country have buried, not only their votes but under
their scorn whenever they could get an opportunity. We have
had this talk about protection for our manufactories and free-:
dom for our materials in New England.

My colleague, in the speech which he made alittle while ago,
read it from a late Democratic candidate for governor; and that
gentleman, who had been urging free raw material protection
for manufactures inregard to the matter we buy and the matter
we sell, and urging the election for local offices of men without
regard fo their opinions, has recenfly, in an interview, de-
manded that this tariff bill should be put through as it comes
from the Senate committee, and says it is a case for the applica-
tion of Democratic party discipline.

Mr. President, whenever the suggestion to protect our manu-
factures and give us freedom for what we buy has been put be-
fore the people of Massachusetts, or New Hampshire, or Maine,
or Vermont, or Rhode Island,it has received the answer, *‘ Get
thee behind me, Satan; thou art an offense unto me.”

M:?- BUTLER. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt
him

Mr. HOAR. Certainly.

Mr. BUTLER. I understood the Senator from Ohio [Mr.
SHERMAN] to say this morning that the American manufactur-
ers do not need protection; that it is only the labor that needs
protection.

Mr. HOAR. I do not care about being interrupted. Iam
stating the opinion of the people of Massachusetts in respect to
a gross attack on their public honor. The Senator from South
Carolina got up and read a document from Mr. Tobey, announc-
ing principles which that Senator scorns as I do; and he stated
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that that was the general opinion of the manufacturers of New
England. That is what he said.
r. BUTLER. Iread the statement.

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from South Carolina read a paper
by Mr. Tobey expressing sentiments which he scorns as I do,
and then he added that that was, in his judgment, the average
opinion of the manufacturers of New England. Now, I do not
think when Iam replying to that that I care about entering
upon the question concerning the general argument by which
the honorable Senator from Ohio defends his own tariff policies.

That utterance made by Mr. Tobey, concurred in by the Dem-
ocratic leader of Massachusetts, the late Democratic governor,
has been rejected and repudiated by every New England Re-
publican vote on the floor of this or the other House and by the
overwhelming majorities of our people at the polls whenever
they had an opportunity. It is the very essence of selfishness
and sectionalism., -

I have no doubt that in regard to the heavy iron industry,
where freight of the ironand freight of the coal and freight of the
lime enter largely into the product, if we could strike down the
iron production of this country by adopting the policy of free
trade, if we could strike down the production of steel blooms in
Pennsylvania, the coarser forms of either iron or steel, and
could strike down the American coal producers by free trade,
we could get from our proximity to the seacoast in Wareham,
where Mr. Tobey dwells, in South Boston,which is on Boston
harbor, and any other coast places a monoply of all the iron pro-
duction of this country.

1f thiswere a sectional and notan American question, it might
bedone. Isupposethesame thing mightpossibly be true toalim-
ited extent in regard to wool. But the people of Massachusetts
repudiate that doetrine. If under a protective tariff America
has become and can hereafter remain the great iron producerof
the world for mankind, as it is now, if such astory, rivaling almost
the creation of oriental imagination, which the Senator from
Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN] read from the census of his State,
can go on, let the maaufacture of iron to be consumed in Ala-
bama be transferred from Massachusetts to Alabama; let the
manufacture of iron or of wire or of steel rails to be consumed
west of the Alleghanies be transferred west of the Alleghanies.
It is an American question. Iknow, andI mean to know so far
as my votes are cast upon this floor, no distinetion between the
interest of the man west of the Alleghanies or the man south of
Mason and Dixon's line and the man whom I immediately repre-
sent.

Mr. President, when anillustrious representative of New Eng-

land was taunted upon this floor with his vote for some distant
local improvement benefiting at once and directly the commu-
nity of a distant State, he replied that if a 1;;;ubli-:: work begin-
ning in South Carolina and ending in South Carolina were of
importance enough to be a national benefit and he failed to sup-
port it he should not dare to go home and face his constituents;
that these narrow-minded men of New England would tell him
that the patriotism which was not broad enough and large
enough to comprehend the interest of the whole was not fit to
be trusted with the interest of any part. That is the spirit of
the Republican and the protectionist opinion of Massachusetts
to-day.
Unguubtedly you may find occasionally that a few dozen manu-
facturers finding that some particular form of their industry
was being transferred to another part of the country, a glass
manufacturer who found that the discovery of natural gas had
transferred that manufacture to Pittsburg or an iron manufac-
turer who found that Birminghamand Atlanta were becoming his
rivals and that he must turn his attention tosomething else, may
have wanted to strike down American manufactures and get the
advantage of his proximity to the seaboard to get his material
by emmmg the pauper la.{or of other climes; but the doetrine
never found any support there.

I understand the Senator from South Carolina to say that he
is willing to have all these industries treated alike, That isall
that we ask. If you put the taxupon our material give usa com-
pensatory duty and protection upon the product which we make

rom that material.

1 should like (and perhaps this is a good time) to ask for an
explanation—I hope there is one—why it is that if the doctrine
of tariff for revenue only is to be maintained and the doctrine
of an ad valorem, not a specific, duty is to be maintained in this
new bill, there is 90 per cent protection on the product of rice?

Mr, BUTLER. I did not put it there.

Mr. HOAR. I understand it.

Mr. BUTLER. I did not put it there.

Mr. HOAR. That is what we get when we ask a reason for
these things. These gentlemen get up and tell us, ‘*Oh, it is
contrary to my principle, but we can not get anything through
unless we consent to it. We give up our views for the sake of
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our meager majority,” as the Senator from Louisiana said. If
the Senator from South Carolina will get up and say with his
Democratic associates from the other rice-producing States,
**We want you tostrike this out, it is contrary to our principles;
we have been denouncing specific duties and we have been de-
nouncing protective duties "——

Mr.BUTLER. The Senator hasnot heard medenounce them,

Mr. HOAR. ‘‘And now you are putting upon a chief neces-
sar{':f life a specific duty amounting to 90 per cent ad valorem;
we beg you incharity to our principles to strike it out;” has the
Senator any doubt that there would be any difficulty in getting
that done? That is what we say when we apply our r%ncipla
of tariff. We say, ‘“Put in your duty on coal, t.hougg it bear
hard on some Massachusetts industries.” Put in your duty on
the American product of iron,
wool. And we will stand by it. We will apply our doctrine to
the rest of the country which we ask you toapply to us,

Mr, BUTLER. Will the Senator do that, Mr. President?

Mr. HOAR. What will the Senator from South Carolina do
in regard to rice? .

Mr. BUTLER. What will the Senatorfrom Massachusetts do
in regard to very many of the manufactures of New England?
Will he consent to a larﬁe reduction on thearticles thatthe rice
planter uses? If he will, I will meet him more than half way.

Mr. HOAR. I will consent to take the principle on which I
stand and carry it through. I will vote for 75 cents a ton on
coal, for 75 cents or even a dollar a ton on iron, with a proper
account. Fr

Mr. BUTLER. Would the Senator consent— .

Mr. HOAR. But there are two things I will not do. I will
not consent to put these things on the dutiable list and put on
the free list many of the things that any American makes of
them, whether it is in Massachusetts or in South Carolina or in
Alabama, and thereby throw all the manufazture into the hands
of our foreign competitor; and I will not consent to take an ade-
quate and moderate protective duty and split it in two for the
sake of saving a few Democratic Senators their seats in the Sen-
ate. Tf you put on proper protection I will go with you. If you
put on a pretense of protection, that presents a very different
question. :

Mr. BUTLER. Now, see where the Senator finds himself.
He gets up and asks me if I will consent tostrike off the duty on
rice; and when Itell him if he will consent to reduce the duties
on the articles the rice producer uses I'will meet him more than
halfway, he says he will not consent to it.

Mr. HOAR. I have not said any such thing. Idenyit. That
is what the Senator said.

Mr. BUTLER. Then I have entirely misunderstood the Sena-
tor.

Mr.HOAR. Certainly, my honorable friend seems to me to
have entirely misunderstood pretty much everything he has
been talking about all the morning. That is a difference in the
point of view. -

Mr. BUTLER. I certainly misunderstood everything the
Senator has been gaying, forIdo not think heunderstands it him-
self.

Mr. HOAR. We will see about it.

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator can not very well make other
people comprehend what he does nof understand.

Mr. HOAR. Ido not think it is worth while to yield to an
interruption for such criticism.

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator permit me to interrups him
to make a correction? He was referring a while ago to the de-
nuneciation of specific duties. He has never heard me denounce
specific duties. I think there are cases where specific duties
might with great propriety be imposed.

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator agree to the Democratic plat-
form of 1892 on this subject?

Mr. BUTLER. Yes; Isuppose just aboutasmuch as the Sena~
tor from Massachusetts agrees to the Republican platform.

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator then agree that specific duties
are a fraud, a delusion, and a snare?

Mr. BUTLER. I think there are many articles upon which
specific duties must be laid and a great many upon which ad va-
lorem duties must be laid. I do notthink there is any——

Mr. HOAR. How is it about rice?

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator will understand me. I think
if an ad valorem duty can be properly imposed it ought to be im-

posed.

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator inform me why a specific duty
is put upon rice? _

Mr. BUTLER. I presume because it was thought that was
the best way to collect the revenue from it.

Mr. HOAR. What does the Senator think?

Mr. BUTLER. I would be quite willing to have an ad valo-

rem duty on rice.

Protect your steel and your
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Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator favor a specific or an ad valo-
rem duty on rice? -

Mr. BUTLER. It is perfectly immaterial to me.

Mr. HOAR. Entirely immaterial?

Mr. BUTLER. It is immaterial. ;

Mr. HOAR. Isthe Senator willing to reduce the duty on rice
from 90 per cent down to 40 or 35 per cent, which is the highest
protection he is willing to give New England?

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will reduce duties on articles
which the rice planter uses I say to him, yes.

Mr. HOAR, I willreduce them tothatpercentage with great
pleasure. We do not ask anything more.

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will agree to reduce them in
the same proportion, heand I will meet on common ground.

Mr. HOAR. Iam glad fo have the Senator’s practical testi-
mony to the gross and outrageous injustice of the bill which we
have before us.

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, no, Mr. President.

Mr. HOAR. Isay, oh, yes.

Mr. BUTLER. That is a matfer of argument.

Mr. HOAR. The Senator who represents rice is compelled to
admit, as its representative, that, in his ju nt, it ought to
be reduced to a duty not above that which is accorded to the
manufacturing indusiries of New England and to an ad valorem
instead of a specific duty. Now, this bill does exactly the con-
trary, and therefore when the Senator admits that he has got
twice as much for this Southern industry—

Mr. BUTLER. No, I do not admit it.

Mr. HOAR. As he is claiming as reasonable, because he ad-
mits his willingness to reduee it from 90 per cent to 35 per cent
ad valorem——

Mr. BUTLER. I admitted that, with a qualified statement.

Mr. HOAR. That is the substance of the Senator's admis-

sion.

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will just consent to reduce
everything else in the same proportion I will agree to it.

Mr. HOAR. Everything else is reduced in the bill in the
same proportion I suggest as to rice.

Mr. BUTLER. Oh,no.

Mr. HOAR. And more, too.

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, no, Mr, President.

Mr. HOAR. What New England industry has the Senator in
mind? -

Mr. BUTLER.. I cannot—

Mr. HOAR. What industry has received —

Mr. BUTLER. 1 cannot—

Mr. HOAR. ILetme finish my statement. Rice is produced
directly from the soil by the rudest form of agricultural labor,
and the lowest paid class of agricultural labor in this country,
go far as I know. Now, can the Senator name a single manufac-

ture of New England, requiring the highest manufacturing skill,

gn.lﬂ for at a wage of from two to three dollars or four dollars a

ay, on which this bill proposes half the rate of duty ad valorem
which it proposes on rice? I pause for a reply.

Mr. BUTLER. I can notatthis moment——

Mr, HOAR. The Senator says he can not at this moment,
and I say he can not at any other moment if he lived a thousand

Mr. President, whatsort of an attack is it upon the selfishness
of the New England protective principle when they are willing
iznd show their willingness by their votes not by their silence)

tihe the rest of the country adequate protection, although it
is their material that is protected, and to ﬁv& the rest of the
country adequate protection though it be that it shut up their
factories, so an American competitor gets them, and they do not

o abroad. Isayit is very strange when the Senator from South

lina makes that charge and still stands here admitting that

his own party associates have got a dutﬁ on the cheaply raised

. riee of South Carolina, o necessary of life, the common food of

the poor throughout the whole country, of more than double,

indeed, of more than treble the average protection we ask or
geft for ourselves. -

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator has putup a man of straw, it
seems to me, for the privilege of knocking it down.

Mr. HOAR. The Senator represents South Carolina—

Mr. BUTLER. I have notattacked New England industries,
but the Senator is extremely sénsitive when I read a state ment
from a New England who I understand is a very respect-
able man, and he makes that the ground of a savage attack
upon me. I have said nothing——

Mr, HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, let me ask him
if he did not say what I shall state? If he did not I will take it
back. Affer the Senator had read that doctrine of Mr. Tobey,
which he denounced as selfishness and sectionalism, did he not
add that that represented——

Mr. BUTLER. That it appeared to represent.

Mr. HOAR. The average opinion of the manufacturer of
New England?

Mr. BUTLER. That it ap to represent the opinion of
the average manufacturer of New England, because—

Mr, HOAR. Thatis what I am stating. -

Mr. BUTLER. Because a manufacturer of New England had
said it. I had no right to say that the man had stated what was
true. Now, the Senator gets into a frenzy on this subject and
attacks Mr. Tobey, and indirectly me, because I read what Mr.
Tobey stated. He must settle that with Mr, Tobey, not with
me.

The little question of rice down in South Carolina seems to dis-
turb him very much. Iamafraid it will interfere with his slum-
bers, but if it will be any sort of gratification to the Senator to
strike rice off of the dutiable list and put it on the free list I do
not know that I should complain so much. It does not disturb
me now. The Senator must not imagine for an instant that I
have made any dgreat to do about the rate of duty on rice. Itis
a very small industry in m]f State at bast.

_ Mr, LINDSAY. bill makes a 25 per cent reduction on it.

Mr. BUTLER. Iam told by my friend who sits on my left
[Mr. LINDSAY] that there is quite a reduction on it from the
rate in the McKinley law. If the Senator will consent to that
reduction all along I tell him that I would be guite willing to
consent to it. I have not made any to do about rice, but it is a
sort of béte noir. Every time I say anything about the tariff, the
Senator from Massachusetts and the Senator from Rhode Island
and other Senators get up and raise a great hullabaloo about
rice.

Now, strike rices off if that will be any gratification to you.
It does not disturb me in the slightest. tgnk the duty onrice
is perhaps pretty high. I am frank to say so. There is no
doubt about that, but it is a very limited agricultural industry
in my partol the world, and really it is about the only thing in
the bill where @ farmer does get protection. Simply because
the agricultural people are engaged in it, the Senator from
Lff[&fémchusetts wants to destroy it. That is about the English
of it.

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator a question?

Mr. BUTLER. Cerfainly.

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator disclaims caring anything
about the duty on rice. I su%pose he has done so ever since he
has been in the Senate, and he thinks he or his State escapes
from criticism in connection with the high rate of duty on rice
because he says he does not care anything about it. How does
it happen that if the Senator does notcare anything about itand
his State does not care anything about it, year after year when
tariffs are revised there is a hundred per centad valorem rate of
duty oncleanedrice? Ifthe selfishnessof the Senatoris notchal-
lenged and he is indifferent about it, is not the selfishnessof the
Senator’s State challenged when it is angaﬁlod through its Sen-.
ators and Representatives in destroying the New England in-
dustries a%%st gets a hundred per cent duty on rice?

Mr. BUTLER. In the first place, the Senator makes an en-
tire misstatement when hesays the Stateis making a to do about
it. I havenot heard any representation from the State here at
all on the subject. I havereceived two or three telegrams from
rice planters, and I take it they are like the Senator from New
Hampshire and the Senator from Massachusetts; they areselfish,
and if the pork is being divided out, I take it they want their
share of it. That is the only principle I can see.

Mr. CHANDLER. But coLr;rs and cuffs got only 55, and most
of the other articles get only 30 or 40. y does the Senator
want 100 on rice?

Mr. BUTLER. The rice interest does not get 100 per cent.
There is a reduction of 20 or 25 per cent on it.

Mr. FRYE. Eighty-three.

Mr, HOAR. Eighty-nine and a fraction.

Mr. BUTLER. ell, call it 100 in order fo satisfy our friends
on the other side. If the Senator will consent to a reduction of
the tariff on woolen goods I shall be glad to meet him halfway.
But that he does not do.

Mr. HOAR. How does my consent have anything to do with
it? I have got to submit to what the Democrats do.

LlrIr. BUTLER. What has my consent to do with it? Iam
only ong——

r. HOAR. Because the majority are making the bill.

Mr. BUTLER. 1 am only one of 44 Senators. The other
side made the McKinley bill, and they made the McKinley bill
after compromising and swapping with each other here for
weeks; and now they complain that we are compraminin% I
suppose the Senator knows perfectly well there never has been
a tariff bill that has not been the result of compromise. The
McKinley bill, with all its enormities and infamies, was the re-
sult of a compromise, and so it will be, I suppose, with every
tariff bill ever made here.
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The Senator from New Hampshire says that I will not escape
criticism. Iam not desiring to avoid criticism. He can criti-
[cise me until the end of the session, sofarasI am concerned; it
‘is not going to provoke me into doing what is not right about
rice or any other schedule in the bill. If theSenator from Mas-
gachusetts and the Senator {rom New Hampshire can have aniv
comfort whatever in making war on rice, they are entirely wel-
come toit.

Mr. HOAR. I wish to add what I meant to say belore I sat
down, that when any manufacturer in New England has been
led to utter any such sentiment as that which the Senator from
South Carolina has criticised in Mr, Tobey’s communication he
either leaves the Republican party and goes over to the Demo-
crats, as most of the gentlemen whose names he has read as far
as I know them, or he very soon changes his mind. 3

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Massachusetts a little
while ago complimented the Senator from South Carolina upon
his enlarged nationality; that he is & man of broad national
views, anﬁ his readiness to act in this body on broad national
considerations.

Mr. BUTLER. Can not the Senator confirm that?

Mr. CHANDLER. I was about to sgfuthat Iwould not injure
the Senator from Massachusefts by adding my testimony to that
effect, but I would take occasion to compliment the Senatorfrom
South Carolina upon the possession of one quality, and that is,
extroeme adroitness. He is certainly the most adroit Senator
who has sat upon this floor during the last twenty years, because
here he is caring nothing about rice; he is perfectly indifferent
about it; he is never arguing in favor of it; he is doing nothing
about it, and getting up whenever it is discussed and saying, ‘I
do not care anything a%out it at all;” and yet somebody some-
where keeps the duty on rice up to 100 per cent.

I think, Mr. President, the Senator from South Carolina is the
most valuable Senator to his constituents that there is on this
floor, because when the rest of us wantanything done we have
to beg for it, and plead for it, and demand it, and then we do not
always get it; but here is the Senator from South Carolina dis-
claiming all interest in this highly protected product of his own
State, and yet somebody gets it away up to 100 per cent while
he is disclaiming it. If that is the rate of duty on a product of
South Carolina that the Senator from South Carolina does not
care anything about, I should like to know whether a rate of
duty wounld not be about 150 per cent upon some productof South
Carolina if he were really to get up and earnestly insist upon it.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, an observation which just
fell from the lips of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuT-
LER] attracted my attention. In his colloquy with the Senator
from Massachusetts he suggested that if he [Mr. HOAR] were
willing to allow a reduction on the manufactures of wool as
great relatively as was made on rice, we might come to some
understanding.

A reference to the bill now under discussion shows that while
there is under the existing law a tariff duty of 98.53 per cent on
the manufactures of wool, it is proposed to reduce it to 35.09, or
65 per cent. -

Mr. BUTLER. We propose to put wool on the free list.

Mr. GALLINGER. I refer to manufactures of wool. The
proposition is to reduce the duty on manufactures of wool 65 per
cent, so that the reduction is to be very much greater than is
proposed on rice. ;

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from New Hampshire vote
for that reduction?

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say frankly to the Senator thatI
do not propose to do go if I can get a higher rate.

Mr. U'E‘[)JER. Then we are not likely to get on common

round.
¥ Mr. GALLINGER. No. Neither do I believe the Senator
will vote to put rice on the freelist, which a momentago hesug-
gested he was willing to do.

My, President, there is no guestion as to the fact that a few
New England manufacturers have advocated what they are
pleased to call free raw material. I think it is safe for me to
gay that not one single manufacturer in the State of New Hamp-
shire, which is quite a manufacturing State for its size, has ever
joined in such a demand. I certainly know of no suchmen. I
think it is safe for me to say that very few in the States of Con-
necticut, Rhode Island, Maine,and Vermont have joined in that
demand.

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President—-

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Maine?

Mr. GALLINGER. With pleasure.

Mr. FRYE. There was one man in Maine, and since the new
schedule has been exposad to the public he is no longer in favor
of free raw material.

Mr. GALLINGER. T am glad to have this corroboration of

L]

my statement. The fact is that the men who have made this
demand and who have advertised themselves to the world as
desiring this change in our tariff rates are a comparatively
few of the manufacturers of Massachusetts, a large proportion
of whom are now in the Democratic party, where they properly
belong. They are not consistent protectionists, but proceed
upon purely selfish grounds, advocating doctrines that would
destroy the industry of mining in this countryand transfer itto
foreign lands. _

The answer to this proposition [or free raw materials is made
by the Republican Senators from New England, every one of
whom is against-it and will vote against it whenever an oppor-
tunity is presented to them. We have no s{m thy with that
demand. It iscontrary to our conviction of what is right and
proper under existing economic conditions in this country, and
I think the Senators can claim to represent more definitely and
correctly the opinions of the people of New England than the
few interested manufacturers, who, in advocating free raw ma-
terials, were building a bridge over which they proposed to walk
into the Democratic camp, where they are mosay all to-

Mr. President, there is no doubt but that certain New Eng-
land industries have suffered under the existing tariff laws. I
wish it were not so, but it is so,.and I see no way to help it.
The Senator from Massa.chu.sett.stMr. Hoar] hasvery truthfully
said that the glass manufacture had gone from New England to
Pennsylvania and other States where natural gas had been dis-
covered. Itwasa question of fuel and nothing else, and that
solved the question so far as the manufacture of glassware in
New England was concerned. The samse is true of the manufac-
ture of iron. We can not compete to-day with Pennsylvania,
Virginia, and Alabama in that great industry, and we have got
to surrender it to those States and direct ourattention to other
lines of industry to give support and employment to our people.

I believe, as every New England Republican Senator does, in
adeguately protecting not only manufactured goods, butalso the
so-called raw materials, such as wool, lunber, ironore, coal, ete.

It has always been rather interesting and somewhat amusing
to me to hear this talk about raw materials. A fewdaysagowe
discussed the question of granite. OurDemocratic friends rose
upand said, ** Why, that is vaw material and it ought not to be

rotected.” Now, some of the most extensive granite quarries
g: the world are situated 3 miles from the State capitol in the
city of Concord, N. H., and yet when that granite is taken
from those quarries, transported by wagon to the railroad
cars, put upon the cars, and carried 3 miles to the sheds where
the blocks that ave going into our beautiful Library Building
here are worked out by human labor, the granite is then worth
five times as much as itis when it is in the quaeries 3 miles away.

Four-fifths of the value of those granite blocks, bafore a drill
or a chisel or a hammer touches them in those sheds, is placed
there by human labor and nothing else, and the talk of it being
raw material is utter and unmitigated nonsense. T donotknow
but that I might say truthfully that nine-tenths of the value of
those blocks is labor and not raw material. And yetintelligent
Senatorsstand here and tell us that granite is a raw material,
and that wool, and iron ore, and coal are raw materials. I al-
ways had a great deal of sympathy with the definition that the
distinguished Congressman from e [Mr. REED] gave of raw
materials when he said the only thing he knew of that is raw
material is a hole in the ground. [Laughter.] That comes
pretty nearly being true.

The question as to whether the Democratic party is consist-
ent in sending their eloguent advocates into New England as
they have done—and they have been in my own little State more
than once saying to our people that if the Democrats were put
in power they would give to the New England manufacturers
this socalled free raw material which would enable them again
to engage profitably in the manfacture of iron, of glass,and of
certain other things that have been on the wane of late yearsin
our section of the country—I say the question as towhether the
Democratic party after such representations is consistent or not
in putting a dutyon coal and ironore I am willing to leave to the
Democratic conscience to settle for itself, That sort of gospel
has carried out of the Republican ranks a good many menin the
New England States. That kind of gospel has organized the
so-called Tariff Reform League in Boston, and the Young Men's
Democratic Club of that city is largely composed of men who,
formerly Republicans, left our ranks on the issue of iree raw
ma,teriafs promised them by the Democratic party. But they
are wiser to-day than they were a few years ago, and in due
time will utterly repudiate their new political a]ﬁ !

Mr, President, I can not refrain from calling the attention of
our Democratic friends to a gathering of tariff reformers that
was held in Boston three or four days ago. It was the last din-
ner for the season of the Tariff Reform Club, composed mostly
of gentlemen who were formerly Republicans, but who of la‘e




5012

May 21,

ears have shouted and voted for “Cleveland and reform.”
ey discussed the bill that we are now considering. The
meeting was presided over by Hon. Henry L. Pierce, a former
member of the Republican party, but a gentleman who, notwith-
standing his tariff reform proclivities, has been wise and thrifty
enough to sce that chocolate and cocoa have a duty upon them
in this bill quite as large as the McKinley tariff law gave to
those products. He is a manufacturerof thosearticles. So Mr.
Pierce, while preaching tariff reform in Boston, is very careful
to exert his inguence here and to see that the products in which
he is interested have been put on the dutiable list at a very high
rate.

Mr. Pierce presided over that meeting of the tariff reformers
in the city of Boston. The first gentleman whom he introduced
to the audience wasa Mr. McBeth, of Pittsburg, who is a glass
manufacturer, and who calls himself an out-and-out free trader,
and with what Mr. McBeth said I have no controversy. The
next gentleman was Mr. Heary W. Lamb, a distinguished eiti-
zen of Boston, who has taken a great deal of interest in the sub-
ject of so-called tariff reform during the last few years. Mr.

mb delivered himself as follows:

Iam one of those free traders who have for along time thoroughly be-
lieved in the moderate policy called tariff reform as a wise means to a great
end. That policy was based on increasing and overwhelming evidence that
excessive tariff burdens upon consumers were owing to the taxes upon the
materials that lieat thefoundation of our manufacturing industries. Tarifl
reform struck at the root of the evil. It was honest if honestly applied.
It was also just. It wasasfair a way aspossible of undoing the great wrong
andinjustice of our protective system without sacrificing great interests
that had bacome accustomed to protection by more than thirty years of it.

Now this Gorman bill—

You will observe that Mr. Lamb calls the presert fariff bill not
the Wilson bill, not the Jones bill as we have called it here some-
times, not the Voorhees bill, as some of us think it ought to be
called, but *‘this Gorman bill.”

Now, this Gorman bill is not tariff reform. On the contrary, its present
rates are often prohibitory, and were either dictated by protected interests
through treachérous Damocrats, or were hastily patched up without proper
investigation in committee. The bill has its merits. It does give us the
great, the very great boon of free wool. But it doesnot pursue the policy
of free materials, and its favors and concessions break faith with the people.

When Mr. Lamb got through Mr. William Lloyd Garrison
was introduced. Mr. Garrison is the son of the late great anti-
slavery agitator of New England. He was formerly, I believe,
a Republican. On the issue between the two parties in which
the question of tariff reform is involved Mr. Garrison left the
Republican party and allied himself first with the Mugwumps
amiJ then with the Democratic party of Massachusefts. He isa
very prominent member of the so-called Tariff Reform League
of t.ﬁa.t great State. I'want to read what Mr. Garrison said, not-
withstanding there are some allusions to Democratic Senators
that propriety might have dictated should have been left out of
his speech. He said: F

I desire merely to record my dissent to the current reasons given by tariff
reformers for welcoming the passage of the Gorman-Brice corruption bill.

You will observe that Mr. Garrison has a new title for this
remarkable bill. It is not now the Wilson bill, it is.not the
Voorhees bill, it is not the Jones bill, it is not the Gorman bill,
but it is the Gorman-Brice hyphenated ‘‘ corruption bill.” He
continues:

To my thinking, its defeat would far better serve our cause than itssue-
cess. If I were a member of the House when the measure is returned for
conference, my vote would be unyieldingly against it. Its betrayal of 1;:vrh:u:l-
ples by professed friends, its shameless surrender to robber trusts, its per-
sonal and sectional preferences make it a satire upon reform and treason to
the people who, trusting to party pledges once more admitted the Democratic

TLy L0 POWer.
paw th u?:vl orous:g ec&:q:scmmg arties, it goes without saying that legisla-
tion can only be reac on the line of agreement, ons ‘gaining what is pos-
gible and the other conceding what it must. But the compromise we are
asked to accept is not between the Republican and Democratic dpa.nies, but
the abject surrender of the Democratic majority to the base and unscrupu-
lous Democratic minority.

The present pitiful pl%ht of the dominant party comes from this same
compromising spirit. No President ever entered the White House more un-
trammeled than did Mr. Cleveland at the be of hissecond term. He
owed nothing to the spoilsmen. It was because he forgot expediency and
adhered strictly to principle that the people exalted him. How does it hap-
pen that a single year reverses the picture and that the rotten and rejected
stone of Hillis™ has become the head of the corner? Hist.ol?' will answer
that it came about simply because principle was exchanged for expediency
by the new Administration.

The civil-service professions and manifestations of Mr. Cleveland were ad-
mirable, If subsequently adhered to with that inspirel stubbornness that
led him to risk reélection rather than weaken his testimony. he would not
occupy the humiliating position of a President who has not only lost his

on his Part.y, but on the people. The formermight havedeserted him,
Enb a8 ple never. In order to comply with “‘practical ” advice, to ac-
complish one reform by the fice of another, he parted with his clear-
ness of vision and lost his way. To bring about the repeal of the silver in-
iquity he used the spoils of oflice, swa; by the politician’s and the devil's
mnx:la.:n, “To do a great good it is justifiable to do a little evil.”” The sacri-
fice of civil service was not atoned for-by the reps2al of the Sherman law.
Better a thousand times to have been true to the t, regardless of conse-
quences, and appealed to the nation for support, never yet withheld when
he asked it for a principle.
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. That sop to Cerberus gave the seepter to hisenemies. The waning spoils-

men waxed again and grew im; ous. They are in the aa.cldlem:.at.tml.)&0 -
shnke:lgopular confidence in the President’sclear-sightedness and firmness
has v, hed. So marked {8 the change that low comedians upon the stage

who wish to raise a ribald laugh have but to mention Mr. Cleveland with

dls})mmem.. ~How short a time his name was greeted with irrepres-
sible applause. ks ¥

We come to the Psrung of the ways again. The guestion to be decided is,
‘*Shall the boon of a small reduction of duties in the Senate tarift bill be ac-
cepted rather than no bill¥” The temporizers say “ Yes."” Itseems to me

g}‘:l%t'pﬁ ;r!l}o cares for his party or his country will best sarve both by a thuder-

To answer in the affirmative is to seat the Hills and Gormans and Brices
more firmly in power, with added ability to scotch the Administration and
enthroneTamm atWashington. Moreover,nothing substantialis gained.
Gentlemen, there is a day after to-day, and to settle the present difficulty by
a sacrifice of principle to the Senatorial highwayman is to breed difficulties
like bacilll. Malkeshifts beget makeshifts. It is safe and prudent to meet
issues at the outset and settle them then and there. Here the tariff is tran-
scended by that of legislative decency and honor.

Some victories are dear. Some defeats are glorious. With honor all is
safe, whatever may be done, Grant that the next election will show an
overwhelming Republican triumph. Resisting ]{resent temptation, strik-
ing down the poisoned chalice the enemies of self-government are putting .
to your ;lfa. standing upright for the integrity of the l1)1*!):1::‘.[]31««: you profess,
how easjy 1t will be to suffer the t:;z:}somry reverse! Through it strength
will flow into dyour veins. But, consclous of your lapse, apologetie. perpet-
nually on the defensive, bereft of self-respect, which malkes adversity envi-
able, what comfort is there left?

If we believe what we profess, that McKinleylsm iscostly and destructive,
inimical to trade and foster-mother of strikes and tramps, can we not trust
it to work for us with the same effectiveness that slavery ever contributed
toabolition? The burden of hard times will then rest where it belongs, upon
Republican shoulders. Pass the Gorman bill and the Democratic party as-
sumes the fatal load and all that it implies. Itwill not only inherit Mc%.in-
leyism, but will have sought the curse. Can folly go further?

The report of this great speech by this son of a great man
says that some of the mamg:rs applauded Mr. Garrison’s re-
marks while others sat silent in their chairs. They were evi-
dently divided on the question, just as Democratic Senatorsare
divided on the same issue.

Mr. President, I have only to add that, acting in conjunction
with my colleagues from New England in the Senate, in this
hour so fraught with the highest possible consequences to the
people of this country, I shall be glad whenever opportunity
offers to vote to place adequate taritf duties upon all t]ile produc-
tions and commodities of the country of which we are citizens.
For this reason I shall vote for the amendment offered to the
present paragraph by the Senator from Connecticut|Mr. PLATT];
but that failing, I shall reserve the right, if I conelude so to do,
to vote against the proposition of the committee to place a duty
of 40 cents a ton on iron ore, which to my mind is utterly inad-
equate protection,

Mr. President, I am bound to say, as other Senators have said,
and as these gentlemen of the Tariff Reform Club of Massachu-
setts have 30 pointedly said, that theattitude of the Democratic

rty to-day in view of its declarations on the stump in New

gﬂmd and elsewhere, and in viewof its declaration in its iast
pational platform that high protective rates were unconstitu-
tional and the MecKinley act was ‘’the culminating atrocity of
class legislation,” is utterly inconsistentandabsurd. It willcer-
tainly require a great deal of political sagacity on their part to
prove to the people that they are either honest or consistent. I
sympathize with them in their efforts to do this thing, but see
no escape for them from utter overthrow as soon as the people
get an opportunity to record their opinion of the legislation that
we are now considering.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I propose to modify anamendment
submitted by me some time since to the cotton schedule of the
bill, and I ask that the modified amendment be printed.

Mr. HALE., What is the paper submitted by the Senator?

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Some time since [ gave notice of a
number of amendments which I propose to offer to the bill, one
of which was an amendment to the cotton schedule. This is a
modification of the amendment, which I give notice to the Sen-
ate it is my intention to offer. I ask that the modification be
printed so that Senators may have notice of it.

Mr. HALE. As a pending amendment?

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. As an amendment to be offered
when that schedule is reached.

Mr. HALE. It will of course be printed so that we may have
an opportunity to see what it is.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed.

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, in discussing the pem{)ing bill
on a previous occasion I endeavored to find out from Senators
in charge of the pending measure upon what prineiple the bill
was constructed. I was unable to doso. Itisnotarevenue bill,
because if passed it will not provide sufficient revenue from du-
ties upon imports to maintain the Government. It is nota pro-
tective bill, use many of the products of important indus-
tries of this country are placed upon the free list. Even where
protective duties are imposed by the bill they are mainly upon
the products of the South. It does not appear to be satisfactory
to anyone.
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The Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], who has been under-
stood for many years to be an exponent of the doctrine of
the Democratic party on the tariff, is so dissatisfed with the
bill as it is proposed now to be amended that he refuses to
vote for every amendmeut offered by the committee. We
have the extraordinary spectacle of the Senator from Missouri
[Mr. VEsT], while he discusses the amendments offered by the
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNES] and augi)orts them, saying
emphatically over and over again that the bill is not satisfactory
to him; that he believes in free raw materials, but *‘ that the bill
is the best we could get and we have done the best we could.”
This morning I understood him to state substantially that he
should go back to the people of Missouri, give them his views
in regard to duties upon imports,and inform them that he is in
favor of free raw materials, and had done the best he could to
embody his views in legislation and throw himself upon the
tender mercies of his constituents.

The Senator’s position, and that of the majority in the Senate
and the Democratic party, is illustrated by a story which was
told me once by an eminent member of this body. He said that
away out in one of the Northwestern Territories, where the pop-
ulation was sparse and was composed mostly of miners and herd-
ers, the citizens of a town got up an impromptu entertainment.
The best music they could provide was an old cracked Fia.no,
and the best musician they could obtain was a young girl 10 or
12 yearsof age who had not had much instruction. Fearing that
the miners and cowboys, all of whom ecarried revolvers, would
not be pleased with the mucie, the management put up over the
Ei;a.noa. sign, “Don’t shoot at the girl; she does the best she

owshow.” [Laughter.]

This is the plea of the Senator from Missouri and every other
Senator who has spoken on the other side of the Chamber who
state that the bill is not satisfactory to them. *'It is not a bill
to carry out the Democratic platform, but it is the best we
could do.” Mr. President, when the people of this country
next fall come to use that weapon which is better than bullets,
the ballot, no sign of that kind placed over th: Democratic
party, or over the Administration, or over the majority in the
Senate will save it from the righteous indignation of the people
of the United States.

The Senator from South Carolina[Mr. BUTLER] has read elab-
orately from the statement of a Mr. Tobey, a witness who was
examined before the Senate Select Committee on Relations with
Canada, of which the honorable Senator from Massachusetts
[Mr. HoAR] was chairman and of which I am a member. I re-
member Mr. Tobey’s testimony. The committee heard the tes-
timony of everyone who offered himself upon the question of
our trade relations and our political relations with Canada. We
heard Republicans and protectionists; we took the testimony of
Democrats and free traders, and of people who had hobbies.
Mr. Tobey impressed me if not as a crank as a man who has a
hobby. He had written an article which he hid read before
some association or had published, and he came before our com-
mittee to read it. It was an article in which he substantially
favored free coal and free iron ore for the iron manufacturers of
Massachusetts. -

The trouble appeared to be, as nearly as I could a-certain from

him, that manufactories of iron which were flourishing in early
times before the great development of the iron industry in
Pennsylvania and other Western States of the Union, had be-
come depressed, and that the iron industries of Massachusetts
could not compete with the iron industries of Pennsylvania.
What Mr. Tobey desired to do was to open our ports to the free
admission of iron and coal from abroad, hoping thereby to main-
tain the iron manufacturing industries of Massachusetts, not-
withstanding the sharp competition of the iron industries of
Pennsylvania. By a few questionswhich I put to him on cross-
examination, I drew out of him his exact position on this ques-
tion. I first showed by his own testimony that the changed
conditions in the United States, the great development of the
iron and steel industries, had greatly reduced the price of all
the manufactures of iron and steel. I said to him:
Dt toret T ouia ko to have 2w vell a5 how the rices of the
products of iron and steel manufactures correspond to-day with the prices
at the breaking out of the war, Take tacks. steel rails, and ma-
chinery of all kinds. What has been the effect, on the prices of those arti-
cles. of the tariff legislation and other forces operating together?

A. I think that throughout the world the prices of iron goods are lower

npw than they were before the war; not only in the United States, but
throughout the world.

Then the tariff had done some good.

Q. How doss the amount of the product in the United States correspond
with the amount of the product in 18607

A, Itis immeasurably greater.

According to this witness, not only has the price of all the
manufactures of iron and steel been reduced, but our product

has increased from 1860 until it is immeasurably greater than
then. I asked him:

Q. The United States has become a very formidable competitor with all
the world in the manufacture of iron and steel?

He answered:

A. I think so, undoubtedly. <

Q. Has that been a factor in reducing the prices?

A. I should say unquest.lona.bliy that the deprivation of their American
markets has reduced the price of iron in foreign countries, in England more
particularly; that the loss of their American markets has tended to reduce
the price of iron in Great Britain.

Q. That is to say, the manufacture of the products of iron and steel here
has tended to Gecrease the price of those articles very largely?

A. Undoubtedly. g

Q. Do I understand you to advocate the removal of duties upon articles
manufactured from iron and steel?

A. Not at all, sir.

While asking to have the duties removed from iron ore and
coal, the witness did not desire any reduction of duties upon the
products of iron and steel.

c.u%l ')Who would get the benefit of the reduction of duty upon pig iron and

The WITNESS. Who would get the banefit so far as the sale of crude iron
is concerned, do you mean? I donot fully unders:an | your question.

Q. Who would get the benefit of the removal of duty, if any accrued to
any portion of the communitry.

He says:

ﬁl think the population of New England would nltimately roceive the ben-
efit. i
Q. Your complaintnow is that under existing duties you can not maintain
iron or steel manufactures in New England?

A. Yes, sir. '

Q. ¥ our object in removing the duty would ba to build up thoss manufac-
tures? .

A Undonht.edl{.

Q. Do you think that would reduce thz price of manufactured articles in
the United States materially?

A. Ithinkit would in New England, but that is so small a corner of the
United States that perhaps it would not have a great influence on prices
throughout the country.

The witness substantially admits that with free iron and coal
there would be noconsiderable reduction in the products of iron
throughout the country. Then I asked him:

Q. Why should you not extend your argument further, at least to those
who have to pay for small articles, and admit the articles manufactured
from iron an.& steel free of duty in order that the consumers might obtain
them as cheaply as possible; why shonld you not look beyond the manufac-
turers to the consumers?

A, If 1 were look only for the methods in which iron and steel goods
should be made as cheap as possible to the consumer I think I sho not
advocate the importation of goods free. for the reason that I think the clos-
ing of our immense manufacturing industries here would create such a de-
mand abroad for manufactured goods that the Prices upon them would be
enormously advanced and that our people wouid have to pay for that ad-
vance.

I wonder if the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER],
who read the testimony of this witness as an authority upon the
question of free iron ore and free coal, will admit that the wit-
ness is a good witness upon this proposition, that the admission
of imported goods free would destroy our American industries,
and that prices would bz higher in the end than they are now?

Q. Then you do not believe that the removal of dutles upon manufactured
goods would reduce the price; yon think wh n foreign countries obtain the
monopoly of manufactures the prices would be increased?

A. If the removal of duties clossl our establishments here I think the
grioes would advance, and I think the immediate effect of the removal of

uties would be to close our manufaszturing establishments here, and that
they swould remain closed until ths rate of wages in America became equal
to therate of wagzes in foreign cou.itries.

Mr. FRYE. Isthat Mr, Tobey's testimony?

Mr. DOLPH. Iread from the testimony of Mr. Tobey, who
was cited here as an authority upon the question of free ironore,
in answer to questions propounded by myself.

Q. In considering this question I presume you will agree that the interests
of consumers of manufactured products, as well as the interests of the peo-
ple who are engaged in manufacturing articles made from iron and steel,
ought to be considered?

A. Certainly.

Q. What proportion of the manufactures in the United States do you sup-

are produced in New England*

A, Ithink sir, that New England has no advantages for producing cotton
goods that are not free to all other States in the Union; that by theindustry
and enterprise of her people they have succeedad in establishing large cotton
industries in Massachusetts, and make to-day—I am not infurmed as to the
exacl percentage, but a very large proportion of the cotton goods that are
used inthe United States.

Q. Nevertheless, the fact is that New England is manufacturing a very
large amonnt of the cotton goods that are used by other portions of the
United States?

A, Yes, sir.

Q. They are consumed in the United States?

A. Yes, sir. .

Q What would be the effect of the removal of dut{ from cotton fabrics
upon your cotton manufactures here in New England?

A. I think the effect would be to hasten the movement which is already
g}olng on in the manufacture of cotton in the Southern States instead of

ew England. I think the removal of duties npon cotton goods would
hasten the development of cotton manufacturing in the Southern States,
where the cotton is produced.

Q. Would ithave any further effect uPon the business of New England?

A. Yes; I think it would verf large e.ﬁ have the effect, if an absolute re-
ﬁ:;'al of duties were made, of closing all the cotton factories in New Eng-
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Q. So that the gréat industry of New England really exists and thrives, i
at all, by reason of the duty upon cotton manufactures?

A. Yes; I1donot think that the New England cotton manufacturers could
at present make goods to compete with the English manulacturers, with-
out reducing the price of labor, if the duty were removed.

I asked him further:
Q. How far do your free-trade opinions extend—to raw materials only ?
A. I think articles which are raw materials in any large number of States
of the Union should be admitted without durty.
Q. How about wool?
A, Ishould bevery strongiyin favor of the admiasion of woeol withoutany

uty.

Q. Soyou speak in this elaborate and able paper which you have pre-
sented for the interests of the manufacturers?

A. Ispoke for the interests of iron manufacturers. I .didn't touch that
question fpure,'l:r and simply in that connection; 1 spoke, of course, of the in-
terests of the people who buy their goods from thera. I mean the ironman-
ufacturers are the only ones whom I speak [or in that paper, not that they
are the only people whosé interests I have considered.

Soit will be seen that Mr. Tobey, who claims to be a protec
tionist, admits that all the great industries of New England
would be destroyed by free trade. He does not want the duties
reduged upon the products of iron and steel, but he has his
hobby,and that is that iron ore and coal shall be admitted free of
duty, so that the manufacfurers of New England can be main-
tained ia.ncl can manufacture in spite of the competition of Penn-
sylvania.

y'1‘]:1:3} truth is that present conditions, the development of the
iron industry in Pennsylvania and other Western States, and
the great development of the coal-mining industry in connec-
tion with the iron industry, so that fuel and the raw material
are brought in close connection, have removed the great manu-
\facturing establishments of iron and steel to Pennsylvania and
other Western States, and it is idle for New England to expect
‘to contend in the manufacture of iron and steel with those
Western States.

Mr. President, I said a moment ago that I am unable to un-
derstand the principle uﬁ;on which the bill has been made. One
principle I can very well understand. I reiterate what I said
on a previous occasion upon this floor, that this is a sectional
bill. Iam glad that the Senator from South Carolina has found
some crumb of comfort in the testimony of Mr. Tobey, who rep-
resents, or claims to represent, New England manufacturers.

Mr. CHANDLER. ill the Senator from Oregon yield to
me for & moment?

Mr, DOLPH. Certainly.

Mr. CHANDLER. Several times while the Senator from
Oregon was making his speech heretofore, I asked him if he was
not going to seek to find the principle, if there was one, upon
which the bill was being constructed. ﬁeseemed to me to evade
or put off that duty, and he is now approaching the topic which
I tgou.ght he ought to have taken up long ago. Under those
circumstances, as the Senate is very thin and the Senator is

reaching a very important point in his argument, I suggest the
want of a quorum.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The wantof a guornm is sug-
ed. The Secretary will call the roll.
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-
swered fo their names:

Aldrich, Dubois, McLaurin, Power,
Bate, Faulkner, McMillan, h,
Berrg. F13e, Martin, s
Blackburn, Gallinger, Mills, ach,
Blanchard, George, Morrill, Sherman
Brice, Gordon, Murphy, Teller,
Call, Gorman, Palmer, - 5
Camden, Hale, Pasco, Vest,
Cameron, Harris, Patton, Voorhees
- Chandler, Hawley, Pefter, ite.
Cockrell, oar, Perkins,
Coke, Hunton, Pet 5
Dolph, Jones, Ark. Platy,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-nine Senators have
answered to their names. A gquorum is present.

Mr. DOLPH. When the Senator from New Hampshire {Mr,
CHANDLER] appealed to me, when I was addressing the Senate
on a previous occasion, to state upon what principle the bill was
constructed, I wasunable to doso; but I think I have discovered
it in part at least. One principle upon which the bill is con-
structed, is to protect everything that coneerns the Sovth and
to destroy pretty much everything that concerns the North.
So under the bill we find that rice receives a very large pro-
tection, and it is a very remarkable spectacle for the Senator

~from South Carolina to stand here and say we can tale the duty
from rice, that he is willing, and to try to make it appear that
the majorit.glgt the Senate are !orcingka protective duty upon a
sroduct of his State. The Senator knows very well that the

uty on rice will not be taken off or modified.

en,underthe bill asitisnow made, there is a protective duty
EEOB sugar, a product of Louisiana. I am told that the duties
at are provided in the bill under the amendments upon the
class of cottons that are manufactured in the South are almost

or quite prohibitory, while the reduction of duties upon eotton
fabries is to be upon a class of cotton goods that are manufac-
tured in New Eng}and and the Northern States.

Mr. PLATT., Thecommittee have changed the cotton sched-
ule in some way to-day.

Mr. DOLPH. Iam reminded by the Senator from Connecti-
cut that the duties ave to be still further changed, and while the
amendment hasnot been read I shall be curious, until it is read,
to know whether it is not an increase of duties upon cotton goods
manufactured in the South and a reduction upon those manufac-
tured in New England. g

Then there is acother principle upon which the bill seems to
be made up. Itistobea bill in the interest of foreigners in-
stead of Americans, in the interest of foreign industries, for-
eign capital, and foreign labor. Who is complaining about the
duties under the Mc¢Kinley law? Who is it t]pm.t is complaining
about protective duties? Tt is not the manufacturers of this
counfry; it is not the laboring men of this country; it is not the

roducers of raw material; but there have come up from every

oreign country having any foreign trade with the United States
a united demand for the repeal of the McKinley law. I have
here a little pamphlet which was sent to me by some person,
probably the author. It contains aspeech by LgOn Choftean, a
member of the London Cobden Club, delegate of the French
committee to the United States, delivered at a public meeting
organized by the Chamber of Commerce of St.‘E};ie:me {Loire),
Oqgaber 4,1893. In his speech at this meeting this gentleman
said: ; '

The great Republic of the West possesses elements of vitalit
to it a place which grows more and more brilliant in the world.

You can not fail to realize that the doings of such a nation have great
weight. If the Congress at Washington adopts a wise law, practical In its
effects, at once its influence extends far and wida, like a refresh and fer-
tilizing dew. On the contrary,if the House of Representatives and the Sen-

ate of the United States te in a thought of hatred, and inflict on their
contemporaries a dark McKinley bill, which on that account is the more

that insure -

flerce and t tening, at once Iright seizes on every soul, labor loses that
security wi is its strength, and production soon experiences the first
effects of a crisis.

Not labor in the United States, not production in the United
States, but production in other countries. Itis France thatthis
speaker is now talking about:

To show that the United States is h{ no means refractory to an accord
with France, Europe, and the industrial world, I may here remind you that,
by reélecting Mr. Grover Cleveland to the Presidency on the 4th of March
last, and the consequent return to power of the Demoerats in the two Houses,
the Americans have accomplished a real economical evolution.

Proceeding, he says:

The spoliated citizens cast their egas on Mr. Grover Cleveland, and Mr.
Cleveland was elected President of the great Republic.

Concerning the abolition of the tariff now in force, he déclared in January

last:
“}We have not been returned for any other purpose.
A short time after, on the 4th of March, the new President emphatically

sald:

“The people of the United States have to-day decreed that, so far as theex-
ecutive and the legislative powers were concerned, the control of this Gov-
ernment should pass into the hands of the political party which pledged it-
self, in the most absolute manner, to bring about the reform in the tariffs.”

Again, he says:

The better to convince ourselves of the necessity there is to get the bill
abolished, let us seek together what influence this measure, which includes
entrance dues at times excesding 60 per cent ad valorem, has on for-
eign produce entering the Anu frontier.

om statistics furnished by the Trensurg Department at Washington,
the exports from all countries to the United States amounted to m.“oﬁ:,om
in 1890 (June 30), and to §827,000,000 in 1892,
agga have here, therefore, an increase of §33,000,000in 1892 as compared with
1

It would seem in consequence, since those who sell to the Unlted States
have sold more, that the McKinley blll his proved beneficial to the com-
merce of the whole world.

We should wish to be able to say that such is the case; but alas, a closer
serutiny reveals the following fact:

In 1800 the taxed products exported to the United States amounted to the
sum of §507,000,000. ~ In 1892 they had fallen to £369,000,000. Henceareal dimi-
nution in the extgorta of all countries tothe United Statesamounting in 1892,
as compared with 1800, to §138,000,000. | -

Then he goeson tostate where these losses have occurred. He
says:

If we examine Europe separately, we notice that the taxed products from
Europe exported to the United States were subjected in 1802, as compared
with 1890, to a depreciation of 74,800,000, Their value, effectively, fell from
£3786,700,000 in 1890 to #302,400,000 in 1862,

Mr. HARRIS. From what does the Senator from Oregon

read?

Mr. DOLPH. Iam reading from a speech of Léon Chotteau,
member of the London Cobden Club, delegate of the French
committee to the United States, delivered at a public meetin,
organized by the Chamber of Commerce of St. Etienne (Loire),
October 4, 1893. It will become interesting pretty soon, when
Iread some correspondence between this gentleman and Chair-
man WILSON, of the House Committee on Ways and Means.

Mr. HARRIS. Of course it will,

"
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Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from Oregon will permit
me, I simply desire to put in the RECORD thefactthat Monsieur
Chottean was in this country as a representative of the French
committee, of which Monsieur Petit was chairman; that he was
here, as the chairman says, to— :

Attend tha legislative debates, give us an account—

That is, the people of France— :
of the proceedings. and endeavor to get the desires and wishes which we
have imparted to him incorporated in the new law.

He was here in an official capacity, representing the people of
France, to guide us to a certain extent in framing the tariff law
in their interest rather than the interestof the people of the
Tnited States.

Mr. DOLPH. That is the point I am making; that it is the
people of foreign countries who are complaining-about high du-
ties in the United States and the loss of trade with the United
States in consequence. The bill seems to have been made up so
as to remedy this wrong inflicted upon foreigners, and in the in-
terest of foreigners and foreign countries instead of in the in-
terest of the United States. He continues: S

In applying the distinction of taxed and untaxed products, and of taxed

products only, as the exports from the principal countries of Europe
to the United States in the years 1890 and 1892, we find:

Taxed and

Countries. untaxed prod- gzéeglg;%d'
ucts together. .
France . —=29,100,000 | —#&6,300, 000
Belginm e 1000 | — 481,000
L s S

ustria- ary — 1,600, — B,
Denmarkung — 10,000 — 54,000
—15,930,000 | —22,771,000
+ 175,000 | — 1,085,800
.............. -~ 1,800, 000 i 1, 200, 000
— 6, 200, 000 8,300, 000
.............. :t 482, 000 I 149, 000
921, 000 1, 067, 000
— 81,000 — 677,000
+ 220,000 ] - 168,000
Switeeriand-C. = -l T il — 1,245,000 | — 1,783,000
Parkey In BUrope ... - cose oo sy i memminnan -+ 602,000 | 4+ 42,000

Thus, you see that France, instead of incurring a.1oss of 9,100,000, shows a
deficit of only $5,300,000, which is still a high figure.

You further remark that our friends, the Belgians, instead of gaining
£037,000, 1oze in reality $184,000.

What part does St. Etienne play in the movement bron{g:;]un by the
McKinley bill? Your chief industry is the manufacture of ribbon.

That is the principal industry of the town where this meet-
ing was held.

From 1800 to 1802 the silks of the different countries exporting to the
United States fell from £38,685,374 to 881,173, 8M, showing a decrease of §7,512,-
480. France figures in this decrease for §1,112,087.

The ribbons, which you have 80 1 manufactured with so much prac-
tical knowledge and taste, and indeed wherein you excel, as is only fair,
Ea.rtlcularly claim your attention. You inguire whether the McKinley bill

as been useful or baneful to your industry.

In order to enlighten you, I find the following figures:

SILK RIBBONS.

Exporta:fram different countries to the United Stafes.

1890 1802 Differ-
Countries. .(.Tuneﬂﬂ).\ (June 30). | ence.

#4, 250 — 82,017

553 — 553

a , 367

— 5471

— 15,788

S

—_ 6

— 2

57,150

99

326

!

France, the chief exporting country, has therefore sold less to the
Americans by m.mmwmmmrybm
7 In his remarkable work, ‘*The Chamber of Commerce of St. Etienns and
the industries of its circumscription,”” M. Lucien Thiollier, the learned sec-
retary of your Chamber of Commerce, states:

“Thea worst blow given to theindustry of St. Etienne came from the United
States. After the war of secession, and protected by exaggerated rates,
numerous factories were established at Paterson, and they are to-day well
nl% sufficient for the American su};g}'.

e United States, which since was the great and chief customer of
the St. Etienne manufacture, which took from it the third of its production,
now asks of it 1 articles only. From 30,000,000, which was the yearly
figure for 1860, the exportsof all kindsof goods manufactured at St. Etienne
fell to 2,500,000 francs in 1884, They have since somewhat risen, and reached
11,892,120 in 1890; but ﬂbbon.ﬁgrg&eﬂy 80 called, figures in this sum for only
3,354,128 francs. Therest, 8,587,008 francs, is made up of velvet ribbons re-
quired by the fashions. In B-ii;g of this vexations competition, and of the
heavy custom-house dues it to pay, the production at St. Etienne has

constantly increased. It was 50,000,000 of francs in 1833; it was set down at
103,000,000 in 1889,

Again he says:

I should accomplish only o portion of my taskif I failed tocall your atten-
tion to the ndmmgztranva Mc. ey bill.

There are, then, two McKinley bﬂ&: the custom-house bill, of which I have
ju.sndspcken. and the administrative bill, about which I will now say a few
words.

This latter is dated June 10, 1800

It should have coms after the custom-house bill, of October 1,1800, since
its object was to insure the execution of the said custom-house bill.

It came ont first, howevyer.

How was this?

Because the authors of that iniqnitons law wished to
the importer, the judicial power by the administrative authority.

Such an exclusion from the ordinary courts was plotted by the political
party then at the head of affairs, in order to increase still more the yearly
average of entrance dues. Congress would soon have reached prohibition
if'the Democrats had not interfered on the 4th of March 1ast.

rﬁ'gl:ma. as regards

Then they passed resolutions at the meetfing :

Whereas the Democratic party, whose platform is to afford the United
States a truly liberal economic s'iyst.em has come to er:

And whereas the McKinley bill of October 1, 1890, has considerably in-
creased the old tariffs which might have been already considered as exag-
gerated and well-nigh prohibitive;

And further whereas a new general tariff can not be applied in the United
States before the year 1885, 3

Have resolved:

That friendly and courteous entreatiss be nrgentli? made to the Congress
and Government at W n with the objeet of obtaining at an early
date a more liberal law w. shall considerably reduce the present rates,
until the day when a new tariff shall have been passed.

I will quote from a letter from Mr. Léon Chotteau to Hon.

WiLLiaAM L. WILSON, chairman of the Committee on Ways -

and Means of the House of Representatives.

He says:

Mr. PRESIDENT: You have just accepted the high mission of preparing a
new project of American custom-house tariff. . 2

There ean be no doubt that you will be able to'compass this dificult task

in the well ordered interest of the United States, France, and the whole of
Europe.

% * & 2 = = @

In the fiscal year 1802 the. United States saw their foreign trade assume
mramm such as they had never expected since the war of Independence.
der that f;nr imports and - co! reached $1,857,000,000

or

(#827,000,000 for and $1,080,000, exports).
Hence, a sum of 000,000, sh the increment of your foreign sales
over and above your purchases abroad.

That is the kind of argument that this foreigner addresses to
the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means of the House
of Representatives to show why the McKinley act, under which
the balance of trade was in our favor $202,000,000 in a single
year, should be repealed. Not reading connectedly, I proceed
to quote:

Europe exported {gayour shores in 1890 $449,000,000 worth of goods, and
$384,000,000 worth in . ‘The result is a decrease of $5&,000,000 by the
Eurpopean exporters.

That is another nt addressed to the Hon. WILLIAM

L. WILSON as to why the McKinlaf law should be repealed, be-
canse in the year 1892 there were lost $58,000,000 to European

exporters. .

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me to
ask hima question?

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly.

Mr. ALDRICH. There is nothing I know of in the laws of
tlie United States or those of France which preventsa foreigner
entering into a correspondence of this kind with and maki
suggestions to the chairman of the Committee on Ways
Means, I presume there is nothing in the paper which the
Senator has before him to lead one to suppose that Mr. WILSON
appreciates or has any sympathy with any movement of this
kind, or that he would take any notice of an impertinent letter
like that from a foreigner:

Mr. DOLPH. We will come to that directly.

That sum ghows the influnence exerted by the McKinley bill on this side of
the Atlantic. . ;

What is that sum? The sum of 858,000,000 lost by European
exporters.

That sum shows the influence exertadotg the McEinley bill on this side of
the Atlantic. Of these $58,000,000, $36,060,000 were wrested from England.

Wrested! Thatis astrong word. I sugpose hemeans wrong-
fully taken by force, taken underthe MeKinley law in opposition
at least to the wishes and desires of European exporters: -

Of these #58,000,000, thirty-six were wrested from England, fifteen from
Germany, nine and a half from France, six from the Netherlands, one from
Switzerland, and one from Austria-Hungary.

These &8,000,000 have excee sixty-four millions, if other Eu-
ropean countries had not exhibited a slight increase in the amount of their
gﬁ%l tﬁ your countrymen: Italy, Belginm, Sweden and Norway, and Rus-

1urope.
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Then he proceeds:

If the misfortunes of others should ever cause us to ba unmindful of our
own troubles, France might be readily comforted; for England, which al-
ready suffers by you a prejudice of $30,000,000, is, moreover, bound to an ad-
ditional purchase of American goods amounting to nearly 50,000,000 .

He takes some degree of comfort in the losses to France from
the faci that England has lost $30,000,000 in exports to this
country and has purchased £50,000,000 more of our exports.

There is also printed here aun answer from Hon. WILLIAM L.
WiLsoN, of which I will read a single extract:

I trust that the resunlts of our labors toreform and reduce the existing sys-
tem of tarif duties may lead to such larger commercial intercourse

tween our respective countries as will result in great and permanent benefit
to both of them.

Mr. ALDRICH. There must be something preceding that
sentence. The honorable chairman of the Committee on Ways
and Means would nothave used the words “‘our labors” with ref-
erence to ['rance. :

Lflri DOLPH. I did not read the whole of the letter, I will
read it:

COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, D. C., October 4, 1893.

DEAR SIR: Iam indebted to you for a copy of your interesting work, Mes
Campagnes aux Etats-Unis et en France, which reached me several days
since, and for which I beg you to accept my sincere thanks,

I have also received several documents, in which I find published a letter
addressed tomysell. Ihaveread it with much pleasure, and am glad to learn
that you take so close and Intelligent an interest in the prospective tariff
legislation on this side of the sea.

Rather commendatory of this letter from which I have read
an extract:

I trust that the results of our labors to reform and reduce the existing sys-
tem of tarif duties may lead to such larger commercial intercourse be-
tween our respective countries as will result ingreat and permanent benefit
to both of them.

- Very sincerely, yours,
W. L. WILSON.

Monsieur LEON CHOTTEAU.

Mr, President, I repeat that it is mainly foreign countries and
the citizens of foreign countries who have objected to the MeKin-
leyact. It isthe importersinto this country, the manufacturers
of products abroad whocomplainof the high ratesof duty. The
bill by the removal of duties upon several articles that are
called raw materials by the majority in this Chamber, the Dem-
ocratic party, by the reduction of duties upon manufactured
articles in this country, by the provision for reciprocity with
Canada in agricultural products, seems to be a bill more in the
interests of foreign producers, foreign labor, foreign invest-
ments, and foreign countries than it is in the interest of the
'United States.

Then, I do not know but that 1 may add a further principle
upon which the bill,as it is now proposed to be amended, seems
to be framed. We have heard from time to time from the other
side of the Chamber denunciation of the manufacturers of this
country. There is scarcely an epithet that has been too severe
to be applied to them, but when the Democratic party comes
into power, committed to a revision of the tariff, it is such arti-
cles as lumber and wool that are placed upon the free list, and
such articles as iron ore and coal upon which duties are to be
reduced, articles in the production of which unskilled labor is
employed, and thousands and hundreds of thousands of laborers
in this country are employed, and out of which they earn a
living. ?

Bu%'the increases proposed to be made in the rates of duty
provided in the Wilson bill as it came from the other House,
and the only cases in which protective duties are provided, are
upon the products of manufactures. There is to bea reasonable
duty upon manufactures of cotton; there are still protective
duties upenwoolen manufactures taken in connection with free
wool: several manufacturing industries, and especially those of
the South, are to receivefull protection, and the free-trade prin-
ciple, the tariff-for-reform prineiple, is to beapplied only toprod-
uets the production which gives employment to agricultural and
unskilled labor. The products of iron and steel are still to receive
a considerable degree of protection, but business of the men who
delve in the mines for the iron ore, and the farmers in the great
West who raise their flocks of sheep, and the industry of the men
who fell the trees in the forests and cut them into lumber are to
be eripgled or destroyed by é)la.cing their products upon the free
list or greatly reducing duties.

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Oregon permit me to

ask him a question?
Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. :
Mr. BERRY. Does not the Senator from Oregon think that

he and others on the other side of the Chamber, who, for the
sole purposeof delaying the passage of the bill, are making long

speeches, to which nobody listens and which nobody reads, and
whoare using filibustering tactics, continuing them day by day,
are inflicting really more damage on the businessinterestsof the
country by the delay and the uncertainty than the passage of
the tariff bill could possibly inflict even from his standpoint?

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, although the Senator from Ar-
kansas seeks every occasion, no matter what is the subject under
discussion and no matter what I have said upon it, to oppose the
measures which I advocate and to speak slightingly of my ef-
forts in the Senate, whenever he puts to me a respectiul ques-
tion I will answer him: but the statement of the Senator, if
he calls that a question, is beneath my notice, and I will not an-
swer it.

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me a moment?

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly.

Mr. GALLINGER. Observing the interruption and the in-
terrogatory of the Senator from Arkansas, I desire simply to
call attention to one or two facts, which I think perhaps the
Senator omitted in his discussion of this pamphlet or address by
that noted Frenchman, Leon Chotteau.

Leon Chotteau is a member of a French committee of France
and the United States for the repeal of the McKinley bill. This
is the title of the committee: *‘France and the United States
French committee for the repeal of the McKinley bill.”

The president of the association in writing concerning their
organization says:

Ihave the honor to inform you that the French committee for furthering

the abolitionof the McKinley bill was completed November 18, in the sitting
held at the Grand Hotel.

Then he gives the organization of that committee,

Mr. MORRILL. Where was that?

Mr. GALLINGER. At Paris. The president is M. Henry
Petit, manufacturer, in the firm of Gros, Roman & Co.; the vice-
president is M. Louis Tabourier, manufacturer; the delegate in
France and in the United States is M. Leon Chotteau, barrister,
publicist, and member of the Cobden Club, London; the treas-
urers are Messrs. Gros, Roman & Co., manufacturers; the as-
sistant treasurer is M. Prosper Staehle, cashier of the firm of
Gros, Roman & Co.; the secretary is M. Leon Guiallaumet, man-
ufacturer.

So that here is a club composed of five manufacturers and one
barrister, who is a member of the Cobden Club of London, and
cojperating with the Democratic party, addressing letters to
the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee of the House
of Representatives, and having a representative in this country
to influence this legislation,and yet when the Senator from Ore-
gon calls attention to that matter in a very respectful way the
Senator from Arkansas inquires if it is not about time to stop
killing time in the discussion of this bill.

Mr. President, if we are here legislating for France, it is time—
if we are here legislating for Great Britain, with a representa-
tive of the Cobden Clubin Washington, it is time to stop talking
about this bill; but if we are here to legislate in the interest of
the industries of the United States as against the industries of
Great Britain and France, it is just time for us to commence to
talk: and I am glad the Senator from Oregon i3 occupying the
attention of the Senate to-day as interestingly and effectively as.
he has, and the interest and effectiveness of his speech is demon-
strated by the pain it is evidently giving the Senator from Ar-

ansas.
Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I have my own convictions on
this question of the tariff. I take no advice [rom anyone as
to what course I shall pursue in regard to the pending bill.
Istated recently in a very few words that this bill, if it should
become a law, would be destructive of every great industry in
m{lStaba. In fact, the threat of the legislation proposed by this
bill and by the success of the Democratic party has had tge ef-
fect to demoralize every industry in the State. To-day, while
the manufacturing industries in Oregon are not great, there are
not one-half so many people employea in Oregon in the great in-
dustries of that State as there were two years ago. The wool of
eastern Oregon remains in the warehouses without buyers, the
wheat raised in eastern Oregon can not be sold at a price which
would justify its transportation to the seaboard, and every in-
dustry in the State is paralyzed. I believe thatif thisbill should
become a law—
Mr. DANIEL. Did I understand the Senator from Oregon to
say that this condition had existed for two years?
Mr. DOLPH. I did not say that it hud been going on for two

ears.
: Mr. DANIEL. I understood the Senator to say so.

Mr. DOLPH. I think I said that there were not one-hall so
many people employed in the industries in the State to-day as
there were two years ago.

As I was about to say, if this bill should become a law,no

¢
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doubt there would be a temporary revival of business. When-
ever manufacturers know what they can depend upon the wages
of labor will have to be adjusted to esisting conditions, and the
wages of labor will be reduced and some of the manufacturers
will start; but if this bill becomes a law there will never be again
the prosperity which thiscountry hasenjoyed; there will neverbe
more than a lame and a halting prosperity until the party which
believes in the protection of American industries comes into
the control of the administration of this Government and both
branches of Congress, so that the law may be repealed and a pro-
tective law enacted.

I do not take any advice from the Senator from Arkansas. I
do not fear the verdict of the people upon the course I may
take in regard to this bill. So far as I am concerned, if I could

revent the passage of the bill I should do it, whether it should
Ee by talking upon it until the 4th of March next or by beating
it on a direct vote, but I do not speak for anyone else. I do
deny, however, that I have been talking for the purpose of con-
suming time.

The question of the duty upon iron ore, which is under con-
sideration, is an important question. Almost within sight of
the metropolis of Oregon there are iron works where iron is
produced and manufactured into various useful products. My
State and the adjoining State of Washington are full of iron
ore, and there is no reason why we should not produce there all
the iron which is used on the North Pacific coast and should
not manufacture there all the products of iron and steel.

I am told that the bulletins which should have been printed
and been on the desks of Senators in order that they might in-
telligently discuss the pending question have not even been
printed, or at least have not been received from the printer;
and because I seek to occupy a few moments of the time of the
Senate to talk about this great industry of the production of
iron ore, I am accused by the Senator from Arkansas of consum-
ing time. It is immaterial to me whether anybody listens or
not. It seems the Senator from Arkansas was listenin% at that
time. It is immaterial to me whether anybody readswhat I say
or not. I generallydischarge my duty according to my own con-
victions, without asking any question or any advice from any-
}:-ody, and then I am satisfied with the consciousness of duty per-

ormed.

Mr. President, I said that this bill was a sectional bill, and I
want tosay that there are strong protests against it which come
up from the South. I quoted ona former occasion the statement
of one W. A. McCorkle, the Democratic governor of West Vir-

inia—and I will read but a sentence from it now—before the
ays and Means Committee of the House of Representatives.
He said to the committee:
Another thing I do know, and that is that politics to-day plays a part in
that portion of the State. Imean to say that we were raised up os a buffer
for armies to march against, when men pursued each other with cannon.

We are to-day in that same border warfare in the great politics of this coun-
try; therefore I say, meaning no threat, * Don’t do it."”

Do not put coal on the free list. The statement that it is not
meant as a threat does not change the character of it. Itisa
threat substantially, taken in connection with his other state-
ments; it is a threat that if their industries are to be stricken
down, West Virginia will not be found in line with the Demo-
cratic column,

I also hold in my hand a statement by Mr. W. T. Smith, pres-
ident of the W. T. Smith Lumber Company, of Chapman, Ala.,
concerning the lumber question, in which he says:

Our lumber manufacturers in the South were in a fairly prosperous eon-
dition up to the time the tariff waslowered on Canadian Iumber in 1820 and
reduced to &1 per M feet, soon after which we began to feel the effects, and
our prices as well as our demand for Western stock began to decrease, and
so continued until the panic cime on last summer, and get our prices for
home consumption are about the same as heretofore, And these low prices
caused by Canadian competition are not only hurting the manufacturers,
but are seriously affecting the poor man and his family; for with them it is a
matter of bread, as the wages of the men have been cut from $1 to 80 cents
per day, and with this reduction the mills running are not paying expenses,
Wwhile many have been closed. The very men whom the Democratic party
are evggdenu! 2ry1ng to aid are really g chastised with the Canadian

Further on he says:

Ten years ago I was engaged in the lumber business at Bozeman, Ala., and
we received $24 per 1,000 feet for first and second boards. Now we get only
§12 per 1,000 feet for the same. We got #4 for first and second flooring; now
we get only $12. We got $13.50 for common flooring, for which we now get
only £8, and have but little demand for it at these low figures, Stiff compe-
tition has brought lumber to what it now is.

Again, he says:
1am of the opinion that if this tariff on lumber is not restored, the
dians will

Cana-
advance the price of their lnmber to a point at least sufficient to
“balance the tariff after they have run us out of the western trade. They

would then keep an eye on us, and in case we started up again would lower
their prices at will, thus keeping us out, and from time to time advan
prices. Ihave often seen the stronger work the weaker out, and then pub ,
up prices to pay for the fight.

Then he says—and this is a sort of a threat:

Only one side of the tariff has been debated in the South, but our business
men and our suffering laboring classes will in the future be compelled to
turn the rays of the political sun on the other side of the question, that the
peogle may see both sides thereol.

The average mill has a monthly pay roll of not less that £3,000: then for the
.81 mills we have monthly pay rollsamounting in aggregate to 11,341,000, or
§!85,082,000 per annum, 75 per cent of which is paid out for actual labor, and

s used by our poor tpeople.
i The mere sight of the Wilson bill caused wages tobecut from#1 to 80 cents
per day, and has already thrown thousands out of employment, many of
whose families are now in destitute circumstances, being half clad and hav-
ing only corn bread to eat, and some not enough of that. If the above-de-
scribedsituation is ca'usedltl?' the blossom of the Wiison tariff bill, what may
we expect to reap as the fruit thereof?

So, Mr. President, after all, there are some Industries which
are to be injuriously affected, even in the South. I pity my
friend from Texas [Mr. M!LLS&. In accordance with his theor,
of a tariff for revenue, he has been willing to report a bill whic
would put wool on the free list, and strike a blow at a great in-
dustry of his own State, and he has the supreme mortification
of finding the bill changed, so that while it leaves wool on the
free list, it has been made protective to many other great in-
du]stries where he would apply the prineciple of tariff forrevenue
only.

Mr. President, the industry of 1ron and steel is an industry, I
think, in twenty-eight States of the Union. It employs 450,000
laborers. There are dependent upon it two millions and a half
persons, including the families of the laborers. This does not
include the men who are engaged in mining iron ore and pre-
paring the raw material. By this bill these greatindustries are
to be jeopardized and destroyed, and a large portion of the la-
borers employed on them are either to be turned out of employ-
ment or are to be compelled to work for wages which wilP not
support them in independence and comfort.

F ope the amendment offered by the Senator from Connecti-
cut will be adopted.

Mr. DOLPH subsequently said: In my remarks in regard to
the sectional character of the bill, I wish to submit a table
showing the number of manufacturing establishments, their ag-
gregatevalue,theaveragenumber of hands emgloyad, and the ag-
gregate wages paid in California, Colorado, Montana, Nevada,
Oregon, Washington, and Wyoming, with the total, showing
thatthese States have only three and seven-tenths of the estab-
lishments, three and eight-tenths of the value, three and one-
tenth the number of hands employed, and 4 per cent of the wages

id.

pal also submit a table showing the same thing with regard to
the other States of the Union, except the Southern States, and
showing that they have 80 per cent of the establishments, 85
per cent of the value, 85 per cent of the hands employed, and
86 per cent of wages. I also submif a table of the thirteen
Southern States, showing that they have but 16 per cent of the
establishments, 10 per centof the value, 12 per cent of the hands
employed, and 10 per cent of wages paid. y

I submit these tables as showing by inference the reason why
the industries of the country are dealt with as they are in the
pending bill. I wish them to go in in connection with my re-
marks.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none, and it is so ordered.

The tables referred to are as follows:

Faclory system in the Pacific Slates compared with the Southern and all other

States.
' Estab: | A ocregate .:;glrg;sl? Aggregsze
State lishments
. value. of hands | Wway
reporting. employed. o

7,923 | B146,797, 102 83,642 | 851,539,780
1,518 26, 651, 840 17,067 | 12,285,734
280 4,203, T4 2,606 | 1,948,213
9% 1,211,269 620 445, 503
1,623 | 32,122,051 18,798 | 11,535,229
1,643 | 34,300,735 20,366 | 12,658,614

190 | 1,411,184 1,144 878,
Tothl. - rtnn e 13,081 | 246,856,975 144,833 | 01,290,719
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Factory system in. the following &a;t“ ﬂ?;mparcd with the Southern and Pacific

Average
State ’ﬁféﬁ?é‘ié‘. A%ﬁ%%?’“ numme:gr A%gregate
porting. ployed.
6,822 | $227,004,408 | 149,030 | 575,900,008
1,003 | 33,695, 400 21, 906 9, 802 887
yre mé:gsa.glg 312,7;; %%
20, 462 4, 51 1 171,523,
7,440 | 77,518, 097 50,174 | 95,878,997
4,471 | 43 026,002 32843 | 16,828,485
5010 | 80,419,800 75,780 | 26,596,217
7,485 | 119,607,316 | 107,054 | 41,526,832
05,023 | 0630/032ip4f | 485,182 | 230,670,500
12,127 | 262,412,240 168, 841 66, 847, 798
7,503 | 127,688,618 79,620 | 38.189,239
31014 | 87,560, 508 23876 | 12,084,511
9,221 | 219.890,4%8 | 186,001 | 08,500,703
65,810 (1,130, 161,195 | 850,084 | 466,846,612
382 | 2,594,553 1,847 1,002, 881
08 73| 402,793,019 | 331,548 | .158,788, 883
39,385 | 990,900,375 | 620,484 556, 220
3377 | 126,483, 401 85,978 | 37,927,991
499 | 3,207,796 2,422 1,008, 418
3,031 763, 291 24,804 | 10,006,549
2/376 | 28,118,030 21,969 830,
10,417 | 246,515,404 | 152,031
281, 157 |5, 508, 567,278 | 8,038,162

1 Average
Establish-

State. ments re- | AEETeEALe ugnher of A%gregn:ta

porting value. ands ages

: employed.

2,977 | $46,122,571 33,821 | 12,678,029

2,073 | 14,971,614 15,972 | 5,749,
805 | 11,110,304 13,927'| 6,513,088
4,285 921, 56,383 | 17,812,186
7,745 79,811,980 65,679 | 27,761, 746
2,618 34,754,121 31,901 | 18,159,564
1,608 | 14,806,884 15,817 | 4,913,863
14,045 | 189,236,422 142,004 | 78,327,907
3,687 | 82,745,905 36,214 | 7,830,535
2! 328 " 278, 261 24,802 | 6,590, 083
4,550 b1, 475,002 43,750 | 16,899, 351
5,288 | 46,815,181 30,475 | 18,586,338
5,015 | 03,450,799 59,501 | 10,644, 850
58,082 | 671,504,804 | 579,025 | 233,906,319

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—
Mr. PEFFER. I will ask the Senator from Connecticut to

yield to me for a moment. I desire to pro an amendment,

which I think ought to be disposed of before the amendment
roposed by him is acted upon, and I rise for the purpose of ask-

him to withdraw his amendment until I may submit one.

gir. PLATT. I understand from what the Senator from Kan-

sas has said to me that he desires first to test the sense of the

Senate upon whether iron ove shall be placed upon thefree list?
Mr. PEFFER. That is my object.

- Mr.PLATT. And as that is naturally the first question to
be decided, although I hope and pray that iron ore will not be
put upon the free list, I am willing to withdraw my amendment
temporarily in order that the Senator may propose his amend-

ment.

Myr. PEFFER. Then, Mr. President, I move to amend the
amendment of the committee, after fhe word  pyrites,” in line
4, by striking out “ forty cents per ton" and inserting **shall be
admitted free of duty.” .

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the
Senator from Kansas will be stated. ik gt

The SECRETARY. After the word - ‘‘pyrites,” in line 4, 0on
page 21, it is pro;l)osed to strike out the words ‘‘ forty cents per
ton,’ and insert **shall be admitted free of duty;” so as to make
the paragraph read:

Iron ore, including manganiferons iron ore, also the dross or residuum
from burnt pyrites, shall be admitted free of duty.

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, the doetrine that raw mate-
rials, as they are termed, ought to be free from duty, is either
sound or it is unsound. If itis sound, r from analogy,
all manufactured articles ought to be equally free from duty; or,

from the standpoint on which I view the subject, if duties are
levied for any other purpose than for revenue only, they onght
to be levied with a view to: protection, and then everything.
which is produced by labor ought toreceive its share of the pro-
tective duties.

Iron ore comes as near being a raw material as anything that
I can conceive of, unless it be coal, of which I shall take ocoasion
to speak when we come to that schedule. Iron ore is found in
every State in the Union in greater or less quantities. Itis
probably more widely diffused in the arts and sciences than any
other one substance. The articles made from iron ore arc num-
berless; they are like the sands of the sea; they can not be
counted. It is unquestionably the most useful of all the miner-
als. That being true, if any article ought to be admitted free
of duty, iron ore should be.

It is one of the tenets of the Democratic Eart-y, Mpr. President,
that iron ore, coal, lead, wool, cotton, and a number of other
articles, which I might go on to enumerate, all classified as raw
materials, should be exempted from duty. If thatistrue,I now
come to the question why it is that the Democratic members of
this body insist upon puttingaduty upon it, and I'want an answer
to that question, and I want it {from the Democratic side of the

97 | Senate, not from the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH],

nor from the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER],
nor from any other Republican Senator, because I understand
their doetrine.

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] stated it this morning
very clearly, as he always states everything which he under-
takes to state. *'Free trade all around,” said the venerable
Senator, *‘ or protection all around.” The Demoecratic theory
has been—and I am not saying that it was wrong—thatiron ore
ought to be free. I ask any member of the Senate on the Dem-
ocratic side of the Chamber, why this duty is placed upon it,
and I ask it with so much seriousness, so much earnestness, for
the sake of eliciting a true and correct answer, thatI pause that
any Senator may answer the question. The question is: In
view of the course of the Demoecratic party and their doctrine
upon thissubject, why it is proposed to put adutyof anyamount
upon iron ore? I ask an answer. I sestwo,four, seven, eleven,
thirteen, fifteen Democratic Senators upon the floor.

Mr, VEST. Mr. President, thereisno pretense ofany attempt
to evade any guestion at all, and I will answer the Senator from
Kansas from my standpoint, and answer him very frankly. It
is not at all a secret, not even an open one, that a great differ-
ence of opinion exists inside the Democratic party in regard to
the imposition of tariff duties. It'is hardly necessary for me to
give the reasons for this difference. There are certain Demo-
cratic Senators who represent large manufacturing States and
States in which there are large interests of the manufgcturing
interest who honestly believe—and I have no disposition to
criticise the integrity of their opinions—that there should be
some fariff taxation upon these articles: but a very large major-
ity of the Democratic Senatorsbelieve that iron ore should be on
the free list. :

Mr, ALLISON. A majority of Democratic Senators?

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. I meant what I said; and the Senator
from Iowa, I think, understood it.

Mr. ALLISON. I wasnotcertain that I did.

Mr. HALE. Mry. President, I suppose the Senator fromIowa
was troubled, as the rest of us are, with the Senator's answer.
1f the statement of the Senator is true, that a majority of the
Democratic Senators are infavorof iron ore being upon the free
list, how does it happen that the Committee on Finance, which
is simply the organ of the Senate and the representative of a
majority of the party on the other side, who are responsible for
legislation, report here a duty? - Was not that the trouble with
the Senator from Iowa? .

Mr. ALLISON. That was my trouble.

Mr. HALE. That is the trouble with all of us.

Mr. PEFFER. I hope the Senator on my left will not inter-
fere with the answer of the Senator from uri to my ques-
tion, becauss I am not speaking as a Republican.

Mr, VEST. I am undertaking to answer the Senator from
Kansas, but, however humane my impulses might be, I could not
undertake in any reasonable time to remove all the pangs which
afilict the Senators upon the other side upon the question of the
tariff, I know their earnest solicitude, their Christian charity
toward us in the present contingency, but I-can not undertake
to spend the ~fternoon in relieving the solicitude they feel to-
ward us. 4

As 1 was going on to say, a large majority of the Demoeratic
Senators favor placing iron ore upon the free list; but with the
existing conditions in the Senate and the absolute necessity, as
we consider, of passing some tariff legislation, it was necessary
tomake concessions to that small portion of Democratic Sen-
ators who believe in some duty upon iron ore, and we had pre-
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pented to us the contingency either to pass the bill with an im-

{1 d:ﬁy upon iren ore and other articles, or o not pass any
gﬁ at all. }.’)L‘ha.t. is the whole of it; and there is no disposition
to conceal the fact. I myself am in favor of free iron ore: but
if T can not get free iron ore, and can get passed a bill imposing
& duty of 40 cents a ton upon iron ore, I am willing to take that
40 cents a ton, instead of 75 cents a ton upon iron ore, which is
now the duty under the McKinley law. I am willing to make

“* that concession.

Mr. PEFFER. Then, Mr. Pregident, I have an answer very
frankly given, that goes at least partially to the core of thismat-
ter. 1 understand the Senator from Missouri to assert thata
large majority of the Democratic members of the Senate are in
favor of free iron ore; buf that, in order to secure the support
of a small minority of the Democratic members of the Senate,
the large majority yielded their convictions of duty to the small
minority, so that a party measure might pass this body.

Then, I put this further question: Is it not true—and I ask it
of the Senator from Missouri, who knows, if anybody does—is
it not true, plainly stated, that the object of this 40 cents a ton
duty on iron ore is a protective duty, and yielded at the request
of persons who favor it for protection, and protection alone?

r. VEST, Mr. President, as a matter of course, it would be
impertinent for me to underfake to give the motives of Sena-
tors who have favored this tax of 40 centsa tonon iron ore. I
can answer the Senator very distinctly for myself. As to
whether I think it isa protective duty or nof, that depends en-
tirelyupon the amount of revenue which must be raised for the
support of the Governtent. I have my viewsin reﬁard to the
amount. I am willing to give the largest possible liberality in
the wayof revenue inview of the fact that large exports of gold
are constanily being made to Europe, and I desire, above all
things, to avoid the necessity for issuing any more interest-
bearing bonds by the Treasury. Itseems to me that underpres-
ent contingencies we should make a liberal estimate in regard
to the revenue necessary for the supporf of the Government. 1
should not vote for any protective dufy over and above the ne-
cessities of the Government, and,in my judgment, this is, under
present contingencies, a revenue duty, because I think the first
necessity of the Government is toraise enough money from tariff
taxation and internal revenue to prevent any possibility of in-

-ereasing the interest-bearing debt of the United States.

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, the Senate will understand
when we come to discuss the wool schedule, at least tosome ex-
tent, why I am anxious abouf the position of the Democratic
members of this body: for, if this duty upon iron ore is a pro-
tective duty—and I have made up my mind that that is what it
is for, but f(wanted it to be put in the RECORD in that form—
when we come to ask why it is that they propose to put wool on
the free list we may understand what has caused that change,

I am inclined to believe that I am verynearlyinfullsympathy

~with that Democratic majority-which favors free raw materials,
Indeed, I believe that I am quife as radical upon this question as

the most radical upon that side of the Chamber, not excepting

even the intrepid junior Senator from Texas[Mr. MILLS]. Iam
ready to close every custom-house in the country and to estab-
lish absolute free trade. If American laborers are compelled to
contend against the laborers of Europe not only there but here,
I do not see why our manufacturers can not do the same thing.
It is said, I know, and it is eloguently said, that protection is
asked in the interest of the working people. There lies the
diﬁdinfhmlaine between my old Republican friends and myself.
All of this protection ery is said to be in the interest of the
laborer, that we may maintain a high standard of wages, so that
our laborers shall be able to take care of themselves and their
families in proper style. Mr. President, with due respect to the
entlemen who pursue that argument and who urge it, I do not
lieve that it is a correct one. I do not believe that those
Senators and speakers and writers who advocate that docirine
have thought this subject all over carefully. Tf has cost the
workingmen of the United States a hundred million dollars to
“maintain their present position.

There has been no increase in the rate of wagesat any time
or under any circumstances by reason of an increase of tariff
duties; and that has not been the intention at any time when
tarifi duties were raised. On the other hand, it has been
necessary for the American laborer tofichthisway. Thestrikes
that are going on now and the strikes that have been going on
during the last dozen or more years—and they are multiplying
from year to year—show what a hard time the American work-
ingman has {0 hold his own in this country.

n 1864 a bill was passed and approved, and it was presented
in this body and advocated by the distinguished Senator from
Ohio [Mr. gHERMAN], whose footprints we see so frequently in
the legislation of the last quarter of a century, authorizing
-American manufacturers, railroad builders, and other persons

to go into foreign countries and contract for labor-and to bring
workmen here under contracts made in foreign cauntries, pay-
ing their transporfation here, holding a lien upon their wages
for a year, having a lien upon any real estate they might pur-
chase during thatyear, and exempting them from military duty.
From that hour until the present foreign workmen have been
coming into our mines, into our factories, into our shops, into
our hotels, into our stores, until to-day three-quarters of the
men and women in our manufacturing establishments are for-
eigners, and most of them unnaturalized.

So it is with our mines. I heard a mine operator within the
last two years say that Americans would not work in the mines,
That is not true, Mr. President. If there is any truth in it at
all, it is to this exfent, that they will not work for the wages
for which they will have to work. I remember hearing of one
case where some 600 citizens of the United States were marched
out and 600 aliens marched into one mining establishment with
a high board fence befween them extending from the establish-
ment to the railway track, in order to keep the two classes
apart. Ineed notgo into the particulars, but I call attention
to the fact in order that our Republican friends as well as our
Democratic friends may get at some day or other on middle
ground on this question.

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAY] this morning
spoke of the enormous development of the mines in the region
of country which he so ably and so honestly and so sincerel
represents upon this floor. If I were to ask thatSenator to te
me how many Canadians work in.those mines, how many for-
eigners of different nationalities, I doubt very much whether
he would be able to answer that question. If [ were to ask him
how much higher the wages there are fhan they are across on
the other side of the lake for the same kind of work,I doubt
very much whether the Senator would be able to answer that
question.

Mr, President, it is well for us to face this whole proposition.
I want to give my free iron ore friends an opportunity to put
themselves upon record, because, I say in all candor, I intend
to hold you Senators from the South responsible before your
constituents as well as mine for the votes that you give upon
this question. Iam interested in your people; I am interested
in you just as much as I am interested in my own people, for I
believe that I am at least tall enough, if not b enough, to
take in this whole country. I intend tomake answer to my peo-
ple and to your people out of your own mouths what your an-
swer is to this question, and if a large majority of the Demo-
cratic members are in favor of free iron ore now you shall have
an opportunity to say *‘aye” when the vote comes, and we shall
see how many of you are willing to vote with me and with the
Populists.

Before concluding, I wish tosay thatthis amendment was pro-

osed in a somewhat different form by my political colleague

rom Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], who is necessarily absent from the
Chamber, being detained on committee work. That Senator’s
proposition was of a dual character, to strike out the section
which we are now debating, and to insert in the free list sub-
stantially what I have asked to have inserted here; but, upon
consultation with friends, and from my own knowledge of par-
liamentary proceedings, it occurred to me that the proper way
was to move to strike out the proposition to levy a duty of 40
cents per ton, and to insert the words which the Seccretary read
a fewminutes ago.

Mr. President, 1 have nothing further to say, exceptthat I un-
derstand—and if I am wrong T want to be corrected before bein
seated, for I shall use the answer which I have already receiv
during the remainder of this discussion and in future, unless I
have misunderstood it--I understand that this duty of 40 cents
a ton upon iron ore is levied as a protective duty in order to
protect the American ore miners against the competition of
foreign miners; and if I am noteorrect in that statement I hope
the correction will be made.

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, as I had a colloqluy with the Sen-
ator from Kansas in regard to the subject, I only answer for my-
self that I do not propose to vote for the duty as a protective
duty at all.

hfyr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas [Mr.
PEFFER] by his proposition and his question has penetrated the
fundamental weakness under which the other side is laboring,
and nobody recognized that more clearly and plainly, if he had
confessed as freely when he rose in his seat as he thoughtin
his mind, than the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], There
is not one Senator upon the other side who has been counted
uP by the Senator from Kansas who does not have a deep sense
of mortification when the present condition and situation is
pointed out, as it has been upon this side of the Chamber this
morning,and especially with epigrammatic force by the Senator
from Kansas. ere is not one happy Senator upon that side,
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unless it may be the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], whose
principles and beliefs have all been discarded and who has, to
appearances, abandoned all interest in the bill. :

The Senator from Missouri, who was not as candid in the lat-
ter part of his remarks as in the first, was obliged to confess
what is the situation, that the majority of his party, standing
before the country upon a plain, clear, radical proposition that
a tariff levied for anything but revenue only is bai ?olic and
unconstitutional, has at last been driven to protective duties
upon every schedule in this bill, and it is only a question of the
degree and amount of protection.

1 do not know of any great party which has ever gone to the
country and made a campaign and carried an election upon a
more distinctive, plain, unmistakable proposition than that con-
tained in the Democratic platform of 1892.

‘We denounce Republican protection as a fraud, a robbery of the great
majority of the American people for the benalit of the few. We declare it
to be a fundamental principle of the Democratic party that the Federal
Government has no constitutional power to impose and collect tariff duties,
except for the purposes of revenue only.

Mr. President, that was adopted not sub silentio, not because a
few men smuggled it into the platform and carried it through
and notice was not attracted to it until afterwards, but it was
carried excluding the reverse proposition that a tariff under the
policy of the Democratic party might be laid as incidental pro-
tection, and to compensate for the difference between labor upon
this side of the water and the other, which proposition was voted
down.

Something can be said for the manhood and the bravery of a
convention, that, on a distinct contest, embodied its lproposmions
in the form of resolutions, voted them into the platform, and
went to the country upon it. There was not in Chicago when
that plank was adogted al:lg such policy as the Senator from
Missouri has outlined, that he and his associates are pursuing,

" where the majority yielded to the minority. The majority be-
lieved inone thing, and that was this thing; and they said *‘ the
majority will rule,and the line of policy of the Democratic part,
is to maintain its principles, and tosayso,and to takeits course.”
The minority did not come in and overcome the majority, as they
have done here, and have their way.

~ No wonder, Mr. President, that a distinguished member of
the Demoecratic party in the Senate a few days ago, when he was
asked what was the condition of this tariff bill, replied, * We
are at the mercy of the minority, who have put a pistol at our
heads, who have taken first our purses, next our watches, and
theyare now hunting around toseeif they can notrob us of some
rings we have got in our waistcoat pockets.” [Laughter.] Ido
not wonder that thatis the feeling on the otherside of the Cham-
ber.

The Senator from Missouri shall not esecape by declaring that
a duty of 49 cents a ton upon iron ores may be a revenue duty.
The Senator knows that {ltha bill he has presented here, or
that be and his associates have put before this body, that all
the amendments that have beenput upon us, without reckoning
the income tax and the tax that they lay upon sugar, the two
thus increasing the House bill over $30,000,000, there will not
be a deficit obliging them to resort to protective duties in order
to raise a revenue, but there will be a surplus. Nobody knows
that better than the Senator from Missouri. .

They have got on these two propositions—one of which taxes
the breakfast tables of the American people, and the other of
which makes it next to a felony for any man to dare accumulate
property—to increase that amount to more than $80,000,000,
which will give them a surplus; and the Senator shall not escape
by declaring, when he is confronted with a duty upon ironore, al-
though his people were promised free iron ore, that that is
needed as a revenue duty. He knows better than that; there
is not one member of the Finance Committee who does not know
better than that; thereisnot a Senator upon the other side who
does not know better than that. It is use the pistol has
been put at the head of the Senator from Missouri, and he has
yielded rather than to risk the fate of his bill.

Mr. BUTLER. Does not the Senator remember the pistol
Mr. Edmunds, a former Senator from Vermont, put at the head
of the Finance Committee when the McKinley bill was under
discussion, and said that if they did not put maple sugar on the
dutiable list he would vote against the bill?

Mr. HALE. No: I donot. I have never associated the Sen-
ator from Vermont with the presentation of a pistol at anybody.

Mr. BUTLER. That was stated on the floor of the Senate by
the late Senator from Kansas, Mr. Plumb; and the Senator from
Vermont, Mr. Edmunds, said if they did not put maple sugar on
itxl:e dutiable list he would vote against the bill; and they put it

Mr. HALE. Maple sugar was put not upon the dutiable list
The Republican party had a policy—

Mr. BUTLER. It wasa bounty, I believe.

Mr, HALE. The Republican party hasa polic{ that, as the
years go by, will be sanctioned, and our people will be grateful
Ior the building up in this country of industry in every form and
of the production of sugar that, in the end, will relieve us from
the tribute that we pay to other nations.

There is no more beneficent thing, Mr. President, that the
Republican party has been engaged in for years, in all its mis-
sion since it has taken into consideration the great financial and
fiscal questions of this country, than the two things which were
embodied in that proposition upon sugar, that was, free sugar
for the breakfast table, and a system of bounties which would
encourage and build up in this country an industry by which
within twelve years we should raise all the sugar consumed by
the American people.

I am willing in the future to stand upon that proposition; I
am willing to contrast that with the attitude that the Demo-
cratic party is in, either the other House or in the Senate, as
will be shown by future votes in that body and by votes in this
body upon the sugar question.

M{'. UTLER. T shall notdiscuss the wisdom or the unwisdom
of it; I shall simply discuss the fact that when the McKinley
bill was under discussion, what I have stated is correct, or at
least it was so understood; and when the Senator talks about
compromises, he ought to remember some of the compromises
on the McKinle biﬁ.

Mr.HALE. There were nocompromises. The one thing about
the McKinley bill—true there may have been things in it, as
there will be in the line of action of any clear, honest, positive
man, that may be at times extreme—was that it was honest, and
direct, and meant one thing from beginning to end. From the
time it was reported in the House of Representatives until it
finally passed and received the approvalol the President, every-
body knew what it meant, and from the time the Democratic party
laid the keel of this tariff bill in the expiring four months of
the year 1893, there has not been one twenty-four hours when
any man could tell from all the documents, all the bills, and all
the amendments, what the other side did mean. I do not know
to-day—and our New England community is greatly interested
in the cotton schedule—what is the plan of the cotton schedule
in thisbill. I have read all the reports and bills and amend-"
ments up to this time, but to-day the Semator from Arkansas
[Mr. JONES] reported and had sent to the desk a bulk of mat-
ter that is to be printed, and not until that is completed will
anybody know what is intended in that great schedule. The
McKinley bill all through meant one thing.

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Presiden t, the Senator will allow me to
ask him what was that one thing—an increase of taxation?

Mr. HALE. No, sir; protection.

Mr. BUTLER. It meant an increase of taxation, and this
bill means a decrease of taxation. That is the object of it.

Mr, HALE. The Senator is wrong, and I am sorry that he is
very apt to be so when he goes into the domain of figures and
statements. That bill reduced taxation; thatbill cut off every-
where; that bill did not raise prices either. Given a fair op-
portunity of proving itself as it is now, it accomplished two
things—relief from the burdens of taxation and the reduction of
prices: and the Senator can not Egint out in this bill anywhere
that either of those things have been done.

Mr. BUTLER. The reduction of taxation?

Mr. HALE. A reduction of taxation and an increase of arti-
cles upon the free list. All of the things that go to make up
rofoundly wise tariff legislation were found in the McKinley
ill. I do not say that in everyitem and in every schedule there
were not duties that were not raised, and that, perhaps, some
were not too high—that is human fallibility—but the general
Eggpose and scope of that bill wasas clearly understood by ever{;
y when it passed as the light of day is disclosed when it

shining through our windows in the morning.

There is the differenceand there is the trouble, Mr. President,
as the Senator from Kansas has probed it, and he has brought
the Senator from Missouri to the confessional, and that Senator
has been obliged to declare that the majority has yielded to the
minority for the sake of putting the bill through.

Mr, President, of what account is it to get the bill through?
It is of some account to have a deep and sincere and honest and
pervading principle, so that whatever bill embodies all of these
things shall be presented to the American people and put on
trial, and that the American people shallsay * yes” or *“ no " in
approval or dissent; but the mere being driven to the shift of

ing a bill, the giving away at all stages in order that some-
hing shall be saved out of the wreck, is not a proud position for
a t party to be in. There is not, as I said, a man on the
other side of the Chamber who is comfortable under these con-
ditions. I do not blame them. -

You have sat here, Mr, President, during this discussion and
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“have seen that when this side of the Chamber is engaged in

criticism, when it is asking questions, when it is pointing out
“inconsistencies, when it is lamenting the results that will follow,
we can not, with the exception of two or three instances, get one
word out of the other side. First they desert their seats, they
refuse to answer questions, they refuse to defend the bill, they
refuse to disclose the policy upon which it is created, and then
‘the junior Senator from Arkansas[Mr. BERRY] gets up here, and
in clamorous fashion, because the talk on this side does not suit
himand his associates and makes them wriggle, whether he does
or not, and declares.that this side is consuming time,

This side will simply consume all the fime that is necessary
to disclose the imperfections, the weaknesses, and the wicked-
nesses of this bill; and it will go further than that if it sees
proper. The junior Senator from Arkansas can escape from
that, if he chooses, by leaving the Chamber; but no declaration
that thisside is simply delaying for the sake of consuming time,
will prevent; during this session just such things as have oc-
curred to-day.

This side has been much more comfortable under this discus-
sion to-day than the other side has been, Mr. President; and
when we strike a great schedule like the metal schedule, it
would be a very strange thing if Senators upon this side did not
take it upon themselves to point out the weakness of the prop-
osition that is presented to us by the other side.

‘When we have disclosed this and have come to the provisions
of the bill, we are ready to vote; we are ready to vote item by
item, and if the other side votes them down, we will go to the
people; and if the minority on the other side puts the pistol to
the head of the majority and compels amendments that are in
our direction, we shall be very glad to see them, but we should
like to know, as has been inquired, op what principle it is done.

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, a stranger in the galleries here,
after listening to the liquid eloquence of the Senator from Maine
[Mr. HALE], would come to the conclusion that not a wave of
trouble, not a ripple of discontent, had ever passed across that
side of the Chamber in ragard to tariff questions or anything
else. While the Senator was speaking, in a reminiscent mood
I went back to 1833. I remember very well that midnight scene
when a tariff bill by 1 majority was forced upon the people of
the United States, many of whose provisions had been voted
down deliberately in both Houses of Congress.

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr, ALDRICH], who was one
of the conferees, has been in the habit of denying that fact: buf,
Mr. President, it has passed into history, and from the lips of
the Republican Senators themselves, of the highest character,
and I have the record from a report made by a dead Senator who
lives yetin our heartsand memory, James B. Beck, of Kentucky.
That report gives this unique history of that transaction; and
the record will bear out every word of it. The bill went into
conference and came back to the Senate and House of Represent-
atives with provisions, as I have stated, which had been voted
down in botg bodies. Here is what Mr. Beck said:

Much light was thrown upon this subject by a controversy that spnmg

up between Senator SHERMAN and Senator MORRILL. Mr. SHERMAN ha

subljshed an elaborate interview in the Commercial Gazette, of Cincinnati,
ated March 14, 1883, in which, among other things, he said:

““The truth is, there was a grave fault in constituting the committee on
the part of the Senate. The two members of the Finance Committee from
New England were put on the conference committee, when, by custom and
precedents, Mr. JONES of Nevada,should have been a member, or, if he de-
clined, Mr. ALLISON. The result was that these two New England Senators
controlled the conference, and they were known to be opposed to the duty
on wool and in favor of an increase on woolen and cotton goods.”

During the debate in the Senate Mr. SHERMAN insisted that therates upon
woolen goods especially were too high, even as they passed the Senate, and
of course he regarded the increase made in the conference, which, as I said
before, the Senate knew nothing about until after Congress had adjourned,
as an outrage; his 1 in the debate being:

“That about one-half of the cost of these woolen goods is inthe cost of the
raw material, the wool, and the other half isthe cost of manufacture. Take
therefore, a lot of these goods; suppose that the value of the goods imported
1s 1,000, and one-half of that 1s the cost of the wool, and the other half is the
cost of manufacture. The duty on £500, the cost of the wool, has ¥
beeh fully compensated for and more than compensated for by the specific
duty. en, as to the dut-{ as levied, not as 40 per cent of the §5)0, the cost of
manufacture, which is all the manufacturer puts upon it, but the duty is
levied at 40 per cent on the thousand, thus %lﬂnghim a protection of , O
£0 per cent on the cost of manufacture. It seems to me that is too large,
that the relative dutiesupon wool and woolen goods are unequal and unfair.
The duty ought to be in %oportion to the manufactures.”

And in the interview above referred tohe repeated his charges of improper
conduct against his coconferees from New England, saying:

“The protective duty of 35 per cent ad valorem in favor of the manufac-
turer remains unchanged, and in important branches is changed to 40 per
cent; and the classification is so changed that none but an expert can un-
derstand it. Even in the conference committee additional duties were put
a:: blot.h cotton and woolen goods of certain grades, far in advance of exgst-

aw."

. MORRILL answered Mr. SHERMAN in a labored article, dated April 28,
and published in the New York Tribune. He confesses and avoidsthe truth
of the charges. His main defense is that Mr. SHERMAN was as deep in the

mud as he was in the mire. Both did their best to show their want of due
1espect for the expressed will of the Senate, although neither of them had
an rlla%ht. to undertalke the task of sustaining the action of the body thatap-
'go them, unless they were determined to maintain and upholdits action
y every honorable means, whether they approved it or not. It is painfully

apparent from their own statements that neither of them either did so or
attempted to do so. Mr. MORRILL 8ays: -

“Thedistinguished Senator is aremarkably cool and sagacious man, but he
was evidently in a pet, and by this time he will t some of his rather
exaggerated and hasty statements. Hecriticises the fact that two members
of the conference committee were from New land, and would seem to
indicate that this brought to bear a malign sectional influence, forgetting
that two of the members of the confersnce committee were from the State
of Ohio alone, and perhaps, too, sensitively remembering that the large in-
crease of duties on plain white crockery ware had never been insisted upon
in the Senate by New England.”

Again, he says:

‘‘ But the Senator complains that the duties on woolens were raised in the
conference committee; so they were on pig and bar iron.” =

These interviews show that the conferees, socalled, paid no sort of respect
tothe wishes of the two Houses. They made the tariff which we are now
cursed with to suit themselves. One accuses the other of increasing the
burdens vn cotton and woolen goods, and the other retaliates by charging
his accuser with having increased the taxes on earthenware, pig and bar
iron, and other things in the iron schedule which the Senate had over and
over agaln defeated him in when he attempted to impose them upon the
country on this floor. »

Mr. MORRILL adds: "

“A restoration of these rates, even in a committee of conference, was an
unpromi risk. If anyone was more respénsible than Senator SHER-
MAN for making the ‘ harmony and symmetry of theplan’of the commis-
sion’s iron schedule ‘as rough asa saw' I do not remember it."

So, Mr. President, it appears that in 1883 the Senators who
are now taunting the Democratic party with a disagreement
amongst themselves, rushed into the public prints of the coun-
try after Congress had adjourned to charge malizn and sectional
and improper conduct upon their colleagues on that committee.

We have heard that the Wilson bill and the present bill has
been made for sectional purposes; that the rebel brigadiers were
again in the saddle attacking New England; but here it seems
that these grave and reverend Senators at the head of the Re-
publican party deliberately charged each other with sectional
purposes and with imgeroper conduct as Senators and conferees.

Mr. President, the Senator from Maine has made a bitter and
malignant speech; but I know him, and I am willing to aseribe
it to a temporary fit of indigestion, that the Senator has eaten
something in the lunch room that has disagreed with his usual
cool and frigid s2mperament.

Mr. HALE. But he has not swallowed these amendments, as
the Senator from Missouri has done.

Mr. VEST. No, Mr. President, he has not swallowed these
amendments, nor would the Senator swallow any other legisla-
tion in favor of the consumers of this country; but give him a
tax on fish, give him a tax on eggs, on butter, on stone, or any-
thing in which New England is interested, and he would gulp
it down with the avidity of a black bass when he swallows a
minnow. [Laughter.]

Mr., President, if I used the word * malice,” I acquit the Sen-
ator of any such intention; but I can not imagine that the Sena-
tor, if upon his ordinary diet, would have made any such speech.
It is simply incredible that so much unadulterated snake juice
could have come from his ordinary New England diet of cod-
fish and Boston baked beans. [Laughter.]

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, 1 have had a great many contro-
versies with the Senator [rom Missouri in the yearshe and T have
been members of this body, and I have always discovered what
has been seen to-day, that when he is hard pushed and the facts
are presented and he is driven to the wall, he always resorts to
some little by-play, or some phrase, or something that might be
the next thing to personal taunt in order to get out of the con-
troversy. My comments upon the conditions here were not
leveled at the Senator from Missouri. I did not set him up as
the representative of the condition of the other side. I wasar-
raigning all of his fellows upon that side of the Chamber, and
had no controversy with him. I did not in any way descend to
any phrase or allusion or taunting speech, bzcause 1 was not ob-
ligeuiJ to, Mr. President; I had plenty of facts, but the situation
upon the other side is such that I was entitled to make th= ar-
raignment I made, not in a bitter personal way or in any way
transgressing the limits of ordinary parliamentary courtesy.

I tell the Senator from Missouri that I shall take the liﬁerty
during this controversy, whenever we come to these provisions,
that neither he nor his associates can read without the mant-
ling blush of shame upon their faces as abandonments of évery-
thing that they have proclaimed to the American peopleduring
their political lives, to so arraign that side of the Chamber upon
all of these propositions. Because retort is made aftera fashion
that has been gone out of the Senate for thirty years and has
only been introduced lately when the new majority has comein,
I sga.ll not be deterred from arraigning that side as severely,
Mr. President, as, in my judgment, seems proper under the on-
casion.

Mr. VEST. Nobody complains of tha.

Mr. ALDRICH. r. President, I can not understand the
relevancy a discussion of the action taken in regard to the tariff
act of 1883 has to the present situation, but as the Senator from
Missouri has gone into that matter and has read certain state-
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ments in regard to it, I think it is important for the truth of
history that the facts should be stated. f

In the first session of the Forty-seventh Co the House
of Representatives a bill reducing internal-revenue taxes,
which was sent to the Senate, but no action was taken upon that
here. Between thefirstand secondsessionsof the Forty-seventh
Congress the tariff commission, which had been appointed the
year preceding, made their regort to Congress.

The bill which they reported was introduced in the House of
Representatives and in the Senate, and sent to the appropriate
committees of the respective Houses. The Senate Finance Com-
mittee reported to the Senate a bill, notprecisely the tariff com-
mission bill, but a bill substantially like that measure, as an
amendment, one single amendment to the internal-revenue bill,
which had passed the House at the preceding session. The la-
mented Judge Kelley, chairman of the Committe on Ways and
Means of the House of Representatives, introduced the commis-
sion bill in the House. Sometime after he reported it back
from the Ways and Means Committee, withslight amendments,
and the House commenced the discussion of the measure. The
prozeeded, asI recollect now, halfway anough the metal sched-
ule, but were not able to go any further for want of time.

The amendment reported by the Senate Finance Committee
was acted upon in the Senate, which, by the way, was not Re-
publican, as the Senator from Missouri seems to think, but was
then equally divided between the two parties, the late Senator
from Illinois, Hon. David Davis, having the casting vote and
balance of power, he being classed by himself and his friends as
an Independent.

That bill was taken up in the Senate, considered pa.ra.graElh
by paragraph, and finally adopted as an amendment to the in-
ternal-revenue bill—a single amendment, I repeat. The bill
went to the House of Representatives, which nonconcurred in the
amendment of the Senate and appo{nted o conference commit-
tee. The confercnce committee, therefore, had before them
every single paragraph of the measure, free to act upon them as
they saw fit.

Mr. McCPHERSON. May I ask the Senator a question as he
goes along?

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly.

Mr. McPHERSON. Did the House of Representatives con-
sider the bill ag all?

Mr. ALDRICH. The House of Representatives considered a
bill which was reported from their committee, and afterwards
abandoned. They did notconsider even this biil, exceptin Com-
mittee of the Whole. There was no action upon this bill in the
House at all.

Mr. MCPHERSON. They considered the bill, then, which
had been reported to them by the tariff commission. The Sen-
ate bill, unlLﬂe the billof the tariff commission, was much higher
in all its schedule rates. That bill went to the House from the
Senate; it was not read in the House at all; but a new rule was
passed there to enable the House to nonconcur in the Senate
amendment without a two-thirds vote in order to send it to con-
ference; and the tariff law of 1883 was made in conference with-
out having ever been read in the presence of the House of Rep-
resentatives or ever having been voted on by the House of Rep-
resentatives at all, except simply to nonconcur in the Senate
amendment, but the rule that was provided did not enable a vote
to be taken to concur in the Senate amendments. So it was a
plan to getthe bill into conference without the action of the House
of Representatives at all—I speak now of the rules.

Mr. ALDRICH. . The Senator is entirely mistaken in one

rt of his statement. The rates in the bill which passed the

nate were lower in nearly every instance than the report of
the tariff commission, and lower than the rates which had been
adopted by the House of Representatives, in such consideration
as they had given their own bill up to the point in the metal
schedule that had been reached when their bill was abandoned.

Mr. MCPHERSON. The average rateof duty,as the Senator
will not fail o remember, of the law existing in 1882 was about
47 per cent. The Tariff Commission recommended a reduction
of 20 per cent all along the line, or at least what was equivalent
to a 20 per cent reduction. The next year,in 1883 or 1834, under
the bill passsd on the recommendation of the Senator from Rhode
Island and the Senator from Iowa, which was the bill known as
g.l(;a Allison bill and not the bill reported hy the Tariff Commis-

n_
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is a little mixed in his history.

He is sﬁea.kiug of the tariff of 1888.

Myr. MCPHERSON. No, I am speaking of the tariff of 1883.

The result of the whole thing was that one year subsequentto
the passage of that law the average rate of dufy was 47 per cent.
‘Where, then, do you get your 20 per cent reduction?

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is diverting me more or less

from the course of statement which I was m He makes a

E.igtt:;keoi five years inhis history; but still we should not mind

As to whether the rates in the Senate bill were below the bill
recommended by the Tariff '‘Commission, there can be no ques-
tion. I think the Senator will agree that I was more or less
familiar with that bill; and I know that the bill reported to the
Senate committee contained rates which were in every schedule
less than those reported by the Tariff Commission. The Tariff
Commission did not undertake to decide as to what the effect of
their rates would beupon the revenue or upon an average ad
valorem of the duties imposed. They did say, and they were
undoubtedly correct in that statement, that the rates which they
suggested were 20 per cent below existing rates. y

utI will go on with my statement where I was interrupted by
the Senator from New Jersey. The Senate passed that bill and
sent it to the House of Representatives. The House nonconcur-
red in the amendment. It is hot material to the question which
Iam now discussing how they did it. They adopted a rule,a
course which is likely, I presume, to be followed in the House
again if this bill passes the Senate. Does the Senator from New
Jersey expect that all the amendments which we are now mak-
ing to pending bill will be voted on separately in the House and
and considered there? x

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iexpect the House of Representatives
will be able to take up the bill under the present rules of the
E{ou:e and consider it by paragraphs, if the House should so
elect.

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator think the House is likely
to so elect?

Mr. MCPHERSON. At that time, asthe Senator remembers,
it required a two-thirds vote to take up a bill for consideration,
and a new rule was infroduced and passed which enabled the
House to take up the bill b&: simple majority vote for the pur-
pose of nonconcurring in Senate amendments, and not for
the pu{gom of coneurring. Hence the object of the rule was to
drive the bill into conference, without any action having been
taken by the House at all upon its different paragraphs. When
it came k from the conference committee, it was a bill con-
fessedly made in conference.

Mr. ALDRICH, Iam ftﬁng to the point, if the Senator does
not interrupt me too much.

The Senator should remember one thing; which he may pos-
sibly have forgotten, that at that time we were in the second
session of a Co s. The bill did not finally pass the Senate,
as I remember, until after the 20th of February, and that Con-
gress expired by limitation on the 4th of March. If anybill was
to be passed, and there was a general disposition on the part of
all that some bill should be passed, it was necessary that action
should be taken at once, thatis, if it were to become a law before
the 4th of March. Therefore, the rule which was adopted in
the House seemed to have been justified by existing conditions.

The House did not concur in the Senate amendment, and a
conference committee wasappointed. There had been no action
in the House upon any portion of this one amendment which the
Senate sent them: not a single vote had ever been taken which
bound the House in any respectas to the ratesin the bill. When
the members of the conference on the part of the two Houses
met in the Finance Committee room they were entirely free by
every parliamentary rule to recommend such changes in the
Senate amendment as they thought proper to make.

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, that is an interesting statement,
and, il the Senator will permit me, I should like to ask him one
question.

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 5

Mr.VEST. Does the Senator hold that where neither House
of Con%ress has voted for a duty, a conference committee has
the right to

ut it in their report and incorporate it in the bill?
Mr. ALDRICH. Do I understand the Senator to say where
neither House has acted?

Mr. VEST. Where neither House has voted upon a duty,
when the matter has not been considered, can a conference
committee make a new bill?

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly not.
of that sort.

Mr, VEST. I want to ask the Senator if it is not absolutely
true that a duty of 75 cents a ton upon iron ore was put in the
act of 1883, when neither the Senate nor the House of Repre-
sentatives had voted for any such rate of duty?

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly iron ore was inthe bill as it went
from fthe Senate.

Mr. MCPHERSON. If the Senator will yield to me a mo-
ment, I wish to say that the tariff commission reported in favor
of a duty of 50 cents & ton on iron ore, and the House of Repre-
sentatives had voted for a duty of 50 cents a ton—

Mr. ALDRICH, The House of Representatives had mnever
voted upon any item of the bill which we sent to them.

I have notclaimed anything -
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Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator has already admitted in
the statement he made a few minutes ago that the House of
Representatives had reached to abouf the middle of the metal
schedule.

Mr. ALDRICH. The bill from the Senate was never belore
the House of Representatives at all for consideration by items.

Mr. MCPHERSON. If the Senator will permit me, I desire
to finish my statement, which is this: I say the tariff commis-
sion recommended a duty of 50 cents a ton on iron ore; the House
of Representatives, when it voted upon the bill of the tariff
commission, fixed the rate of duty at 50 cents a ton; and the
Senate in that bill fixed the rate of duty at 50 cents a ton: and
you gentlemen of the conference committee reconciled the dis-
agreeing votes, or you made a disagreementrather, between the
tariff commission, the House of Representatives, and the Sen-
ate, by fixing the duty at 75 cents a ton.

Now, I want to know how any conference committee can goto
work and put in a tariff bill a rate of duty which has not been
agreed to by either House, and which is in excess of any rate
voted upon by either House?

Mr. PLATT. Then, the position of the Senator is that the

conference committee could not change any item of the bill as.

it left the Senate because the House had nof acted upon it?

Mr. MCPHERSON. They could have changed it anywhere
between the limits flxed by the two Houses, but they'could not
raise the rate of duty from 50 cents a ton, agreed upon by both
gouqes, to 75 cents, which had never been vo by either

ouse. '

Mr. PLATT. But, as I understand, the other House had
taken no action upon the tariff bill, and, therefore, had notacted
upon any single item in the bill which left the Sepate: had not
come to any action. If the Senator’s position is right, then it
follows that the conference committee could not change by either
g:tting up or down any item which was in the bill as it left the

nate.

Mr. MCPHERSON. But the Senator is not exactly correct
as to his understanding of the action of the House of Represent-
atives. It will beremembered thatwhen the tariff commission’s
lﬁill was reported to Congress of course it was sent to the other

ouse,

Mr. ALDRICH. If was sent to both Houses.

Mr. McCPHERSON. The Senator from Rhode Island is quite
correct in saying that they took up the bill and got nearly
through the metal schedule before they came to a point where
they could proceed no further. Buf in reaching that pointthey
covered iron ore,and fixed the rate of ﬂukg at 50 cents per ton.
The tariff commission had recommened 50 cents per ton. The
Senate bill carried with it a duty of 50 cenfsa ton. The con-
ference committee, when they got the bill in conference, fixed
the duty at 75 cents per ton. Does the Senator from Connecti-
cut claim for a single moment that it is within the competenaoy
of & conference committee to take such action?

Mr. PLATT. Certainly, I think so. If the other Honse had
acted finally a bill, agreeing with the Senateupon anitem,
that could not be changed, but the House did not act upon an
gingle item of the tariff bi It considered a bill and in consid-
ering that bill it put the duty on iron ore at 50 cents. The bill
never came to final action in the House and, therefore, so far as
the conference committee were concerned there was no diffi-
culty about making the duty whatever they chose.

Mr. ALDRICH. The action of the House was upon a bill
which never reached the Senate at all. It had no more influ-
ence with the action of the conference committee upon the Sen-
ate bill than the vote which they had taken on the act of 1870,
or any other tariff act that had been passed from the formation
of the Government down to the t time. You might as
yellm:(thatbeuametheactofﬂ fixed the rate of duty 1'1190:1
something, therefore this conference commitiee were bound by
that action. The bill, which was introduced in the House by
the member from Pennsylvania, which was considered partly in
Committee of the Whole, was abandoned by the House, and the
action which they had taken on the abandoned bill had no
more to do with the action of the Senateand of the House which
was considered by the conference committee than any action
taken in a previous generation.

Mr. MCPHERSON. It is very strange the Senator should
make any such argument as that.

Mr. ALDRICH. I am stating the fact; that is all.

Mr. MCPHERSON. The conference committee usually con-
sists of 5 members of this body. Inasmuch as that conference
report, when it comes back into the Senate can not be taken up
by paragraphs and sections but must be agreed to practically as
a whole, does the Senator argue for a single moment that it
would be competent for that conference committee to so change
the bill that its friends would not know it? I donot think tﬁe
Senator will argue anything of that kind.

Mr. ALDRICH. The conference committee could certainl
do that, under the circumstances stated, and if the Senate an
House coneur in the action of the conference, the bill becomes
a law. Take this bill. Iron ore, for instance,is puf onthe free
list in the House, and 40 cents a ton is put on in the Senafte.
The conference commitiee can agree upon any rate between 40
cents and the {ree list on eitherextreme. There can not beany
question about that, I suleose. =

Mr. McCPHERSON. Truly, nobody questions that it may do
it between 40 cents and nothing, but as to going above 40 cents
per ton—

Mr. ALDRICH. They ean not do it, because there is a dis-

ment between the two Houses from nothing to 40 cents a
ton. Thatis the only question which goes into conference. In
the case to which I alluded all questions aflecting every item of
that bill went into conference free frem any such limisation,
and there was absolutely no line of rates that the conference
committee were bound to follow. There was no action which
bound the conference commitfee on the part of the House or the
Senate as to any particular rates. Now, what happened in the
Senate? The usual conferencewas appointed, consisting of five
members. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], who was en-
titled by seniority on the committee to be a member of the con-
ference, was also chairman of the Appropriations Committee
then, and he was not able to serve upon the conference, and I
was puf upon the committee in his stead.

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], the Senator from
Ohio [ Mr. SHERMAN], and myself represented the nominal ma-
jority, or ths friends of the bill. Mr, Bayard and Mr. Beck,
as I remember, possibly the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOOR-
HEES), were appointed to represent the Democrats—Mr. Bay-
ard and Mr. Beck, I think, as they had had most to do with

‘the consideration of the bill.

Mr. VOORHEES. In what year was that?

Mr, ALDRICH. In 1883.

Mr. VEST and Mr. VOORHEES. That is right.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr.Bayard and Mr. Beck the next day after

they were appointed declined to serve. Then the Presiding .

Officer of the Senate tried to appoint in furn other Democrats
as members of the conference, but they all declined one after
another to serve. Then two Republicans were put on the con-
ference, the Senator from Virginia, Gen. Mahone, and the Sen-
ator from Iowa, Mr. MeDill, I believe. We met, and afier three
or four days of conference agreed upon a report. That report
was adopted by a majority vote in both Houses, and one mem-
ber of that majority was the distinguished Senator from New
Jersey who has so recently been addressing the Senate.

Mr. MCPHERSON. I {reely admitI voted for the bill, and T
thought I had good and sufficient reason for it.

Mr. ALDRICH. I have nodoubt the Senator did.

Mr. McPHERSON. We had been for two long years engaged
in an agitation of the tarifi question. We had tried to enact

islation in Congress. We were unable to do it. We then de-
cided to appoint a tariff commission, and they spent an entire
ear in frying to get ready to make some report to Congress.
he country had been practically convulsed; factories were do-
ing nothing; fires were drawn out. Time was needed between
the purchase of raw material and the time to manufacture and
market the goods.

Of course unless some tariff bill was passed it would be abso-
lutely destructive to the industries. Thereupon the Legislature
of my State, I think almost unanimously, both the Democratic
and Republican side of the house and senate and the governor
or my State, instructed me by resolution to vote for the passage
of the bill, and I obeyed their instruetion.

Mr. ALDRICH. I was ccmmending the Senator from New
Jersey for his action on that oceasion. Idid not mean to criti-
cise nim at all.

The point I was about to make was that no question was ever
made in either House or in the conference, as to the entire and
absolute right of the conference committee under the circum-
stance to recommend in their report rates such as they chose.
No eriticism was made in the Senate at the time byany member
on the other side of the Chamber as to our action on that oceasion.
The statement that the duties upon cotton and woolen goods
were raised higher than those imposed by either House or by
existing law I have shown time and time again in the Senate to
be absolutely untrue. There is not a particle of truth in the
statement that the conference committee raised the rates upon
cofton goods above the existing law or above the law as it ex-
isted prior to that fime.

Mr. McCPHERSON. You put iron ore upon a higher rate of
duty than either the House or the Senate recommended. You
put steel rails upon the dutiable list at a higher rate of duty
than either the House or the Senate had recommended. Youput
certain qualities of iron—
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Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator persists in saying that rates
were fixed higher than either the Senate or the House had
adopted, in the face of m{ explanation, I do not know of any
process by which I can make him understand the situation.

As to the action in regard to cotton and woolen goods, it is
true that in two particulars, and only two, the rates on cotton
and woolen goods were changed from the bill as it passed the
Senate. A proviso wasputininthe cotton schedule the effect of
which was to reduce the rates more than 20 per cent below ex-
isting rates.

Now, as to the statement which the Senator from Missouri
has read in the presence of the Senate to.day, that statement
was contained in a report made by the late distinguished Sena-
tor from Kentucky [Mr. Beck], for whom no man in this Cham-
ber had a higher respect than myself.

1t was made in astatement prepared foradoption as a minority

report on the act of 1888, the Mills bill, so called. That state-
ment was prepared when the Senatorfrom Kentucky wasill and
away from the Senate. It was sent here and submitted to the
* minority members of the Committee on Finance. It was not
agreed to by his associates. They chose to make a report for
themselves. But it went into the public records and stands to-
day uncontradicted as it appears in the ragort.. That it was not
contradicted at the time was owing to the fact I have juststated
that the distinguished Senator from Kentucky was in the last
hours of his life, broken in health, broken in spirit, and await-
ing for the final summons to come.
" There was no man on this side of the Chamber who would
have had the heart to have pointed out the inaccuracies of the
statements which he made in regard to the report of that con-
ference committee, but there was no man upon it who does not
know that every act taken by that committee was in strict ac-
cordance with the rules of the two bodies and in strict accord-
ance with the rules of parliamentary law which govern confer-
enca committees.

I regret that the Senator from Missouri should have felt
obliged to bring this matter in here, because, as I said betore, I
believe it has no relevancy whatever to the consideration of the

uestion now before the Senate, and no r-e;lfs\m.l:u:t_g1 whatever in

ts application to the attitude of Senators upon the other side
in regard to this question. There may have been some differ-
ences as to the rates to be imposed in that bill, but there were
no differences on the part of the majority of the conference
committes or upon the part of Senators sitting on this side of
the Chamber as to the principles which should govern their
action.

The Senator from Missouri has alluded to the fact that the
Senator from Vermont, Mr. Edmunds, our late associate, took
some position in regard to the duty on maple sugar. The posi-
tion which the Senator from Vermont took was along the line of
the policy which had been deliberately adopted by the Repub-
lican partgé

Now, what is this case? You are proposing to put into the
bill by this amendment a rate which is in direct opposition to
the declared policy of your own party. Youare admitting your-
selves that these rates are put in the bill against the wishes of
a large majority of your own party associates.

Mr. BRICE. Will the Senator from Rhode Island allow me
to ask him a question?

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly.

Mr. BRICE. What item is the Senator now speaking of?

Mr. ALDRICH. Iron ore.

Mr. BRICE. Does the Senator understand that this duty of
40 per cent is a Erotect.ive duty?

Mr. ALDRIC I was simply saying, if the Senator will par-
don me—

Mr. BRICE. Will the Senator allow me one more remark on
that point?

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will let me finish.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Doesthe Senator from Rhode Island
yield to the Senator from Ohio?

Mr. ALDRICH. IwillyieldafterIhave finished mysentence.
I was alluding to a statement made by the Senator from Mis-
souri thatalarge majority of the Senators sitting upon the other
side of the Chamber were in favor of free iron ore, but that he
had been obliged by somebody to put a duty of 40 cents a ton
upon iron ore, inorder thatthe bill might pass thisbody. Now,
I will listen to the Senator from Ohio.

Mr, BRICE. I did not understand the Senator from Missouri
to admit or state that the duty of 40 cents proposed was a pro-
tective duty. As I understand it, it is purely a revenue duty.
I call the attention of the Senator from ahoda Island to the sta-
tistics found in this prepared copy of the bill bearing upon that
question.

The importation of iron ore for the three fiscal years 1890, 1801,
and 1892averaged more than 1,000,000 tons of iron ore, with a duty

of 75 cents per ton. In other words, more than one-tenth of all
the iron ore consumed in the United States was imported at the
high protective duty, if you please, of 75 cents per ton, which
amounted, calculated upon this value, to about 33 per cent ad
valorem in the average of those years.

As I understand, the effect of {evyin duties upon imported
products, if you reduce the duty one-half you will then be likely
to arrive at purely a revenue basis. I believe that in this case
you do come purely upon the revenue basis when you reduce the
rate to 40 cents per ton. The calculation will be still more in
favor of that theory if you act upon the importations of 1893
when the duties, owing to the lower value of iron ore, a.vera.gad
42.26 per cent.

If the duties upon iron ore at 40 cents a ton are calculated
upon the same average valuation, you will find that the duty
now proposed in this bill is only about 18 per cent ad valorem.
I contend that a reduction of an average duty of 33 per cent to
an average duty of 18 per cent is strictly in the line of the Dem-
ocratic platform of 1892, and is purely a revenue duty.

Mr. RICH. Will the Senator answer me a question?
He states that the importations in 1892 were a million tons.
What does he think they would have been at 40 cents a.ton

duty?

l\fr. BRICE. I am unable to state what the increase would
be owing to the differing rates of transportation—the different
railway and ship rates—but I should think 3,000,000 tons of ore
would bave been imported instead of 1,000,000 at a duty of 40
cents per ton.

Mr. HALE. Ishould like to ask, by permission of the Sena-
tor from Rhode Island, the Senator from Ohio a question. He
does not often come into the debate, but when he does, as now,
he shows a clear line of thought. He has brought out ver
clearly why it is that he believes upon one of these great prod-
ucts a certain rate of duty will just strike the medium ground
where it will be revenue in its effect, where more or less would
be the reverse, and he fixes the basis, ranging from 18 or 20 to
30 per cent.

That being so, he favors this duty, not high, as a revenue duty.
Not as a member of the Finance Committee, but as high in the
councils of his pa.rti and supposed to be largely influential in its
deliberation, I wish he would tell me under what process of
reasoning the duty upon lumber, which is about 23 or 24 per
cent nearer to what is called a revenue duty than anything efse,
was taken off and the whole great body and product put upon
the free list. I have been exercised upon that point and shall
not only now, but elsewhere, if the basis here- of excuse for
a certain duty is as indicated, first bﬁ the Senator from Mis-
souri, followed by the Senator from Ohio, that this lower rate
of dut{ is revenue, and will bring money into the Government,
1 shall want somebody to explain to me why it was that a rate
nearer to the revenue point on the great article of lumber was
ruthlessly taken from the dutiable list and the money collected
given up, and the whole thing placed upon the free list.

Of course I might go into wool, butI have lumber in my mind
now, as distinctively an illustration in opposition to what the
Senator has said. Iwish he could tellmewhy it is that the rule
has not been followed with lumber.

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator a question.

Mr. BRICE. Inanswer to the question of the Senator from
Maine, I will state that when the lumber schedule is under con-
sideration wili be the proper time to discuss that question. We
are now discussing iron ore and the metal schedule, and the at-
tempt has been made to discuss all other portions of the bill ex-
ceﬂ; the paragraph under immediate consideration.

r. HALE. I know; but the Senator understands that ifa
discussion on the tariff bill and upon the items in the schedules
only related to the distinet subiects—matter, his rule might be a

ood one, but we are all the time told that certain things are

one because a rule applies. We have just been told by the
Senator that a rule applies to 40 per cent upon iron ore, and it
is perfectly legitimate for me to ask him why that rule does not
apply to lumber, which is less than half that amount.

r. CHANDLER. The Senator from Maine seems to be try-
ing in his anxiety to get a dutf upon lumber, even if it is called
a revenue duty by the other side of the Chamber. It occurs to
me that the same rule ought to be applied to wool. I did not
know whether the Senator from Maine was diseriminating be-
tween lumber and wool because lumber is a product of Maine
and wool is a productof Ohio. I donotthink the Senator meant
that.

I concur with the Senator from Maine in his anxiety to get a
duty on lumber, and I do not care what the other side call it
provided it protects the industry. They may call it, as the Sen-
ator-from Ogi.o does call it upon iron, a revenue duty. What I

think might settle the whole controversy now before the Senate
would be to put an adequate duty upon lumber and wool and
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then we would have nearly everything protected that thiscoun-
try produces. We will call them protective duties on this side
of the Chamber. The Senators upon the other side of the Cham-
ber, including the Senator from Ohio, will call them revemue
duties, and then we areapproaching one step nearer getting this
economic question out of polities. :

Mr. ALDRICH. I have already alluded to the disposition on
the part of Senators on the other side of the Chamber to call a
duty which was put upon an article in which their own State
was interested a revenue duty. The Senator from Ohio has fol-
lowed that illustrious example with reference to the duty to be
placed upon iron ore. The Senator makes another statement
which is a very important one in the consideration of this bill.
He states as his opinion (and I think his opinionis a very val-
uable one, especially in this connection), that the importations
of iron ore by this reduction in duty will be trebled in amount.
In other words, that instead of 1,000,000 tons importations we
shall have 3,000,000 tons and the resulting revenue at 40 centsa
ton of 1,200,000 in place of $750,000 collected under the law as
it now stands. We have this result, then, an increase of reve-
nue from $750,000 to $1,200,000, and an increase of importations
from 1,000,000 tons to 3,000,000 tons.

Now, I think the people of Ohio interested in iron ore will be
a little troubled about this statement of the distinguished Sena-
tor from that State, that the increase of importations is to be
2,000,000 tons per annum if this bill becomes a law, with a rate
of duty of 40 centsa ton. Three million tonsof foreign ore would
amount to, I think, more than half of this year's production of
iron ore. In other words, you propose to surrender one-half of
the American market for this revenue duty of 40 cents per ton.

Ishould be glad to know if it is as true as has sometimes been
intimated—I think it has beenintimated several times in papers
read in the Senate to-day—that the Senator from Ohio is re-
sponsible for the construction of this bill. We have been look-
ing for a man who had an opinion as to the effect of the bill upon
the revenue and what principles had been followed in its prep-
aration. If the Senator from Ohio is at last willing, as the Sen-
ator from Texas said the other day, to come out into the broad
sunlight and announce his responsibility for this measure, I de-
sire to ask him what is the rule that has been applied in fixin
revenue rates upon the various articles provided for in the bill,

Is 40 per cent ad valorem the correct revenue rate? Is it 50
per cent ad valorem? I hold in my hand a letter, which I ask
the Secretary to read,bearing upon the equivalent rate upon
the article which we have now under consideration, The au-
thor is an authority, which I think the Senator from Maryland
[Mr. GORMAN], whom I do not now see in his seat, will recog-
nize at once on hearing the name read.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be read.

' The Secretary read as follows:

[Ofce of the Juragua Iron Company, Limited, 208 South Fourth street.]
PHILADELPHIA, March 9, 1894,

SIR: Isee by the published reports of the tariff bill as reported to the Fi-
nance Committee of the Senate that it proposes a specific duty of 40 cents

per ton on iron ore.
The Juragua Iron Company Limited, a Pennsylvania corporation, of

an
which company I am chaﬁman, haye invested in Cuba some $£3,000,000 of
American cash to secure for Eastern blast furnaces a supply of cheap raw

material,
The cost of our ore free on board sh&at Santiago de Cuba was £1.14 per

ton for the year ending December 31, 1

Forty cents per ton specific duty on 81.14 per ton is over 35 per cent ad va-
lorem, while the proposed dggon fﬁg iron and steelralls (of which this iron
ore is the raw material) is ¥ Ear cent ad valorem, thus making the
}:rmposed duty on the raw material 12} per cent higher than it is on the fin-

shed manufacture.

On behalf of my com&m.ny I have to ask your help and assistance in having

this anomaly corrected.
Respectfully,

L. 8. BENT, Chairman.
Hon. NELSON W, ALDRICH,
Member of Finance Committee, United States Senate.

Mr. ALDRICH. LutherS. Bentisa gentleman whose author-
ity has been frequently quoted in this Chamber in previous tar-
iff discussions by the Senator from Maryland and other Senators.
He told us that if we would putironore on the free list he would
malke steel rails and sell them in London and Liverpool in com-
petition with English makers. Before this debate closes I in-
tend to have read his statement in that regard, which was put
in the RECORD two years ago by the Senator from Maryland.

As shown by Mr. Bent, the duty of 40 cents a ton on Cuban
ores is equivalent to 35 per cent ad valorem. On Spanish ores
it is over 40 per cent ad valorem. Now, if this is to be levied
as a revenue duty, I hope that the Senator from Ohio will tell
us whether 40 per cent is the ideal rate that ought to be im-
posed in all cases.

If so, I shall have frequent occasion inthe course of the discus-
sion which is to follow to ask why 20 per cent, 25 per cent, and
30 per cent have been levied upon finished articles of iron and
steel by this bill, when it is proposed to levy a duty of 40 per
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cent ad valorem upon the article which lies at the base of the
whole industry. I do not know thatI shall secure categorical
answers to my questions; but I hope that the Senator from Ohio,
who has at last emerged, I will not say from obscurity, but who
has stepped into the bright sunlight and into the view of the
Senate to defend this bill, will not again desert his post.

I fear, however, that this is but a sporadic effort onhis part,

arising from the necessity of defending a duty which had been
assailed by every Senator who had addressed the Senate from
his own side of the Chamber. I presume that the condition of
the iron-ore industry of Ohio made it necessary thatthe Senator
should say that he is in favor of a revenue duty upon iron ore,
andI hope that the other interests of the country that need his
protecting arm, and have received it to a considerable extent,
will have the benefit of his powerful advocacy.
. If we are finally to have the principle upon which this bill is
constructed brought to light by one of its responsible authors,
I am thankful. I hope the Senator from Ohio is ready to take
the field and defend all the provisions of the measure from
the attacks of the Senator from Missouri and all comersas val-
iantly as he has defended the duty which it is proposed to levy
upon iron ore.

Mr. HALE. I do not want to interfere with the management
of the bill upon the other side or to make any suggestion that
would cut off debate, but I think I may say that we are ready to
take a vote on the amendment of the Senator from Kansas.
There is a distinetive proposition, and I for one hope, owing to
the pressure of business, as it is a late hour, that on this
tinctive matter, which is a test in one degree, we may get the
expression of the Senates Then we can goon with the schedule.

'Bha VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment
proposed by the Senator from Kansas[Mr. PEFFER] to theamend-
gleent of the committee. The amendment to the amendment will

stated.

The SECRETARY. In line 4, page 21, strike ‘out the words
40 cents per ton” and insert in lieu thereof ‘shall be admitted
free of duty,” sc as to read:

Iron ore, including manganiferous iron ore, also the dross or residuum
from burnt pyrites, shall be admitted free of duty.

Mr. HALE. Let us have the yeas and nays on the amend-
ment to the amendment. J

Mr. PEFFER. 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). Iam
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH].
him in his seat, and I withhold my vote.

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. If he
were present I should vote “ nay.”

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). Iam paired with
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH], and with-
hold my vote.

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). I am paired with
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr, GIBSON].

Mr. PROCTOR (when hisname wascalled). Iam paired with
the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], and withhold my vote.

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. If he were present
I should vote ‘“nay.” -

aired with
do not see

.The roll call was concluded._
Mr. CAFFERY. Iam paired with the Senator from Montana
[Mr. POWER].

Mr. BATE. Has the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr.
MoORRILL] voted?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted.

Mr. BATE. Iam paired with him,and will not vote. Other-
wise I should vote * na.Iy.“

Mr. CHANDLER. I am paired with the junior Senator from
New York [Mr. MURPHY]. Notknowing how he would vote, I
withhold my vote. If he were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.”

Mr. MORGAN. I am paired with the junior Senator from
Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. I do not know how he would vote if
he were present. I should vote “nay” if I were at liberty to
vote. >

Mr, GRAY. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Iilie
nois [Mr. CULLOM].

The result was announced—yeas 4, nays 46; as follows:

YEAS—4.
Allen, Hill, Kyle, Pefler.
NAYS—46.
Aldrich, Butler, Faulkner, Hawley,
Allison, Ci . Frye, Hoar,
Berry, Coke. George, Hunton,
Blackburn, Daniel, Irby,
Blanchara, Davis, Hale, Jarvis,
Brice, Dolph, Harris, Jones, Ark.
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‘Lindsay, Mitchell, Oregon Roach, Vilas,
Lodge, P y Sherman, V.
McMillan, Perkins, ~ Shoup, Walsh,
Manderson, Platt, Squire, White.
Martin, Pugh, Teller,
Mills, Ransom, Turpie,

NOT VOTING—35.
Bate, gglboia\ ﬁfgaﬁm%m Proctor,
Caffery, linger, e Quay,
Call, Gibson, Morgan, Smith,
Camden, Gordon, Morrill, Stewart,
Cameéron, Gray, Murphy, Vest, .
Carey, Hansbrough, Palmer, ‘Washburn,
Chandler, Higgins, Patton, Wilson,
Cullom, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, Wolcott
Dixon. McLaurin, Power,

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected.

Mr. PLATT. Inow renew my amendment.

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Connecticut will allow me,
as it has become settled that there is nochance for free ironore
80 long as there is a Democratic Senate, I hope we will go on
now and consider the schedules of the bill under the amend-
ments to be oered.

Mr, PLATT. Inline 4, before the word ‘‘cents,” I move to
strile out * forty” and insert ‘‘sixty.”

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the
Senator from Connecticut to the amendment of the commitfee
will be stated.

The SECRETARY. Before the word ** cents” in line 4, page 21,
strike out * forty ? and insert *‘ sixty,;” so as to read:

Sixty cents per ton.

Mr. PLATT. Mr.President, Imove thisamendment because
I am a protectionist, and because I wish to vote for protective
duties for all industries. As a New England man, sines there
has been so much said- in this discussion about our desiring in
New England to secure protective duties for ourselves with al-
leged indifference to the other industries of the country, I do
not wish to let that suggestion without notice. We mine
no iron ore to speak of in New England. Thereisalittle mined
in one county in my State, a little in Berkshire County, Mass.,
and a very little in Maine, but the productionof iron ore in New
England is so small that it cuts no figurein the greatproduction
of iron ore in this counfry.

We have been told that New England is for free coal, free iron
ore, and free wool. If I know the sentiment of New England,
the New England manufacturers, the New England working-
men, and the New England merchants do not desire or ask for
free raw materials, as they are called in this respect. We do
not want free iron ore; we do not want free coal, and we do not
want free wool, for the reason that we are protectionists, and
we desire that there shall be extended to every industry in the
United States, whether it be , farming, or manufacturing,
the same protection which we believe to be good for our ownin-
dustries in New England.

‘We believe in protection as a system; we believe that every
industry in the United States carried on by American labor
needs such protection as will enable it to fairly compete with the
industries carried on by the laborers of other countries, and we

ropose to stand by it no matter what its immediate eflect may
ge upon the particular industries in our section. 'We do not be-
lieve that protection is bad for any section of this country. We
believe it is good for every section of the count.;-ﬁ. There is not
a State in the Union which did not prosper in all its industries
under the McKinley act as it never prospered before in the his-
tory of this nation. There is not a man in the United States,
unless he is an importer, who did not prosper more under the
MeKinley act than he ever prospered under any other tariff leg-
islation in this country. This talk about protection being for
the benefit of the manufacturers and against the interests of the
consumers is, to speak as respectfully as I can, an umitigated
humbug.

I wish to say a few more words about New England in connec-
tion with the tariff. New England can stand the pending bill
as well as any other section of this country. New England can
endure the general destruction or the general crippling of the
business of this country as well as any other group of States;
and my own State, the State of Connecticut, can stand it just as
well as the State of Missouri or the State of Texas.

I am happy fofeel that, ruinousas the bill will be when passed,
and great as will be the suffering and the hardship of the people
of my State as well as the people of all the States of the Union if
the bill is passed, the very first persons who willemerge from the
ruin and begin again to travel the road of prosperity will be the
}}50 le of the State of Connecticut. I do notstand here to plead

or New England or Connecticut. I stand here to plead for the
whole country and for every industry in the country.
~ Senafors upon the other side of the Chamber talk with open
charges or admissions that the bill is leveled at New England,
the rich people of New England, and the manufactures of New

England, who are making and have made such ‘' immenss
profits.” I do not know why they desire to pull them down,
even if they are wealthy. I have never yet arrived in my con-
sideration of economic questions to that condition of mind where
I can suppose that this country will be any better off when all
the wealth of the country is destroyed. I have neverarrivedat
that condition of mind in considering economic questions where
I have supposed that all the people of thiseountry canhave full
employment at good wages when there is nobody to employ
them, when there is nobody to carry on business, and when
there is no mﬂit&lm invest in business. I am astonished at the
idea that the laboring man, the workingman, is in some myste-
rious way to bs benefited and to be put on the high road to be-
come a capitalist himself by a scheme which is openly avowed
to have for its object the pulling down of capital that em-
ploys labor.

New England is not particularly interested in this matter as
a manufacturing section of the country. The time was, indeed,
in the early history of our country when the New England States
took a.dva.ntﬁe of the established policy of the Government to

rotect manufactures, but any other section of the country could

ave taken advantage of it. The State of North Carolina or the
State of South Carolina could have taken the same advantage of
the established system of the Government to protect the manu-
factures and the industries of this country as Connecticut did,
and they would then have been manufacturing States.

They would have had their inventors and their skilled me-
chanies; they would have been looking out in advanee of the
times to see what the wants of the people were going tobe in the
future and irying to antedate those wants and to supply themas
they should arise. We are not to be taken to task use we
availed ourselves of the policy of this country, of this American
policy, to protect manufactures, and have buﬂt up manufactories
and developed skilled workmen and skilled inventors: nor are
we alone in having taken possession of this field. The years

have gone by when those who would wage a war of extermina-
tion upon all the protected industries can level their shafts at
New England alone.

I had the curiousity to see what proportion of the manufactur-
ing industries of the country were carried on in New England,
and I have to-day taken the census returns and made some cal-
culations, I find that the whole oaopitnl invested in manufac-
turing in the United States is $6,524,475,305, of which the six
New land States have $1,176,078,498, if I have made a cor-
rect footing, and the restof the United States has 85,348,396,807.
About one-sixth of the manufacturing capital of the United
States is to be found within the six New England States, while
the other States have about five-sixths.

This is a very int.ereatln% subljeo’c, and I should like to pursue
it a little more in detail. I will first givethe capitalin the New
England States. Massachusetts has 8630,032,341; Connecticut,
$227,004,496; Maine, $80,419,809; New Hampshire, $79,3175,160;
Rhode Island, $126,483,401; Vermont, $32,763,201; in all, as I
have said, $1,176,078,498. Now, let us see as to the rest of the
country. Alabama has $46,122,571, more than Vermont; Cali-
fornia has 146,797,102, more than either Maine, New Hampshire,
Rhode Island, or Vermont. Yet Senators talk about New Eng-
land manufacturing.

Colorado has nearly as much as Vermont, $26,651,840; Dela-
ware has more than Vermont, $33,605,400; the District of Co-
lumbia, this little ten-mile squave, has $28,865,089; Georgia has
$56,921,5680. Georgia is more interested in this matter than is
theState of Vermont. Illinois has$502,004,512, more than twice
as much as Connecticut. Indiana has $132,405,366, more than
Rhode Island. Towa has 877,513,007. Iowa has practically the
game amount of manufacturing capital as New Hampshire. Kan-
sas has 843,926,002, I think I heard some Senator—the Senator
from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] probably—say that Kansas is not in-
terested in the protection of American interests.

It has more manufacturing capital than has the State of Ver-
mont. Kentucky has $79,811,980, almost identically the same
manufacturing capital as has the State of New pshire.
Louisiana has $34,754,121, a little more than Vermont. Mary-
land has $119,667,316, nearly as much as the State of Rhode Is-
land. Michigan has $262,412,240, more than the State of Con-
necticut; Minnesota has $127,686,618, more than Rhode Island.
Missouri has $189,236,422, more than Rhode Island and Vermont
combined. Nebraskahasmore than Vermont,$37,560,5608. New
Jersey has more than Connecticut, $249,890,428. New York has
$1,130,161,195, twice as much as the State of Massachusetts.
North Carolina has 832,745,985, practically the same as Vermont.
Ohio has $102,793,019, much more than the State of Connecticut
and alittle less than the State of Massachusetts. [ now cometo

Oregon. I think the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] said
there was little manufacturing in his State, and yet the capital
engaged in manufacturing in Oregon is equal to that of Ver-
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mont, one of these New England States against which all the
shalis of invective and ridicule are launched by the persons who
are defending the bill. %

Oregon has $32,122,051; Pennsylvania has $900,999,375, as
much as Massachusetts and half as much more; and here comes
South Carolina, almost up to Vermont in manufacturing capi-
tal, $29,276,261; Tennessee has $51,475,092; Texas has $46,815,~
181; Virginia has $63,456,799, twice as much as theState of Ver-
mont; and Washington has more manufacturing capital than
the State of Vermont. Washington has $34,369,735; West Vir-
ginia has a little less than Vermont, $28,118,030, while Wiscon-
sin has $246,515,404, exceeding Connecticut.

Mr. President, after this array of figures let no man talk about
the protective system being sectional and for the benefit of New
Engiand. The manufactures which we established fifty, sev-
enty-five, and one hundred years ago under the protective sys-
tem adopted in the first yearof our national existence under the
Constitution grew and developed there, and then as the sons of
New England went West and South the manufactures went
West and South until they went beyond the Alleghany Mount-
ains and below Mason and Dixon's line, and to day we manufac-
ture but & very small proportion of the manufactured goods.
Yet, because there is some grejudice against New England, the
protective system is assailed because, forsooth, it is supposed it
will inure particularly to the benefit of New England.

Mr. HO May1 ask the Senator from Connecticut a ques-
tion?

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. ; :

Mr, HOAR. I propose to ask the Senator if the table which
he has read shows also the percentage or proportion of inerease
of manufactures within the last ten years in the States outside
of New England.

Mr. PLATT. It does not. :

Mr. HOAR. I desire to know whether the manufactures in
other parts of the United States form not only a verylarge com-
parative percentage of the manufactures of the country, buta
constantly increasing one. .

Mr. PLATT. The table does not show. I inquired at the
Census Office whether the census statistics showed the center
of manufacturing in the United States as t.heishow the center
of population. It will be observed by those who have been fa-
miliar with the census in decades gone by that the center of
population has been moving steadily southwest, until ten years
ago, if T am not mistaken, it was in the neighborhood of Cincin-
nati. When the statistics are tabulated and ascertained for the
Eleventh Census it will be found that it has still been moving
southwest. We might also apply to manufactures the verse of
Bishop Berkeley—

‘Westward the course of empire takes its way.

This is the history of manufacturing in this country. When
you strike down New England, Senators of the Westand South,
you are atriklnﬁi down your own people. Do not delude your-
selves with the idea that this blow which youare aiming at the
protective system will fall heaviest or with deadliest effect upon
the ?aople of New England. We shall suffer with you, but we
shall not suffer as much as the States to-day represented by the
Senators who are launching these blows because they think they
will strike deepest into New England society.

Mr. MITCEEJL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Con-
necticut tell me, as 1 do not know what the fact is, how much
money if any is invested in the State of Connecticut in the manu-
facture of pig iron and pipe? )

Mr. PLATT. There is very little pig iron manufactured in
Litchfield County, in the town of Salisbury.

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Iwishitunderstood that I quite
agree with everything the Senator from Connecticut has said in
the last ten or fifteen minutes. I donot think thatthe question
of protection is one in which New England alone is especially in-
terested. One company in Oregon, within 6 miles of the city of
Portland, has 81,500,000 invested in the manufacture of pig iron
and pipe.

MR E‘RYE. That is more money than the whole of New Eng-
land has invested in that industrg;

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Perhaps that is more money
than all New England has invested in the business. For this
reason I am ﬂecﬁadly in favor of theamendment of the Senator
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], but I should be in favor of it, if
I do not disturb the Senator from Connecticut, whether there
was 8 pound of iron ore in the State of Oregon or not, because,
as the Senator has very well stated, there must be some prinei-
ple about the matter, and it must be general and nof sectional.

Mr.PLATT. Ihave referred somewhat fo the supposition
that there are in New England certain menwho desire free raw
materials in order that they may manufacture more cheaply and
by retaining protective duties upon their products make more

money. That has been the motive at the botfom of every New
England argument for free raw materials, but the true protec-
tionist and Republican disavows and scouts any such argument.
The doctrine of fres raw material is, as was intimated, perhaps
said, by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] this morn-
ing, concentrated selfishness.

The man who thinks that by destroying the industry of min-
ing ore in this country and transferring it to Spain, Africa,and
Cuba he can make a little more on his product has an idea of
business, of morals, and of ethies which I can not entertain and
which I can not understand. Protection is based upon that old _
motto which ought to be dear to every American, ‘‘ Live and
let live.” The manufacturersof New England and the working-
men of New England, though they suffer many disadvantages as
compared with other sections of the country, are quite content
that other persons, other manufacturers, and other working-
men in other sections of the country, and all persons engaged
in any industry, in any occupation, shall have the same rights,
the same protection from the Government, the same opportu-
nity for advancement which they desire for themselves in New
England.

It it be true that a duty of 40 cents a fon is such a revenue
duty as will triple the importations of iron ore, as has been sug-
gested here, and practically give away a half or a third of our
industry, then it simply means that a half or a third of themen
engaged in mining occupations in this country are to be turned
out upon the cold charities of the heartless world. If does not
mean that they are to take lower wages. When you reduce by
one-half or one-third the mining of iron ore in the United States,
you thrust out of employment, and the opportunity of employ-
ment, one-half or one-third of the men engaged in that occupa-
tion.

1t is no longer a question with the miner whether he can get
remunerative wages or higher wages; it is this result, that the
work which he has been doing is transferred to Spain or Africa
or Cuba, and is done there. 1 believe that is to be just the re-
sult of a dutyof 40 cents a ton on iron ore. That is why I am
opposed to it. I do not knowwhat the rest of the Senators upon
this side of the Chamber may do. I do not know how far Imay
conform my will to their judgment if they should decide to do
otherwise than what I t isright and just in tbis matter,
but for myself I do not want 1o vote for a duty of 40 cents a ton
on ore any more than I want to vote for free iron ore.

The reason why I do not wish to so vote is because it is possi-
ble that under a duty of 40 cents a ton the industry may strug-
gie along in some way in this country, but it will be at the
expense of turning out of employment from a third to a half
of the miners who are engaged in it and the veduction of the
wages of the rest of them to a basiswhich will enable the mine-
owner to compete with the industry in Cuba and elsewhere.

A letter was read here showing how our people are investing
their capital and have invested their capital in foreign eoun-
tries in the mining of iron ore. Let a duty of only 40 cents a
ton be pus on iron ore, and you transfer not onlylabor, business,
and industry but capital from this country to countries where
iron ore may be more easily and cheaply mined.

For that reason, unless I should find a disagreement between
myself and the other Senators upon this side of the Chamber,
I propose, if the amendment fixing the duty at 60 cents a ton
which I propose shall not be adopted, to vote against the duty
of 40 cents a ton. It isa revenue duty; it is a revenue duty at
theexpeuse of Americanindustries, American capital,and Amer-
ican labor. The pending bill is constructed fust along the lines
I have indicated by reference to this duty. I am outof patience
with the talk that the bill is a protective bill.

The bill proceeds upon two lines scarcely denied, really con-
fessed, and that is that where aggregated capital has been able
to make itself felt in Democratic councils, it has obtained in
some instances protective duties and in other instances duties
with which the industries can struggle along; but where aggre-
gat.ed capital has not been able to make ifs voice felt, the in-

ustries are to be slaughtered and the workingmen are to be
ruined.

In a paper which was read here this morning something was
said fo the effect that Mr. Rockafeller is behind the duty of 40
cents per ton on iron ore. He is a man of great wealth, I un-
derstand, but he doss not seem to have had the success with the
committee that the greater wealth {:ﬁpresenbed by the sugar
trust has had. They have got practically what they wanted.

If Mr. Rockafeller is back of the iron industry, he has got
far less than he needs in order to carry on the businesa in suec-
cessful competition with the bhsiness of other countries. I
could not help recurring to the old story in the school books of
Lord Chief Justice Hale in England, to whose information and
understanding it came that down in a remote town in the east-
ern part of England justice was not properly administered, and
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a younger son, destroying his father's will, had seized upon the
estate of the elder brother, and haf so worked upon the court
end the judge, and corruption and bribery were so prevalent
that it was quite probable that he was Ij%oing' tosucceed and thus
oust his brother out of his rights. The attorney in the case
complained to Lord Chief Justice Hale, and the lord chief
justice went down there and putting on a complete suit of the
miller's best, disguised himself as a miller jnk T will read
this account of his actions. If is very interesting.

Armed witha miller's hat and shoes and stick, away he marches to Chelms-
ford, and procured good lodging, suitable for the assizes that should come
on next day. When the trials came on, he walked, like an orantcountry
feilow, backwards and forwards alon%ghe counﬂtﬁ hall. He a thousand
eyes within him, and when the court began to fill, he found out the poor fel-
low who was plaintif.

Assoon as he came into the hall the miller drew ug to him. ‘‘Honest
friend,"” said he, “how is your cause likely to go to-day!” * Why," replied
the plaintiff, ** my cause is in a very carious situation, and if 1 lose it I

am ruined for life.” * Well, honest friend,” replied the miller, **if you will
take mE advice I will let you into a secret, which perhaps you do not know.
Every Englishman has the right and Nprivﬂege to except against any one
jur{mm through the whole twelve. Now, doyou insist upon your privilege,
wit! o:gﬁlvmg & reason why, and, if possible, get me chosen in his room,
and I do you all the service in my power.”

Accordingly, when the clerk had called over the names of the jurymen,
the plaintiff excepted to one of them. The judge on the bench was highly
offended with this liberty. ‘‘What do you mean,’” said he, ‘‘ by excepting

t that gentlemen?”. I mean, my lord, to assert my privilege as an
nglishman, without giving a reason why."

The judge, who had been highly bribed, in order toconceal it by a show of
candor, and having a confidence in the superiority of his party, said, “Well,
gir, as you claim your privilege in one tance I will nt it. Whom
would you wish to have in the room of that man excepted? " After a short
time, taken in consideration, * My lord,” says he, “I wish to have an honest

man chosen in, and L IO the court. ‘' My Lord, there is that miller
?i: the court; we will have him, if youplease.” Accordingly, the miller was
osen.

As soon as the clerk of the court had giventhem all their oaths, a little
dexterous fellow came into the apartment and sli] 10 guineas into the
hands of eleven jurymen, and gave the miller but five, observed that
they were all bribed as well as If, and saild to his next neighbor, in a
wh . “ How much have you got!" ‘Ten pleces,” said he. t he con-
cealed what he had got . The cause was o by the plaintifl's
g?:?sel' and all the scraps of evidence they could pick up were adduced in

AvOr,

The yo r brother was provided with a great number of witnesses and
pleaders, all plentifully bribed as well as the judge. The evidence deposed
that they were in the self-same country when the brother died and saw him
buried. The counselors Pleadad upon this accumulated evidence and
everything went with a tide in favor of the yo r brother. Thejudge
summed up the evidence with great gravity and deliberation: '‘And now,
gentlemen of the jury,” said he, * lay your heads together and bring in your
verdict as you shall deem most just.”

They waited but a few minutes before they determined in favor of the
younger brother. The ju%e sald, ‘‘Gentlemen, are you a.ﬂeed. and who
shall speak for you!" * We are all agreed, my lord," replied one, * our
foreman shall s‘poak for us.” ‘“‘Hold, my lord,” re the miller, * we are
not all agreed.” * Why," said the judge in a very surly manner, " What's
the matter with you? at reasons have you for i

“I have several reasons, my lord," re; the miller; “the first is, t&neg
have given to all these gentlemen of the jury ten broad pieces of gold
to me but five; which, yon know, is not fair. Besides, I have many objec-
tions to make to the false reasonings of the pleaders and the mntra.tncbogg
evidence of the witness.es” Upon this, the miller began to discourse, whi
discovered such penetration of judgment, such extensive knowledge of law,
and was e with such enegetic and manly elogquence, that aston-
ished the ju and the whole court.

As he was going on with his powerful demonstrations the judge, in a sur-
prise of soul, stopped him. ‘‘Where didﬁou come from, and who are you!"
T came from Westminster Hall,” replied the miller; * my name is Matthew
Hale. Iam Lord Chief Justice of the King's Bench. I have observed the
iniquity of your proceedings this day; therefore, come down from a seat

ch you are no ways worthy to hold. You are one of the corrupt parties
in this iniqnitons business. I'will come up this moment and try the cause

* all over again.”

If Mr. Rockefeller is really interested in this matter he is in
the position of the miller on the jury. He has received only
five pieces of gold while the sugar trust has received its ten
pieces of gold, and he ought to remonstrate.

Mr, President, I wish to say one word about this matter of ag-
gregated capital. We who desire that the protective system
esbaﬁ:llshed in this country, under which the country has grown
up and been developed, shall be continued have been told that
we were trying to favor the trusts; that protection was con-
trolled by trusts; that it had no reference to and no care for the
peogle; that it was building up the few, the great robber barons,
with their concentrated capital and their combinations; and the
Democrats carried the election of 1892 because they made some
people believe that-their charges were true, when they were
untrue. ;

I believe in protecting everfnindustry. I would not discrimi-
nate against capital engaged in industry, nor would I discrimi-
nate forit. That has been the position of the Republican party,
but the things which the Democrats have charged against us
have come true in the preparation of the pending bill. Itisa
bill to protect and foster accumulated capital and concentrated
business, and to destroy capital which has not greatly accumu-
lated or combined. It is a bill to protect and enable the great
corporations and the great industries, with their great accumu-
lations of capital, to go on making money rapidly or in some
instances to go on by the reduction of labor; but when it comes

to these small industries, which are the stay of our business so-
tt:)iitlafy as of our social order, they have no consideration in the
The greater the concentration of capital, the stronger the cap-
italistic influence, the more perfect is the protection proposed
by the bill. It can be graduated by the extent of the capitai
invested. Capital has been able to make itself heard here.
‘When you come to a man with $10,000 capital or $100,000 capi-
tal, he has no consideration whatever in the bill.

Mr, President, the great aggregation of capital in business
and the dwindling opportunity, as it appears, for a man to
emerge from the ranks of the workingmen and by commencin
in a small way build ulp a business which shall be profitable an
bring him a reasonable accumulation of capital, is one of the
things in this country that may well engage the profoundest
thought of the political economist.

That thing has been changing, not only here, but all over the
world. The time used to be when the manufaeturer employed
a few hands, met the man who wanted tocome and labor for him,
met him personally, sat down and talked to him, went, perhaps,
outside of the door and sat down on a log, and, like the Yankees,
whittled a little, and came to a conclusion and made a contract;
their minds met. There was the aggregatio mentium of the con-
tract, and a certain social relation was established between the
employer and the employed. The employer felt an interest in
his employé, saw him every day, took an interest in his family.
The employé took an interest in the welfare of his employer;
and so there grew up between them that mutual understanding
derived from mutual acquaintance and personal contact which,
as it seems to me, was the best foundation of civil order,

But in these later days that is all changed. Manufacturing
and all other business been concentrating more and more
into the hands of the few. Immense capital has taken up all
kinds of business, whether it be manufacturing, or mining, or
transportation, or merchandise, oreven farming. The capitalist
no longer meets the man who desires to be employed. Thereis
no longer any mutual relations between the two. The capital
perhaps is furnished by many men. The establishment is di-
rected by an agent, and a man is employed by a foreman. He
never sees the man who is carrying on the business, and so
there arises friction. The interests of the two are not supposed
to be identical.

The employé thinks that his interest and the interest of his
employer are diverse. The employer does not stop to see
whether his interest and the interest of the man whom he em-
ploys are the same. So there springs up disturbance between
them. And the Demcratic party that has been out of power has
been seeking to ferment that disturbance by appealing to the
prejudice of the man who is employed.

It is unfortunate to my mind that this condition of things be-
came neces: . Aggregated capital carrying on business of
any sort is not the result of protection. There is no protection
in silver mining or gold mining; there is no protection in whole-
sale or retail merchandise; there is no protection in transpor-
tation; there is no protection in telegraphs; there is no pro-
tection in a large portion of the business which is carried en in
this country. Yet capital combines. England is the home of
combinations and trusts—free-trade England. That is the di.
rection of the age. If has many advantages, but it has this one
thing to be dreaded and feared, and thatis that the workingmen
will not respect the interests or the rights of the capitalists.

Now, the Democratic party, which has been trying to foment
disturbance between the workingman and the capitalists and
has been promising the workingmen that if he will put the
Democratic party in power and elect its President and give it
both Houses of Congress it would regard him rather than the
capitalist, has prepared a bill here the inevitable tendency of
which must be still further to blot out the minor industriesand
still further to augment the great capitalistic enterprises of the
country still further to concentrate capital, still further, if we
were to use the language which we hear so often, to enslave
the workingman, :

Is not that true? A duty of 40 cents a ton on coal is but an
illustration ot this whole bill, an illustration which will drive
out the small mines, which will concentrate the business into a
fewhands. There have beena few free raw material men in New
England; there are so still. They are Democrats and Mug-
wumps, but they are men who believe that with free wool they
can crush out all the smaller woolen mills and pract.icg{llly con-
trol in one combined capital the woolen manufacturing business
of the United States. at is just what this bill is framed to
bring about. v

Irepel the charge that protection has been to enable com-
bined capital and trusts to make money, with the assertion that
this bill if it passes will compel the smaller industries to com-

bine in order for self-preservation; and it will be lucky if by
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further combinations of capital among the small and struggling
establishments of the country they keep from bankruptey. But
this great aggregation of capital will go on under the bill with
increased rapidity and with constantly increasing deleterious
effects upon our social order.

How the Democratic party have come to this, how they have
abandoned the professions of their lives, we may not inquire,
but we may take the confessions made on this floor and we have
the astonishing condition of things, the admitted condition of
things, that here is the Democratic party, with a majority of
Democratic Senators on this floor who desire free iron ore, sur-
rendering to the few who will not have it.

Mr. ALDRICH. As the Senator from Connecticut has been
speaking for some time and is not quite through, and as the hour
of 6 o'clock has arrived, I hope the Senator from Tennessee will
make a motion to adjourn.

Mr. HARRIS. I beg to inquire of the Senator from Connec-
ticut if it will be convenient for him to conclude his remarks
this evening?

Mr. PLATT. It would be more convenient perhaps for me,
and better for the Senate to conclude to-morrow. -

Mr. HARRIS. I think the Senate will stay with the Senator
if it is convenient for him to go on. If not, for one I should be

glad to adjourn. :

Mr. PLATT. Ipreferto go on in the morning. Iam not
quite through.

Mr. HARRIS. Imove that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock p. m.) the Senate
adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, May 22, 1894, at 10 o’clock
a. m.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

MoNDAY, May 21, 1894,

The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev.
E. B. BAGBY.
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday was read and ap-
proved. :
CORRECTION.,

Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Sfeaker, I desire to make a correc-
tionof the RECORD. On page4952, in a colloquy between the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAHON] and myself, it appears
from the RECORD that he asked me whether [ had not been ab-
sent & month, and that I answered in the affirmative. I did not
understand the gentleman to say ‘‘a month,” and I wish to cor-
rect my answer %y stating that I was absent thirteen days of the
month of February.

On page 5956 of the RECORD, in some remarks made by me in
relation to section 40 of the Revised Statutes, occurs this sen-
tence:

It might, perhaps, buy more members of Congress [laughter], but with
the exception of members of Co; (if the newspapers are to be credited)
a dollar wonld not buy as much then as it will buy to-day.

The phrase in parenthesis *‘if the newspapers are to be cred-
ited,” ought to be transposed so as to make thesentence read:

It ‘ht perhaps buy more members of Congress, if the newspapers are to
Do drodted

In this connection, Mr. Speaker, I may say that of course the
gentleman who heard me understood that that remark was not
made with any serious purpose, or as expressing my real opin-
ion of members of Congress; it was a mere passing humorous al-
lusion to the reports in the newspapers about certain matters
concerning which an investigation is now going on at the other
end of the Capitol.

Now, Mr. Speaker, if it be proper, I should like to rise to a
question of privilege.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman rose to correct the RECORD.
The corrections he has indicated will be made.

Mr. HUTCHESON. I would like now to rise to a question of

rivilege in connection with what occurred between myself and
Be entleman from Pennsylvania[Mr. MAHON]— [Confusion
in the Hall.]

Mr. REED. I hope we shall have order, Mr. Speaker. This
is very important. It concerns the views of a member as to his
salary, than which there is nomoresacredsubject. [Laughter.]

Mr. HUTCHESON. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
MAaAHON] asked me a question upon which, of course, I can but
put one interpretation. When I make my statement I willgive
the gentleman an opportunity to say whether or not I am to re-
tain that interpretation.

As I understand the gentleman's language, his object was to

ui me in the attitude of insincerity in my utterance by show-
rng that I was contending that the law was in force when in

February I had acted in contravention of thatopinion by accept-
in%' my salary for time whenI was absent.

do not see the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] in the
House, but I take the liberty of referring to him in the state-
ment I am now about to make. About an hour before that dis-
cussion came up, I was approached by the gentleman from Iowa
and asked what my position was in regard to this question. I
replied that I had never examined the law, had never seen the
report of the minority, and did not know how the law ought to
be interpreted. In his presence I sent for the report of the mi-
nority, and after getting it I refired to the library and exam-
ined the question, and, with the books before me from the li-
brary, I presented what I had to say to this House. Every gen-
tleman here knows that in February last this question—certainl
to new members of the House—had never been presented. Ih
never examined the law, and in fact did not gnow its precise
provisions.

Now, with this explanation, I ask the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania if he intended to convey, or would desire now tocreate

e impression that in my expressions on this question I was in-
sincere in what I said? I ask the gentleman the question be-
cause I may wish to say something in connection with his reply.
I do not do this (I wish the gentleman to understand) with any
purpose except to give him a fair opportunity, as one gentleman
does another, of putting himself right and putting me right.

Mr. MAHON rose.

Mr. HUTCHESON. Did not the gentleman hear me?

Mr. MAHON. No, sir.

Mr. HUTCHESON. I ask the gentleman, did he hear my ex-
planation about what transpired between the gentleman from
Towa and myself as to the time when my attention was called
to the law on the subject and when my opinion was formed? If
the gentleman did not hear, I will repeat what I said. I asked
the gentleman whether his purpose was to impress upon the
House the idea that I was insincere in what F was saying—
whether after my statement as to the manner in which I came
to my conclusion and the time at which it was done, the gentle-
man insists that there was any inconsistency betwesn my act in
February last and my act on the floor the other day.

Mr. MAHON. I will answer the question. I listened to the
gentleman's speech in which he was condemning members for
receiving sa.larﬁor time when they had been absent from other
causes than sickness of themselves or family. -1 found he had
discovered that section 40 of the Revised Statutes was still in
force, and should be enforced against members of the House. I
then called his attention to the fact that he had been absent
during the month of February—that is the month as stated by
the gentleman, I did not state the month—that he had been ab-
sent some thirteen or fourteen days for some cause other than
sickness; and as he had since discovered that it was a violation
of the law to take pay under such circumstances, I asked him
whether he would not put himself into more complete harmony
with the position he took last Friday by returning that money
to the Sergeant-at-Arms.

Mr. HUTCHESON. Then T understand the purpose of the
gentleman; he simply wanted to know what my then position
was in regard to the propriety of the returnof that money. His
puﬁpose was not to reflect upon the sincerity of my position.

r. MAHON. No, sir.

Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Speaker, I did intend to say to tha
gentleman—if his answer had been different from what it is (of -
course it would not apply to him now)—I did intend to state
what Goldsmith was once told by Sam Johnson. He had been
engaged in a controversy with a gentleman who, without any
provocation (just as my language was free from provocation), in
turn reflected upon the character of Goldsmith, who asked John-
son whether the man was a bad-tempered man. Johnson re-
plied, ** Oh, no; he is not a bad-tempered man atall; but when-
ever you touch his pocket he would assail Christ himself asa
thiel, if that was the occasion of the controversy.” The gentle-
man from Pennsylvania has disclaimed any purpose to impugn
my motives; and I knowthe remark doesnotapply tohim. And
as he does not impugn my sincerity, the incident will be dis-
missed with the above statement.

ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED.

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

A bill (H.R. 6770) authorizing the Secretary of the Tre
to exchange in behalf of the United States, deeds of land wi
the Pemaquid Land Company, of Maine, in settlement of a dis-
puted boundary of the Pemaquid Point(Maine)lightstation; and

Jointresolution (S. R. 443) to provide for the sale of new tickets
by the street railway companies of the District of Columbia.
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SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER.

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I present the credentials of Hon. Paul
J. Sorg, representative-elect from the Third Oon%zwiona] dis-
triet of Ohio, for the unexpired term of my late colleague Judge
Houk.

The credentials having been read, Mr, Sorg was escorted to
the Clerk’s desk by Mr. OUTHWAITE, and was greeted with ap-
plause from the Democratic side. The oath of office was then
administered by the Speaker, and there was renewed applause
as Mr. Sorg retired to his seat.

CHANDELEUR LIGHT STATION.

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Act-

ing Secretary of the Treasury, recommending an amendment to

-the sundry civil appropriation bill, providing for the resstab-

lishmment npon a safer site near by, the Chandeleur (Louisiana)

light station, which was wrecked October 18,1893; which was

referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be
printed. . :

ROBERT CALDWELL.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting co_:FEsot the findings
of thatcourt in the case of Robert Caldwell vs. United States;
which was referred tfo the Committee on War Claims, and or-
dered to be printed.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted asfollows:
To Mr. SICKLES, for one week, on account of sickness.
To Mr. HirT, for two days, on account of sickness.

LEAVE TO PRINT.

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. CAMINETTI |
to print certain remarks in the RECORD on that portion of the
agricultural bill concerning experiments in the manufacture of

sugar.
ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I will not callfor the regular
order until there has been one recognition on either side of the
House, after which I will insist upon it.

PUBLIC BUILDING, FORT WORTH, TEX.

Mr. BELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R.1950) to authorize
the construction of an additional story to the publie building in
Fort Worth, Tex.

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, alter which the Chair
will ask for objection. :

The bill was read, as follows:

Beitenacted, fc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby,
authorized and directed to construct an additional or third story to the

blic building being erscted in the city of Fort Worth, Tex., not to exceed
Elmst the sum of ssg,ow

Mr. BELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report be
read, which will fully explain the necessity for this action.

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the reportwill

be read.

The report (by Mr. ABBOTT) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred
the bill (H. R. 1950) for the constructionof an addition to the public build-
ing in Fort Worth, Tex., beg leave to report:

The committee finds thatthe city of Forth Worth had in 1883 a population
of about 8,000, which had incre in 1803 to about 35,000.

The t-office receipts in 1883 were $15,000; for 1803, 354,654 In 1883 there
were employés in the post-office department; in 1893, twenty-four. At
present there are 4,000 square feet occupied for t-office &ourpms. and
there will, in the next few years, be required from 8,000 to 10,000 square feet

very

of space.

The city has elaven outlets by rail, and is e mjg and it is
the headguarters of the eleventh division of the Eailway l&ﬂ ervice. If
the wth of the city should be in the future anything like as great as it
has in the past building now provided for will be utterly inadequate
to the demand. At presentthe lirst and second stories have been completed.
An additional story can be added at a cost of £50,000, whereas it would re-
quire a much greater amount than that to make the additions which will
soon be necessary to the building unless the third story is added.

In view of these facts the committee recommends the passage of the bill

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider-
ation of the bill?

Mr. COOMBS. I wish to reserve the right of objection until
I can hear from the gentleman and ask one or two questions in
connection with the matter.

Mr.BELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I would like to makealittle
explanation about this, after which I feel assured that there will
be no objection to it.

Some years ago a bill was passed providing for the erection
of a public buil at Fort Worth. This work has been pro-
gressing very slowly, and the building has now reached that
stage in its construction where they can add a third story with-
out incurring any very great amount of additional

If this bill, which inecreases the limit of the cost but does not
malke an appropriation, is passed, with the money that has been

alread yapgropriated and unexpended theycan add to the build-
ing a third story, and next year, or whenever it becomes neces-
sary to do so, the additional appropriation can be made for the
completion of the work. This addition to the building now pro-
posed is necessary, as shown by the report of the Postmaster-
General and others, and can be added at & cost of about $50,000;
whereas, if this work is not done now it will cost perhaps a
hundred thousand dollars or $150,000 to make the necessary ad-
dition after the building shall have been completed.

Mr. BURROWS. What was the original amount appropri-
ated for this pur]i)oae?

- hltlf;: BELL of Texas. One hundred and seventy-five thousand
ollars.

Mr. BURROWS. Isthere a United States court held there?

Mr. BELL of Texas. No, sir.

Mr. BURROWS. No court?

Mr. BELL of Texas. No; but 1 will state to the gentleman
that this is the headquarters of the eleventh railway mail
division.

Mr. BURROWS. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that an ap-
propriation of 175,000 just for a post-office ought to be sufficient.

. BELL of Texus. It is not alone for a flice, but for
these additional quarters. AsI have stated. this is the head-
quacters of the eleventh division of the Railway Mail Service,
which requires forty-odd men. That division embraces the
States of Louisiana, ;.’I‘exas, part of Arkansas, the Indian Terri-
tory and New Mexico. fakes up a great deal of space to ac-
commodate the employés who have their headquarters and do
their work there,

Mr. COOMBS. Have you a communication from the Post-

| master-General recommending this?

Mr.BELLof Texas. Thereisacommunication from the Post-
master-General; but the facts are all embodied in the report.
We also took proof, which was submitted before the committee,
in support of the increase asked, and this extension is unani-
mously recommended by the committee. iy

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman allow me
a question?

Mr. BELL of Texas. Certainly.

Mr. WILSON of Washington. What are the gross receipts of
the post-office there?

Mr. BELL of Texas. In 1893, 854,654,

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, itiswith the ut-
most reluctance that I interrupt the gentleman in a matter that
is no doubt very close to him and his locality. But after six
years of constant effort—for I have steadily endeavored to get
some appropriation or some recognition for a public building in
my State where we have over £110,000 of postal receipts, in one
city wwhere we have customs officers, a United States court,
collector of internal revenue, etc.—I do not think it fair that
we should yield tothe demands of other partsof the country
when ours are so much more pressing. We have been unable as

et to get a report from the committee as far as the Northwest
isinterested, and yet here is a gentleman coming up here, who
is already supplied with a public building,and where they have
no United States court, seeking an additional appropriation in
order to put another story on the building in these times when
nobody else can getf recognition for a site.

Mr. BELL of Texas. I think the gentleman is mistaken——

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Now, if we are going to have
any public buildings authorized by this Congress, if we are go-
ing to get any reports from the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds, I think it will only be fair—it will only be just
and right—to give some recognition to my State with its 70,000
square miles of territory, with four United States courts, but
no public building whatever in the geographic boundaries of the
whole State. [Applause.]

Now, sir, we have some rights as well as the gentleman from
Texas, and if this committee is willing to'go forward and report
the bills before it and bring them here and ask for a day where
we can all come in and stand on our respective merits and have
the same consideration, I am willing that the gentleman should
have whatever his ability, his industry, or hiszeal will get for
him. But I am not willing that Texas shall have apublic build-
ing and that the State of Washingtonshall have none. [Applause
on the Republican side.] I want that distinctly understood.

Mr. BELL of Texas., Let me ask the gentleman to allow me
to make a little further explanation. ILet us see if the casesare
at all parallel. This bnilding is in the course of construetion.
It has already reached the pointwhere it is necessary to add the
third story, if it is to be added at all, and it has been proven be-
fore the committee to be necessary.

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 1y havenot even gotihe founda-
tion laid yet for a public building in Washington.

Mr. BELL of Texas. Letme explain that we have now got to

that point where it is necessary fo add this story, if it is to be
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added atall. We arenotasking for anadditional appropriation,
but simply to get the privilege to extend the building, for which
an appropriation was made several years ago.

Mr. COOMBS. It will require an appropriation later to pro-
vide for this extra story?

M. BELL of Texas. Of course it will.

Mr. KILGORE. Will my colleague allow me to ask hima
question?

Mr. BELL of Texas. Certainly.

Mr. KILGORE. I understand you to say this enlargement
is neeessary toaccommodate the force employed there in operat-
ing the headquarters of the eleventh division of the Railway
Mail Service?

Mr. BELL of Texas. For that and other purposes.

Mr. KILGORE. That is already located there?

Mr. BELL of Texas. Yes, and it was proved to the satisfac-
tion of the committee that in less than the time that will be
consumed in completing the building, this enlargement will be
absolutely necessary.

Mr. WfLSON of Washington. How many railroads cenfer
there?

: Mr,. BELL of Texas. We have eleven outlets ;Jﬂ rail.

Mr., WILSON of Washington.' I have eight railroads in my
town. -

Mr. BELL of Texas. You see this bill does not provide for
the construction of & new building, but enly for the exiensionof
one now in course of construction. ]

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Oneword. Ineverobject. I
want every member upon this floor to obtain for himself and for
his constituents anything that will advance their prosperity or
their happiness; bat I contend, sir, that after batiling for six
long years for only one public building in my State, it is not
right that Ishould be turned down sessionatter session,and that
here in these times, when gentlemen on the other side are
preaching economy, the first recognition for a public building
ghould be to the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. BELL of Texas. I wish to repeat that this bill does not
provide for 2 new building.

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I hope we will soon have re-

rts out of the committee. I have no doubt they are working
ggrd and arduously, and in a short time bills will be reported
from the committee. In the Fifty-second Congress no one re-
ceived recognition for & public building, and therefore no one
had just cause for complaint. This is the firstin the Fifty-third
Congress, and I should like toknow if this is to be the lastof the
Mohicans? 1s anybodsv else to be recognized? Are thereany
other reports to come? Are we to have any other public build-
iﬁx‘lg eﬁxcep!: a third story upon a public building in Fort Worth,

‘ex

Mr. BELL of Texas. I hope it-will not be limited to that.
. Mr. WILSON of Washington. I hope not.

Mr. BELL of Texas. I will help you get yours.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection o the requestof the gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr. BELL}? _

Mr. BURROWS. In the interest of the gentleman from
Washington, I object. -

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan objects.

Mr.BURROWS. I shall beglad fo have thisconsiderad when
other publie-buildings bills are considered. =

ADDITIONAL JUDGE, NORTHERN DISTRICT ILLINOIS.

Mr. CHILDS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5649) providing an addi-
tional district judge in the northern distriet of Tllinois..

The bill was read at length.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider-

“ation of this bill?

Mr. STALLINGS. Iam trying to ﬁt another judge for my
Btate, and I desire that they all come in together. I object.
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL.

And then, on motion of Mr. DOCKERY, the House resolved
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on fhe state of
the Union for the further consideration of the bill (H, R. 7097)
making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judi-
cial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1895, and for other purposes, with Mr. RICHARDSON of Ten-
nessee in the chair,

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House, general debate
on this bill is closed, and the Clerk will read it by paragraph.

The Clerk read as follows:

Beit enacled, ele., That the foll

sums be, and the same are hereby,
appropriated out of any money in the bgg.

ﬁq:ury nototherwise a}:pm%la

for the ohjects hereinafter expressed, namely: it e e
Mr. REED. I move fostrike outthe last word. Ishould like

to inquire of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY] if the

provision in the firstseven lines, which have just beenread, does |

not change the law in accordance with which the restof the per-
manent appropriations have been made?

Mr. DOCKERY. It does not.

Mr. REED, Thatis,Iunderstand that there aresome changes
made in salaries in this appropriation bill, and this clause will
have the effect of not only changing the appropriations for this
year, but of changing the law so as to conform to this?

Mr. DOCKERY. Itdoesnot. This raph only provides
that the amount carried in this bill shall be in full compensa-
tion. It is the usual phraseology carried in all appropriation
bills in all Congresses. '

Mr. REED. Whﬂ{; no: this full-compensation clause is not
carried in all the bills.

Mr. DOCKERY. O, yes.

Mr. REED. It hasbeen for some tima, but it has not always
been so, and the effect of it is—

Mr. DOCKERY. I will say to the gentleman from Maine that
it has been in the law since 1887,

Mr. REED. I think that must be an error.

_ Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman will permit me,
it went out on a point of order in the Forty-eighth Congress,
made by Col. Morrison. It went out of the bills, on the .
ground that the words were legislative, taken in connection
with subsequent provisions; and I recollect very well Col. Mor-
rison making the Ypoi.nt of order. ] ;

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman from Illinois is not guite
aecurate in his statement. I think he will find on examination
that the point of order was made in the Forty-ninth Congress,
and was snstained, bacause the Holman provision, what is now
known as clause 2 of Rule XXI, was not then a part of the rale.
I think the tleman will find that to be the case.

Mr. REED. But this necessarily changes—

Mr. DOCKERY. The Senate restored it, and the conferees
of the House agreed to the restoration.

Mr. REED. But this changes the compensation and changes
the law. For instance, when a salary that is stated here for
$1,000 is for $1,200, having-—-—

Mr. DOCKERY. Mpr. Chairman, I ask for order. Ifis sim-
Ply imgoeaible for me fo hear the gentleman.

Mr. REED. This is one of the results of your fining people;
we get so many of them here that we can not transact business,
[Laughter.] If a portion of the genflemen on the other side
would go away there would be no trouble about transacting busi-
ness; but now we can not hear each other talk.

Mr. DOCKERY. I donotthink I have anything Turther to
say, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. REED. Is it nota fact that this changes existing law so
far as this bill is concerned? For instance, if a man getting a
salary reduced from $1,200 to 81,000, he can not get the salary
that belongs to him, and he can not bring suit for the balance in
the Court of Claims.

Mr. DOCKERY. That is the effect; that is exactly what is
intended. :

Mr. REED. That is precisely what it is intended for, and
must be contrary to existing law.

Mr. DOCKERY. And that is authorized by a fair construe-
tion of clause 2 of Rule XXI,

Mr. REED. And if it increases the salary if fixes it. Well,
that is what I wanted to call attention to. Do you want fo fix
the salaries that are higher?

Mr. DOCKERY. To fix them lower.

Mr. REED. You fix them either way you do it.

Mr, DOCKERY. Idonot wantto fix them =o as to increase
salaries.

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment will be con-
sidered as withdrawn. :

The Clerk read as follows:

Forcom tion of the ofMcers, clerks, messengers, and othersin the serv-
ice of the te, $417,258.00, namely:

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend by striling out the words:

+For the compensation of the officers, clerks, messengers, and others in
the service of the Senate, 8417,258.90," being lines 2, 8, and 4, of page 2, and
mgerl"ggn ooug:lu tlonm:f“t).&n umne:rs, clerks, messe and others in the
service of tho Senate, §250,000. - o

Mr. DOCKERY. Does my colleague intend to follow that up
with amendments reducing all the items?

Mr. DE ARMOND. Yes, sir; I intend to follow it up by
amendments on all.

Mer. Chairman, it will be noticed in looking over the report
that the Senate, consisting at present of 85 members, I believe,
and when full of 88 members, requires the servicesof 303 em-

pl;{rés.
. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I ask for order. I can nob
hear my colleague two seats from him.
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will suspend. Gentle-
men will please cease conversation or retire to the cloakroom.
Gentlemen do not pay any attention whatever to the gavel.

Mr. DE ARMOgD. Mpr, Chairman, it will be observed by
looking at the report and the bill that the Senate, with 88 mem-
bers, would seem to require the services of 303 employés, while
the House, consisting of 356 Members and 4 Delegates, man-
ages to get along with 300 employés. Now, I understand per-
fectly, Mr. Chairman, that the committee reporting this bill
have followed the estimates made by the Senate itself, upon the
theory, often stated here, that the Senate insists upon control-
ling the expenditures of that body.

Mr. DOCKERY. Will my colleague allow me to interrupt
him? =

Mr. DE ARMOND. Certainly.

Mr. DOCKERY. They have followed the estimates of the
Senate so far as the current law isconcerned. The Senate asked
for a very decided increase, which the House committee declined
to give.

L%r. REED. Isit not probable that the committee, in giving
the same number of employés to 88 Senators that it does to 350
members is because the Senators are more ponderous, and that
it will require more persons to handle them. I hope the gentle-
. man will address himself to that view of the case,

_ Mr.DE ARMOND. It might appear that way, Mr. Chair-
man, in certain views of it, but for the fact that the Senate is
not so remarkably well handled at the present time. But it
would seem that seven persons are required in these subordinate
employments for every two Senators, while in the House the
employés are not 80 numerous as the members.
ow, I have no doubt that the trueexplanationof all this is {o
be found in the fact that the Senate carries upon its pay rolls,
and pays out of the public funds, numerous gentlemen whose
services could well be dispensed with without detriment to the
country and perhaps without serious inconvenience to indi-
vidual Senators. expenditure for the Senate, while it is
such as the House can not perhaps control or correct, is un-
reasonable. The House itself is not suffering from lack of em-
ployés, nor, on the other hand, do I believe that the House has
abused the power toemployassistants. But the mere statement
of the proposition, three hundred and three subordinate em-
ployés 121 a Senate consisting of eighty-eight members, carries
evidence of its own unreasonableness. It is hardly possible to
conceive of any object that can require the employment of this
number so largely in excess of the progortion in the House, un-
less it be that most of them are devoted in some way, directl’y or
indirectly, to the maintenance of that strange, anomalous thing
known as Senatorial courtesy.

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. If I may interrupt the gentleman
a moment, I will suggest that his colleague in charge of the bill
[Mr. DOCKERY] can perhaps explain to the committee why it is
that so large an appropriation as this has been put in the bill
for the Senate.

Mr. DE ARMOND., It is no doubt on the theory that has
already been stated.

Mrv. HOPKINS of Illinois. I would like to have your col-
league, who is in charge of the bill, make the explanation.

r. DE ARMOND. No doubt he will do it later if he thinks
it necessary or appropriate.

[Here the hammer fell.] .

Mr. DOCKERY. Iask that the time of my colleague be ex-
tended five minutes.

There was no objection. 3

Mr. DE ARMOND. Now, Mr.Chairman, it seems to me that
whatever may be the final result with reference to this item, the
House ought at least to expressits condemnation of what I think
can not be regarded as anything else than extraordinary and
wasteful expenditure on the part of the Senate. There would
seem t0 be no reason why seven persons are needed in thatbody
to minister to the supposed official wants of two Senators. If
the excess—the very large excess—be devoted to assisting in the
maintenance of that hoary relic, of that worm-eaten, moldy,
worthless, worn-out thing called Senatorial courtesy [laughter],
which in all its long history has credited to it but one solitary
good act, the defeat of the force bill, and which is responsible
for a vast amountof misappropriation, useless appropriation, ex-
travagant apgropriation—lrthesa extraemployés are ke{)tinthe
Senate for the purpose of seeking to maintain that relie, that
memory, that reminiscence, that useless obstruction [laughter],
** Senatorial courtesy,” the House might here and now express
an opinion upon the subject. Itseems to me that now, when the
question is before us, the House ought to express its opinion by
reducing this appropriation.

If 250,000 ins of over $417,000 be appropriated, the a

propriation for the Senate will still be vastly greater, when the
need for it is considered, than the appropriation for the House.

There is no reason why the Senate should havealmost unlimited
command of the purse strings of the Government when the
original intention evidently was that the controlling power in
expenditures should be the House. I hope the amendment will
be adopted, whatever may be its fate in the body at the other
end of the Capitol.

Mr. DINGLEY. Perhaps it ought tobe said, in justice to the
Senate, that the figures which are given in this report of 325
employés for the House and 303 for the Senate hardly state the
facts fully with regard to the House. Inthe figuresfor the House
the 325 clerks to members are not included, so that the correct
statement would be 625 for the House and about 300 for the Sen-

ate.

This whole question of the amounts that shall be paid to em-
ployés of the Senate and to employés of the House has been often
gone over in previous Congresses with one uniform result, that
each House has been left to determine for itself, on its own re-
sponsibility, the number and the compensation of its employés.
That has aiways been the ultimate resulf, and therefore any
amendment that might be adopted at this time would simply lead
to the usual delay and controversy, and to thefinal result which
has always ensued, leaving each House to determine for itself
on its own responsibility the number and the compensation of
its employés.

Mr, REED. According to my recollection, the usual course
has been that the House has voted against the Senate at about
4 o’clock p.m., and at about 10 o’clock the next morning it has
yielded. [Laughter.}

Mr. DINGLEY. I think my colleague states pretty accu-
rately the usual order.

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have a vote, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman will withdraw
the amendment I will renew it.

Mr. DOCKERY. Yer{ well.

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman from Illinois will give
me just a moment, I wish to call the attention of the gentleman
from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] to the fact that the di%ity of the
Senate is being encroached upon on his side of the House, and
{ethink we ought to give some attention to the subject. [Laugh-

T.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. For many years, Mr. Chairman,
we have had lectures in the House and out of the House upon the
extravagance of the Senate, of the House, and of the Adminis-
tration. Iknow thatat times within thelasttwenty years, under
the eloquence of gentlemen upon the other side, my heart has
?haﬁ)lute y gone out in longing for a restoration of the days of the

athers.

I recollect very well when, under the lead of such gentlemen
as Judge HOLMAN of Indiana, I could almost see Thomas Jeffer-
son riding with his breeches in his boots, coming up from Vir-
ginia on the 4th day of March to be inaugurated as President,
hitching his horse to a sapling, and mounting the steps to the
Capitol with his wh ii) in his hand, all spattered with mud, say-
ing, ** Mr. Chief Justice, administer to me the oath of office.”

ut the Republican party being in power for many years wa
were assured by those gentlemen that we were getting away
from the ‘‘fathers,” and they pledged themselves that when
they came back into power we would again have *‘ the days of
the fathers.” At last they are in full power—with President,
and Senate, and House. I rarely go to the White House, but I
am told by some of my Democratic friends that when they go
the Chief Executive is not quite so easy of access as in former
Administrations. If the reports coming to me are correct, it
takes about three days, through the instrumentality of a private
secretary, to even get audience with the Chief Magistrate. I
am not here to criticise anything of that sort; I merely speak
of it on report as a condition—not a theory.

Never in the history of this country have the expenditures
for the Senate—or for the House either—been as great as they
are at the 'Eresent time. With the Maltby Building, with tha
Senate stables, with the Senate employés, who it seems to me
must sometimes get in each other’s way, we find expenses still
increasing, and under a Democratic régime. In the House,
where we criticise the Senate and where we originate the bills
that unlock the vaults of the Treasury, there never was a time
when the expenditures of the House were runningat such a rate
as they are running now. Annual committee clerks—clerks to
committees, many of which do not meet once a month—and al-
most day by day—at least week by week—we havefurther grants
of annual clerks and assistant clerks.

Well, now, gentlemen [addressing the Democratic side], you
are responsible; you have the power; you can run matters here
as you please, and you will. I am not here in good faith to pro-

amendments to this bill, because, with your hundred ma-~
jority, I am powerless in the premises. But I am here to ‘‘ stir
up your pure minds by way of remembrance,” and to refer to the
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mulfitude of promises you made when we were in power, and
when {our appeal was that you mitghht achieve power so that you
could bring the administration of the fiscal affairsof the Govern-
ment back to the simplicity of the earlier and better days of the
Republic. IIKAEP lause on the Republican side.]

Mr. DOC EltJY. Mr. Chairman, I do not intend at the open-
ing of the consideration of this bill by para.%'rapha tobe betrayed
by the gentleman from Illinois into a political discussion. I
will only venture this prediction, that when we reach the close
of this session it will be found that so far as the representatives
of the people in this body are concerned we have kept the faith,
and have redeemed the pledges made to the people in the matter
of economic expenditure.

I could not and would not intrude political matters at this
point, for the reason that this bill comes here indorsed, at least
as to this part of it, by the unanimous action of the subcommit-
tee who prepared it—three Democrats and two Republicans.
It has the indorsement of all these gentlemen; and I take i,
that with such an indorsement it is probably about correct.

Mr. REED. I have had occasion from past experience to
doubt somewhat the prophetic instinct of the other side in mat-
ters of economy. Itseems to me, I remember that in the Fifty-
second Congress gentlemen started out with considerable pro-
fuseness of promise, which resulted in a hundred millions more
of appropriation than adorned the annals of the predecessor of
that Congress. But haying heard very often since that time
that this increase was on accountof legislation which had taken
place in the Fifty-first Congress, I wish to ask how much of the

. appropriation in this bill is caused by the Fifty-first Congress?

Mr. DOCKERY. In reply to the gentleman from Maine, I
want to say that a good dealof thelegislationof the Fifty-second
Congress did not meet my approval. I think the record will
bear’ me witness that I stood here consistently opposed to all
contracts for river and harbor works. The record of thatCon-
gress was not as economie as I could have desired.

1&1;‘ REED. The average of virtue was not up to your stand-
ard?

Mr, DOCKERY. Hardly. That is true, But in this bill
there is very little of the liabilities entailed by the legislation
of the Fifty-first Congress.

Mr. REED. I would like the gentleman to refer to the fig-
ures.

Mr. DOCKERY. One hundred and ninety thousand dollars
for clerical force for the collection of the sugar bounty has been
eliminated by the action of the committee, so that it does not
appear in this bill. But if that $190,000 had appeared in the
bill, it would have been due to the legislation of the Fifty-first
Congress.

Mr. REED. I submit thatthat suggestion is liable to be mis-
leading, because we really get no benefit from what would have
been in the bill if that had been there. Not being in the bill, it
naturally is not there. [Laughter.]

Mr, DOCKERY. Itisnotthere; that istrue. Butthereare
some things in the bill for which the legislation of the Fifty-
first Congress is responsible. For instance, the increase of the
salaries of Unifed States district judges to $5,000 each, under
Itj]:lel act of February 24, 1891. That increase is carried in this

Mr. REED. How much is the difference?

Mr. DOCKERY. About $38,000.

Mr. REED. That is the difference?

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, sir; that is carried in here as the re-
sult of the legislation of that Congress.

Mr, REED. This bill is increased to that extent on account
of the action of the Fifty-first Congress?

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, sir.

Then there isanother item. The actof June 27, 1890, involves
about $695,000 additional for clerical force—

Mr. REED. What is that item?

Mr. DOCKERY. In the act granting pensions in certain
cases—the extension of the pension laws—of June 27, 1890, about
$305,000, if I remember accurately, was carried for clerical force
in the Pension Office. That increase is due to that legislation.
I am corrected by the official records; the amount is $486,008.

Mr. REED. So that with the other amount, about $30,000,
the total, according to your estimate, would be $560,000?

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes.

Now, Mr, Chairman, that, I think, covers the inquiry of the
gentleman from Maine, who asked me what amount in this bill
was due to the legislation of the Fifty-first Congress.

Mr. REED. Then we may take it, I suppose, for granted as
correct that about $560,000 is the whole amount that is attribu-
table or chargeable to our ancestors, so to speak, in this bill?

Mr. DOCKERY. About $576,000.

Mr. REED. To be charged to our unfortunate ancestors?

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, on this particular bill.

Mr. REED. I have had various members of the Committee
on Appropriations to furnish me with the items, because I was
anxious to know how the hundred millions came to be added on
to the billion-dollar appropriations.

Mr. DOCKERY. I think the gentleman is in error about the
hundred millions.

Mr. REED. In what respect?

Mr. DOCKERY. Because it was about one hundred and fifty-
four millions to which the gentleman is referring, I think, that
is due to the legislation of the Fifty-first Congress.

Mr. REED. I was speaking of the increase of one hundred
millions over the ‘‘ wicked expenditures ” of the Fifty-first Con-

gress.

Mr. DOCKERY. What increase of one hundred millions? I
do not understand the gentleman.

Mr. REED. Why, the one we proved so often,and which you
have so often undertaken vainly to deny. [Laughter.]

Mr. DOCKERY. I do notcatch the gentleman's point.

Mr. REED. Why, do you not remember, the same hundred
millions that gou have so vainly undertaken to deny when we
have submitted the facts before the people and the country.
Do you not remember? [Laughter.]

Mr. DOCKERY. I am unable to identify the item by the
statement the gentleman makes.

Mr. REED. Why, do you not remember the juggling up of
figures that was resorted to in order to disprove the statement
that the * billion-dollar Congress” had been exceeded by its
immediate predecessor, if that word is not offensive all over
Missouri? |Laughter.]

Mr. DOCKERY. Ihavenorecollectionofit. Ihope the gen-
tleman will be a little more specific.

Mr, REED. Well,suppose I say maneuvering of figures, and
have that understood to be perfectly parliamentary and abso-
lutely respectful. [Iaughterﬁe

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly, But what has thatto dowith it?

Mr. REED. I will endeavor to be more specific for the gen-
tleman’s information. I refer to the hundred million increase
that you yourself discussed so frequently on the floor. [Laugh-
ter.] Do you not remember during the session of Congress, im-
mediataly following the Fifty-first Congress all of the talk which
was made by irresponsible persons occupying responsible po-
sitions about the ** wasteful extravagance ” of the Fifty-first
Congress? [Laughter.] Do you nof remember the fact that
their appropriation of a thousand millions of dollars was re-
garded as a terrible outrage, and an extraordinary exhibition of
the wickedness of the Republican party?

Mr. DOCKERY. I think there was considerable wickedness
there. g.;aughter.]

Mr. REED. And do you not remember that we had, immedi-
ataly following that, a Democratic Congress, and a number of
gentlemen commenced business at that time with a resolution
somewhat in the nature of an invocation; a resolution that m
colleague [Mr. BouTELLE] has so well described; and we
voted, or at least those of us did who were not too wicked to
adopt such a proposition, saying that we would be self-denying,
virtuous, and economical in the future? [Laughter]. And yet
when we cams to foot up the figures at the end of that Congress
it appeared that this virtuous body had increased the appropri-
ations of its immediate predecessor about a hundred mifﬁons of
dollars. Do you not remember also that the Democratic Fart A
explicitly, from that time until now, has been endeavoring fn
vain to explain how it was that they succeeded in making so
much larger ag{ompriaﬁons?

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not.

Mr. REED. I thinkI have indicated the matter with such
explicitness that the gentleman will be able to recall it.
[Laughter.]

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr, Chairman, I do not propose to be led
into any extended discussion of the comparative expenditures
of the Fifty-first or Fifty-second Congresses. The factsare,and
the country recognizes them, that the expenditures of both of
the Congresses exceeded the amount required for an econom-
ical administration of the Government. ThatIadmit to be true.
The expenditures of the Fifty-first Congress amounted fo about
$1,035,000,000. The expenditures of the Fifty-second to about
$1,026,000,000. There was but little difference between the two
totals; only about $9,000,000 in favor of the Fifty-second Con-
gress, and I have no boast to make of the record of economy in
that Congress.

Mr. DINGLEY. Will my colleague pardon me? He hasevi-
dently forgotten his campaign speech. The appropriations of
the Fifty-first Congress were, as was accustomed to be stated,
$1,007,000,000, and not $1,035,000,000.

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, no; these are the exact figures I used.
Ihave the printed table here. Itis alittle ancient, if is true,
but still these are the figures.
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Mr. DINGLEY,. Arethose the figures prepared by the clerks
of the committees whieh the gentleman holds in his hand?

Mr, DOCKERY. Why, certainly not, because those figures
did not include the-indefinite appropriations. Now, it is justas
well for the gentleman from Maine and myself fo be absolutely
frank about this matter, bacause he is entirely conversant with
it, and knows all about the situation, He knows that the table
he quotes, which figures out, as I remember, $988,000,000,do not
incinde the indefinits appropriations. I know the gentleman
will admit that.

Mr. DINGLEY. Baufthe gentleman—

Mr. DOCKERY. Does not the gentleman admit that?

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman does not undertake to pre-
tend for & moment that the appropriations of the Fil%‘v-second
Congress were less than the appropriations of the Fifty-first
Congress?

Mr.DOCKERY. Why,Ido; certainly.

Mr. DINGLEY. Ithink if T conld call upon the elerk of the

committee, which of eourse I can nof do in this body, I would
get a different answer. :

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr, Chairman, I think this is an unprofit-
able discussion. The appm}:lris.ﬁom of the Fifty-second Con-

_gress were about $9,000,000 less than the aﬂgropriatit)ns of the
Irifty-first Congress, I think the records of both Congresses
were not entirely creditable.

Mr. DINGLEY. However that may be, the a
made by the Fifty-second Congress exceeded thoss of the Fifty-
first. ‘That is a fact of history that I do not care to have the
gentleman get away from.

Mr. DOCKERY. When you take into account the indefinite

. appropriations of the Fifty-first Congress and the indefinite ap-
protsalmtions of the Fifty-second Congress, the appropriations

iations

of the Fifty-second were less than those of the Fifty-first by
$9,000,000— _
Mr. COOMBS. Including the indefinite appropriations?

Mr. DOCKERY. That statement includes the indefinite ap-
propriations, and I shall be glad at this point to print the table
in the RECORD without reading it, becauss I do not want to get
into a political discussion here, which ean not possibly influence
a vote. I want to proceed with this bill. T shall be glad to in-
clude in the RECORD the table upon which I make the statement,
and thenif the gentleman from Maine desires fo reply to it, he
ean do so hereafter.

Mr. REED. The pgentleman from Missouri is entirely

wrong——

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the genfleman from Mis-
souri [Mr. DoCKERY] has expired. :

Mr. REED. I desire to address the commitiee. The gentle-
man from Missouri [Mr. DOOKERY] is quite wrong in supposing
this discussion to be unprofitable. You see it is absolutely es-
sential for the progress of the world that the Democratic party
should be brought up to the truth of four years ago. Four
years ago, when the Democratic party were di g against
the extravagance of the Fifty-first Congress, we on this side
knew that it was not so, because we had taken pains toascertain
the fact, and because we had every confidence in the thenchair-
man of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. CANNON].

Now, we have been gradually at work upon the Democracy of
that period, and in some respects we have gotthem up very
nearly to date, and we e. t to do itin time, with respect to
this matter of appropriations. After awhile, by iteration and
reiteration of the truth, we will @ to kill the lies that
were told four years ago; and so it is not unprofitable af all, be-
cause I have no doubt that Providence rejoices in the conver-
sion of a Democratto the truth as much as He does in the stead-
fastness of a Republican who is alwaysthere. [Laughter on the
Republican side.] So that this is absolutely profitable, and it is
profitable to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY]. I
can see him pradually ameliorating under this treatment.
[Laughter.] Heis gradually be softer. He has reached
the stage where he does not want to discuss it any more, because
the subject has become painful o him.

I can recollect when it was tripping on his fongue, when he
was glib with it, when he was anxious for an opportunity to say
over something about if; but he has gotten by that stage. He
has got to the stage where, looking a very little way in the
future, hecan see he has got to repentof things he has said. So
the first he does is to back out of it and propose to put it in the
RECORD, thereby showing that he has come to that reasonable

fear of the truth which is the beginning of wisdom. Now, when,

we get the whole Democratic party up to the truth about this,
and get that thing reduced to all con;g‘ehensiom, so thatevery-
body has azreed to it, why then the Republican party will be
acondition to take another step forward, and ihe country too,
and then we willhave to wait and bring up the Damomcysﬁfn
. &nd so on forever and ever. [Laughteron the Republican e.j

Mr, DOCKERY. I desire to print in the RECORD, without
occupying the attenfion of the commiitee further, a table which
establishes the accuracy of every statement I have made with
respect to the appropriations of the Fifty-first and Fifty-second
Congresses; and then gentlemen ean reply fo if if they desire,

Mr. BOUTELLE. My, Chairman, I desire to ask the gentle-
man if that is a statement from fhe Treasury?

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Who establishes the accuracy of
the table?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani-
mous consent to print in the REJORD a table. Is there objec-
fion? [Afier a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. BOUTELLE. Now, I desire——

Mr. REED. What is it*

Mr. GROSVENOR. I move to strike out the last word.

The CHAIRMAN. The commiftee will be in order.

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I addressed the Chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairrecognized the gentleman from
Maine, but other gentlemen are speaking at the same time.

Mr. BOUTELLE. I simply desire to ask if the compilation
of figures is a Treasury compilation.

Mr. DOCKERY. It is prepared in part by the clerks of the
Commitiees on Appropriations of the Senate and House, and
where additions are made they are based on official statements
and ined in that statement.

Mr. BOUTELLE. Additions by whom?

Mr. DOCKERY. By the gentlemen connected with the Com-
mittee on Aj tions; and if the gentleman objects to the
printing of table, I will withdraw the request.

Mr. BOUTELLE. Notaf all; Isimply wanted to know whers
gﬁmmtammmkm,md how official it is in ifs com-

Mr. REED. Well, I will have to object, if it isgoing in With-
out suitable ventilation and review. i s

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair asked if there wasobjection to
prin the fable in the RECORD, and there was no objection.

Mr. KERY. If the gentleman from Maine o%jec ts, I
withdraw the request.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Missouri.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Imove to strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, if I understood the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr, CANNON] correctly in some remarks that he made, I desire
very respectfuily fo dissent from the purport and effect of his
suﬁgestion. I understood him 1o use some language which pos-
sibly might be distorted by some censorious persons to mean that
he criticises the managementof the Administration of the White
House in the matter of interposing the obstacle of a private sec-
retary between Representatives of the people and head of
the Democratic party. I have some views upon that subject
which 1 desire to submit.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will say that what I stated was
from reports being made to me by Democratic Representatives
and not from any experience I have had myself.

Mr, GROSVENOR. Assuming, Mr. Chairman, that the re-
ports are correct, and I will call upon the distinguished gentle-
man in charge of this bill, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr.
DOCKERY], to verify if these reports are correct, it is a great
step forward in the administration of the Executive Department
of the Government made by a Demoeratic Administration im-
bued with Jeffersonian simplicity. These are days of training
and education, and of fitness. The operation of the civil-service
law has led the American citizen to a higher development; it
hasled tosecuring trained men fo come between the Representa-
tives of this country and their assaunlts E'Eon the Executive of
the Government. It is a great thing that you can hire for
85,000 a year an individual supposed to be trained in the art of
diplomacy and statesmanship; and can station him in an ante-
room and have it so arranged that the wants and wishes of the
Representatives of the people may be percolated through the
wisdom of that trained statesman.

It is a great improvement of the coarse and vulgar processes
by which heretofore gentlemen newly ordained to the walks of
statesmanship have been permifted to approach face foremost
the Executive of the Government and to retire from the room
with their backs to the President—think of that. Wehave in this
condition of things, therefore, a double guard against democracy.
We have first the general purposes of the Administration it-
self, and then the representative of the people is compelled to
make known his wants and to state them fully, distinctly, and
deﬁnltehljzto a trained and skilled purveyor of political wisdom;
and in judgment that becomes a sort of a preliminary exam-
ination, and if there is any necessity for it going beyond a gre—
liminary examination, if this frained statesman in wisdom
and judgment decides that the matter is one that ought not to
be presented to the Executive head of the Government, ¥ he
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decides that matter, the representative of the common people
of the country is to-be content and he ought o go away without
any complaint. :

What is he but an ignorant and assumed representative of
the common people of the country; what knowledge has he of
statesmanship; what knowledge has he of the real guestions of
this time, this grand and awful time; and if you can hire some
person, no matter where he comes from or who is the sponsor
for his greatness, if you can produce for a pittance of $5,000 a
year, one man who knows as much, or is assumed to be a check
upon the knowledge of 356 men,youhsve bronght about a large
result with a very small amount of caﬁistal.

It is a step in the direction of establishing fhe conditions of
European authority and European administration.

[I‘H—zre the hammer fell.]

he question was takenon theamendment of Mr. DE ARMOND,
and it was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Office of Sergeant-at-Arms and : For Sergeant-at-Arms and
Doorkeeper, $4,500; horse and wagon for use, B20, or so much thereol as
may be necessary; for clerk to Sergeant-at-Arms, $2,000; assistant Joor-
keeper, $2,502; and 2500 additiondl while the office of assistant doorkeeper is
held by Isaac Bassett, the present incumbent; acting assistant doorkeeper,

' am

82,602 three , Act as assistant dooriieepers, at $1.,800 each.
thiriy-five messengors, at §1,440 each; assistant messenger on the floor of

in charge of storeroom, $1,200; upholsterer and locksmith, two car-

ers to assist him, at $960 each; eleven skilled laborers, at 1,000 each;

wo janitors, at §00 each; laborer in charge ofthe private , 3840; two

female attendantsin charge of the ladies’ retiring room, at each; tele-

phone operator, $720; telephone page, #000; twenly-five laborers at 720.each;

sixteen pages for the Senate Chamber, at the rate of $2.50 per day each dur-
ing the session, #4,840; in all, 8115,084. -

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment
which I send to the desk.

Tie amendment was read, as follows:

Amend by striking out the words, “and five hundred dollars additional
while the ofiice of assistant doorkeeper is held by Isaac Bassett, the present
incumbent,” being lines 15 and 16, on page 5 of the bill.

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, an item the exact coun-
terpart of this, I believe, appeared in the appropriation bill in
the last Congress. An amendment was offered in this bodyand
that provision was stricken out. Later on the conference com-
mittee, I believe, restored it. ’

Tt is agreeable to us all, Mr. Chairman, to be advised in an
official way that that excellent old gentleman, Mr. Isanc Bas-
sett, is still spared to the world and to the Senate. I have not
a purticle of doubt that he is a most estimable gentleman. I
have not the slightest disposition to say a single word in dis-
paragement of him or of his services. He is, indeed, s kindly
appearing, venerable, dignified old gentleman,

e are, however, dealing now with the question whether the
people of the United States, after paying him a handsome sal-
ary, shall make him a donation of 500 per annum. Ithink, Mr.
Chairman, that ibly this custom which has prevailed in the
Senate for a good while—and for following it in this bill T donot
find fanlt with the Committee on Appropriations, because they
have had abundant warning that the Senate will insist npon it—
I think, I say, that possibly this custom, apparently generous,
seemingly praiseworthy at first blush, has grown up in the Sen-
ate in blissful moments of forgetfulness. These gentlemen, the
Senators, by contributing, say, 86 apiece, could give to Isaac
Bassett a little over $500; and the giff, made in that way, would
be a graceful testimonial from the men whom he now servesand
to whom he appearsas a link with pasteventsand with Senators
of a pastage. :

I have notf a doubt that it would be worth to each one of the
Senators at least $6 per year—it would be very cheap at $6 per

ear—to have with them this venerable man, who has come

wn from a former and perhaps a more glorious age of the
Senate; this man who served in the days of Webster, and Clay,
and Calhoun. It would be worth, I say, much more than $6 a
year to each one of the Senators, as he looks into the kind and
ogen countenance of Isaac Bassett, to fancy that he sees reflected
there something of the majesty and grandeur that belonged to
Webster, somaghing of the grace and eloguence that distin-
gui?ahed Clay, something of the superb logician that resided in
Calhoun,
- Now, it would be ungracious for us to deprive the Senators of
the glorious Eri?ilega that would be held out to them by the
adoption of this amendment. It would be wrong to compel the
people of the United States to donate $500 to Isaac Bassett, after
paying him well for his services, instead of leaving it tothe gen-
erosity, the patriofism, the veneration for t things (includ-
ing “‘Senatorial courtesy ™) on the part of individual Senators
to make up this contribution. TLet usstrike the item from the
bill, and let us soon read in the newspapers that these Senators
have infroduced aslight variationin ** Senatorial courtesy,” have
made ta it a trifling amendment by going down into their own

_the * enate, #1,440; messenger to Official Reporter’s room, tl,;l‘mj‘omemw
£ ' ¥

pockeis and faking out 26 apiece for a gift, a 3500 testimonial, to
this old gentleman, instead of calling upon the United States,
upon the overtaxed people of this country, to make the donation.

Let us hold out to these great, lofty, wise men, to thess gen-
erous and munificent men, this grand opportunity, and cer-
tainly they will not allow it to pass unimproved. In no unkind-
ness to Ifsa.ac Bassett, in no hostility to Isaac Ih?;a.sﬁ};g; tbiut with
aview of protecting the taxpayers against the ce of a
civil pension ]is‘l‘.t::‘ﬁ of giving {0 the Senators, individually and
collectively, an opportunity to exemplify a practical phase and
feature of ** Senatorial courtesy” residing in Senatorial gener-
osity, let us strike out this appropriation and turn over Isaac
Bassett, with his $2,5600 of pay, to the generosity, the
magnanimity, the splendor, and the glory of these dignified
Senators. [Laughter.]

[Here the hammer fell.]

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have a vote.

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr, DE AR-
MOND was agreed to; there besing—ayes 45, noes 39.

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, this bill originated with the
committee of this House, and that committee is responsible for
the present condition of the bill at least. The item of appro-
priation for the Senate alone—

The CHATIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa does not offer
any amendment.

Mr. HEPBURN. I move pro forma to strike out the last
word. I was about fo remark, Mr. Chairman, that the item of
appropriations in this bill for the Senate alone aeg'ra%ntes 81,-
456,541, If this sum be divided by 88, the number of Senators
possible, the present number being three less, we have $16,482
as the cost of each Senator to the counfry. Theappropriations
made in this bill for the expenses of the House of resenta-
tives aggregate 82,700,627. If this sum is divided by 356, the
total number of Representatives, we find that the cost of each
Representativeis $8,074. In other words, a United States Sena-
for costs the th of this counfry something more than twice

as much as a Member of the House of Ra{}:eaentativas. Cer-

tainly it is not the purpose of our general legislation that this
should be so, for thesalary of the twp positions is the same, the
mﬂea:ga is the same, and the functions, powers, and duties with
regard to legislation,are the same. °

Now, the House committee is responsible for this bill as it now
stands. It ean not be said that the Senate is responsible; it ean
not be said that they control their own expenditures. Thﬂ
have had no voics up to this time in the preparation of this bi
These large and extravagant expenditures are by the grace of
our own committee up to this time. I do not know what might
happen in a conference committee where the weight of Sena-
torial dignity and Senatorial courtesy and all that sort of thing
was brought to bear upon the conferees of the House; but up to
this time this matter issolely within the volition of an organ
of this House. And I would be gladif the gentleman in charge
of this bill would explain why it is that he volunteers, or his
commitfee volunteers, these extraordinary and extravagant ex-
penditures for the Senate.

Why is it that as to employés more than four are required to
care for the personal wants of a Senator? Why is it , tak-
ing into account the clerks and various other employés, there
is this number of officers for each Senator and so much smaller
number for a Member of this House—less than one for each
Representative, more than four for each Senator—$16,000 and
more of expenditure for a Senafor; less than half that for a
Member of the House? Putting it in another way, more than
811,000 outside of salary is the cost of each Senator, while each
Member of the House of Representatives costs less than $3,000
outside of sala.rfﬁl.

I would like the chairman of the committee or the gentleman
who has charge of thisbill to give us some light on this ques-
tion. Later on, he might say that the Senate would insist upon
its amendments; but there are no amendments yet; there is no
question of conference now. This bill is voluntary and initia-
tory upon the part of the committee that has it in charge; and
I want to know what excuse the gentleman has to offer for this
feature of it.

[Here the hammaer fell.]

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, my good friend from Iowa
[Mr. HEPBURN] is somewhat in error in his fotals. The entire
expenses of the House amount to 82,504,579.54, or less than
87,000 per member. The entire expenses of the Senate aggre-
gate $1,038,078.90——

M:].] HEPBURN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; he is in er-
ror there.

Mr. DOCKERY. Where does the gentleman get the figures
he has given®

Mr. BURN. I get them from the bill. I have taken
item by item, the aggregate at the end of each paragraphb.
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Mr. DOCKERY. I think the gentleman will find (because I
am using the figures of a gentleman who does not often make
mistakes) that he is in error. The figures before me—which
have bzen proved—show that the Senate expenses aggregate
$1,038,078.90, or nearl

Mr. HEPBURN.

items—

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me to complete
this statement?—nearly $12,000 per Senator. But conceding, as
I do, the extravagance of another body which the rules of the
House do not permit me to name, yet the comparison made b,
the gentleman from Iowa ishardly fair, and I am sure that he will
concede this if he reflects a moment. The total which the gen-
tleman makes includes mileage and includessalaries. Now, the
Senate has but 83 members, the House 356. In order to get at
a fair comparison (which is certainly adverse to the other body)
the gentleman should include the expenses of the Senate ex-
clusive of salariesand mileage, which are fixed by law. I think
in that way he would get a fair comparison.

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman will permit me, I wish to
say that the gentleman’s last statement makes the matter still
stronger in tie lightinwhich I present it. There are fouritems
in this appropriation bill which aggregate considerably more
than a million dollars—$440,000, $417,000, $19,000, and $115,000.
Then there are other items—one of $64,000 and one of $35,000.

Mr. DOCKERY. That statement shows the gentleman has
not carefully considered or examined the figures. The $417,000
isthe total of the itemswhich follow. Therefore you have dupli-
cated these items.

Mr. HEPBURN. No; I think not.
items as I have found them in the bill.

Mr. DOCKERY. Iwill show that the gentleman is mistaken.
The $417,258 includes all the items which follow, down to the
heading *‘Contingent fund.”

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say this, for so far as I am con-
cerned I do not care to detain the committee further. This is
the old, old story. It is the old, old contest between the Sen-
ate and the Houseas to the control of their own internal affairs.
I have stated on this floor, over and over again, that in my
humble judgment the expenditures of the internal administra-
tion of another body are extravagant. But the other body isa
codrdinate branch of this Government. The Senate insists on
the right to determine their own expenditures. That fight has
been made between the two bodies for nearly a century, and the
other body always wins.

On last Friday a gentleman asked me on this floor why it
was that the Representatives of the people should in every in-
stance yield these contests or differences of opinion with the
Senate. I said that“I gave it up.” I do notnow know how to
make any appropriate or suitable explanation of it. The fact
remains, however—the naked and stubborn fact—that such is the
case, and has been since the organization of Congress. Ifisno
use to discuss it, for in every one of these contests the Senate
always insists upon its right to control its internal affairs, and
the House, under every administration, has ultimately yielded
the contest.

Mr. DINGLEY. If my colleague will permit me, I will sug-
gest in this connection, if it is any more true that on all ques-
tions of the internal management of the Senate and as to what
the salaries of their officers shall be, the Senate insists upon its
right to control than it is that the House, when we come to the
question of our own internal management here and what the
salaries of our officials shall be and their duties, always insists
upon our right to determine that for ourselves? Is it not frue
that each House defers to the other in thatregard; and can we
get along in :ﬁg other way?

Mr. DSCK Y. The gentlemanisundoubtedly correct. He
has stated the matter clearly. They claim the right to manage
their own affairs, and the Hyouse has also always gone the same

ing.
Mr. GROUT. If my colleague will allow me a moment, if I
understood him correctly he said that it was fair to compare the
expenses of the Senate with those of the House after deducting
the salaries and mileage. Now, I think if my colleague will
reflect for a moment he will admit that that is not a fair com-
varison. While it is a fact that the Senate is a body much less
in membership than the House, yet it isalso true that they have
practically the same number of committees as the House with
clerks and messengers; they have the same number of doors,
nearly, as we have at this hall, and require an equal number of
officials to guard them. In fact the Senate has practically the
same list of empkﬁés throughout, although it is a smaller organ-
ization than the House; so I ask if it is altogether just to com-
pare the expenses of the House with its 356 members, with those
of the Senate with but 88 members, unless it be also understood
gmt tlgm Senate has practically the same organization as the
ouser?

%‘ermit me to say that there are four

I have simply taken the

Mr. DOCKERY. Undoubtedly that would be a fairer com-
parison than the other.

Mr. GROUT. But is that even a fair comparison?

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not know as to that, but I think the
gentleman’s point is a strong one. The Senate, as the gentle-
man says, has practically the same organization that we have.

But what I wish to say my friend is this, thatin my judgment
the expenditures of the other body are in excess of &e require-
ments of an economical administration. But who is to control
this matter?, This bill embodies the estimates made by the
Senate, except that we have stricken out all increases in their
estimates.

Mr. GROUT. Ionly made reference to the matter, not for
the purpose of enterlni into any defense of the expenditures of
the Senate, because I have not looked into the subject specifi-
cally, but simply to show what I regarded as an unfair compari-
son against the Senate. It is unfair, I think, to'compare the
expenditures of the two bodies on the basis of per capita mem-
bership, and I have not heard any gentleman on the floor sug-
gest anything to the contrary. It is manifestly absurd, though,
in my judgment to make such comparison for the reasons I have

stated.

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Mis-
souri a question. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]
recites a condition of things which shows a great disproportion
between the cost of a Senator and a Member of the House to the
country. Now, I wish to ask if this is an unusual condition,
embodied in this bill, or if it is simply a continuation of what
has existed for a long time?

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, it has existed for a hundred years, and
will most likely continue for a hundred years to come.

Mr. KILG'Dl{E. How was it in the Fifty-first Congress?

Mr. DOCKERY. The same disparity existed then. A Sen-
ator’s worth was in the same proportion in the Fifty-firet Con-
gress as now.

Mr. KILGORE. I thought that was probably the case.

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask the Clerk to proceed with the reading
of the bill.

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows:

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

For compensation of members of the House of Representatives and Dele-
gates from Territories, §(,800,000.

Mr. HAYES. I desire to offer an amendment at this point.

Mr, BOATNER. I desire now to have read the amendment
which I had read on Saturday, and which I wish to offer at this
point.

The Clerk read as follows:

Ol._: page 10, amend by adding in line 4, after the word ‘‘salary,” the follow-

** Provided, That the Secretary of the Senate and Sergeant-at-Arms of the
House shall respectively deduct from the mouthéi anment.s of each Mem-
ber or Delegate the amount of his salary for ea ay that he has been ab-
sent without leave of the Senate or House, as the case may be, unless he as-
gigns as the reason therefor sickness of himself or a member of his family
re%:eirlng his attention; and if any leave of absence be revoked the Member
or Delegate shall, on receiving notice thereof, forthwith return by the ordi-
nary route of travel under penalty of the deduction from his salary as above

provided

Mr. DE ARMOND. I wish to make a point of order on that
amendment.

Mr. KILGORE. I wish to submit a point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order has already been made
by the gentleman from Missouri. '

Mr. DE ARMOND. My point of order is that this will change
existing law, and that it does not reduce expenditures.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman fully
on the point of order. i

Mr. BOATNER. - Would it be in order for me to temporarily
withdraw the amendment in order to permit the amendment of
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAYES] to be offered?

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the amendment
can be withdrawn temporarily, and the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAYES] will be read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend as follows: At the end of line 4. page 10, insert the following:

*And it is hereby declared that section 6 of the act approved August 16, 1856,
and section 40 of the Revised Statutes have been herstofore repealed.”

Mr.DE ARMOND. I make the point of order on thatamend-
ment.

Mr. HAYES. That is clearly not subject to the point of order,
as held repeatedly by the present Chairman, as well as others.
If the Chair desires any argument upon it, he can simply refer
to his own ruling. A

The CHATRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman.

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, some time ago there was
introduced by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] a reso-
lution declarative of the effect of section 40 of the Revised Stat-
utes, and directing the Sergeant-at-Arms to enforce the law.
That resolution was referred by the House to the Committee on
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the Judiciary. In due course of time a report was submitted by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WOLVERTON], who, I re-
gret to see, is not now present in the Hall. .

That report gave to the House the judgment of the committee
that section 40 is inforce. Later on a minority reportwas made
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE],
concurred in by two of his associates [Mr. UPDEGRAFF and Mr.
CHILDS]. Stilfla.ter came another minority report, by the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. RAY], concurred in by the gentle-
man from Kansas | Mr. BRODERICK]. Later still a supplemental
report was made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WOL-
VERTON]. Owing to some delay that report has not yet reached
the document room.

The CHAIRMAN. When was that report submitted?

Mr. DE ARMOND. It was submitted on Friday, but owing
to some delay, the cause of which it is unnecessary now to dis-
cuss, and which is foreign to the guestion before the House, it
has not yet reached the document room, unless it has been re-
ceived within a very few minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. What did the gentleman state was the
substance of that report?

Mr. DE ARMOND. Itisasupplemental report by the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, submitted by the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [IM r. WOLVERTON], and I think, when fairly considered,
will hardly leave doubt in the mind of any man that section 40
of the Revised Statut:s is in full force and vigor.

Mr. HAYES. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques-
tion?

Mr. DE ARMOND. Certainly. .

Mr. HAYES. If that is true, can not the same argument be
made now? .

The CHATRMAN. The Chair wishes to say that he can not
hear what is being said. The Chair would like to hear what is
being said on the point of order.

Mr. HAYES. Isuggest to my friend from Missouri that if
the argument made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
WOLVERTON] was conclusive, the same argument could be made
here now, just as well as to take it from the report.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask gentlemen who seem
to be informed of this matter if this was a unanimous report
from the Committee on the Judiciary? .

Mr. DE ARMOND. No, there are two minority reports, one
signed by three members of the committee and another signed
by two; and to these five may be added the gentleman from
Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] who expressed his views last Satur-
day upon the question. Now, the proposition from the gentle-
man from Louisiana, submitted by way of an amendment, and
against which a point of order has been made, is to change ex-
isting law, if section 40 of the Revised Statutes is in effect. It
does not reduce expenditures, and therefore can not be enter-
tained under our rules.

As tothe contention of the gentleman from Iowa, that it is the
proper thing for this committee to declare thata particular

rovision upon the statute books is not the law, to make that
Pegislative eclaration, without any legislation dependent upon
or connected with it, he is asserting that which I think he can
not successfully maintain. I now address myself to the under-
lying question of whether section 40 of the Revised Statutes is
now a part and parcel of the law of the land. Iaffirm that it is,

Mr. lE[AYES. I desire to say to the gentleman, if he will
permit me, that at present we are only discussing the point of
order. Why not limit the discussion to that, and et the argu-
ment upon the merits come up in its order?

Mr, DE ARMOND. I have not touched the merits of the
proposition. :

r. HAYES. You are asking whether it is the law or not,
and that is the very question; but we can not discuss that upon
a goint. of order.

Ir. DE ARMOND. Why, of course, the gentleman simply
misapprehends or misunderstands what 1 !,seadﬁ. I say the in-
quiry before this House is directly and poin as to whether
section 40 of the Revised Statutes of the Unite! States is or is
not a part of the law of the land. That is the exact inquiry.

Mr. HAYES. Not upon a point of order.

Mr.DE ARMOND. Oh, yes. If section40 isnot the law, the
point of order which I made against the amendment offered by

- the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] is not good; and

80, 100, in that case, one objection to the amendment proposed
by the gentleman from Iowa [!Mr. HAYES] would fail.

Mr. RAY. Idesire toask,inorder thatI may understand you
clearly, whether you regard the point at issue to be whether
section 40 of the Revised Statutes is in force or whether section
6 of the act of 1856 is in force?

Mr. DE ARMOND. Oh, well, that is a distinction without a
difference. The question before the House is whether there is
any law which, by the amendment of the gentleman from Louis-

iana, will be changed. Thaft is a broad question. If so, thenthe
amendment of the gentleman from Louisiana is a proposition to
change existing law.

Mr. RAY. Ifthe gentleman will allow me.

Mr. DE ARMOND. I do not wish to be diverted L!:Ron the
}wint. I can not yield to the gentleman upon that triviality, for

am trying to address myszlf to the question we have before
this committee, and as to the learned distinction which the gen-
tleman makes, learned according to his standard of learning, he
can eludicate and elaborate that when he gets the floor,and I do
not eare at this time to address myself to it. If there is any ex-
isting law (I do not care whether you call it section 6 of the
act of 1856 or section 40 of the Revised Statutes of the United
States) that contains a provision contrary to that expressed in
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Louisiana, then
that amendment, if adopted, would change existing law.

It is apparent also that it would not lessen expenditures; and,
therefore, if my contention be true, the point of order made
a%ainst the amendment is a good one. Now, my first inquiry is,
whether or not the majority of the Committee on the Judiciary
are correct in declaring that there isa provision of law under
which a deduction shall be made for a member’s absence other-
wise than on account of sickness of himself or family. This
provision first appears in an act passed in August, 1856. It will
not be contended by anybody, I presume, that there has since
been passed any act which purports to repeal it.

Then, if this provision of the law of 1856 is no more, it has
been repealed by implication. Now, let me state, as a funda-
mental proposition, that repeals by implication are never fa-
vored. That is a very natural, a very reasonable, a very sound
declaration of the courts and of the law. Why? Whenever
anything has been made law, it is only common sense as well as
law that it shall continue to be law unless absolutely repealed,
or necessarily displaced by some other legislation which can not
have:l its full force and effect if the former statute be allowed to
stand.

In other words, when you have a provision of law it continues,
in whole or in part, to be the law until it is expressly repealed,
or until the passage of some other act which can not have force
and effect excegt by the destruction of the former statute.

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman permit a question?

Mr. DE ARMOND. Yes, sir.

Mr. BOATNER. I want to call the gentleman’s attention to-
the language of the act of 1856.

Mr. DE ARMOND. Will the gentleman wait a moment for
that? Iam discussing now a fundamental legal proposition.

Mr. BOATNER. I askthe gentleman’s pardon. [ will try to
take the floor when he %‘ets through.

Mr. DE ARMOND. I have no objection to yielding to the
gentleman later, but just now I am on a proposition which I
think the gentleman does not dispute. When I come to the
other point I will yield to the gentleman.

Now, Mr. Chairman, to resume, I say that there is no express
repeal of section 6 of the act of 1856. If it has been repealed
and is no longer the law, wholly or partially, it must be because
other laws have been passed which can not have force and effect
with that section 6 or its equivalent, section 40, still operative.
If that result has come, then section 6 of the act of 1856 was
repealed by implication, by necessary inconsistency with, by
necessary repugnance to, a subsequent enactment. that con-
dition has not come about then section 6 of the act of 1856 sur-
vives, in substance as section 40 of the Revised Statutes. Let

_us now look into this act of August 16, 1856.

The CHATIRMAN. The Chair wishes to ask the gentleman
a question with a view to getting at the salient point. The lan-
e of this amendment is that section 6 of the act of 1856, or
section 40 of the Revised Statutes, has been heretofore repealed.

Mr. DE ARMOND. Yes.

The CHAIRMAN. Now, the difficulty in the mind of the
Chair, to which he wishes the gentleman to address his remarks,
is this: Can it be held that thisamendment is a repealing amend-
ment if the Chair should be of opinion that section 40 of the Re-
vised Statutes has not been heretofore repealed?

If, as a fact, section 40 of the Revised Statutes, has not been
heretofore repealed, does the gentleman insist that this amend-
ment is a repealing act which would repeal that section if it had
not been heretofore repealed? The answer to that might make
a wide difference in deciding the question whether the amend-
ment is parliamentary, apart from the question whether it is
mper or not. In other words, the amendment might be par-

entary and still be one which in the opinion of the Chair
ought not to be adopted. Might not this amendment be parlia-
mentary in the viewof the case which the Chair hassuggested?

Mr.DEARMOND. Iwasendeavoring to address myself more
particularly to the point of order on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER], understanding




2038

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

May 21,

I:'.t,l::xa.t; 5itw::tia temporarily withdrawn in order that the other might
offere

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from
Louisiana is not now pending. The question is on the amend-
ment of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAYES], and the Chair
understood the gentleman [Mr. DE ARMOND] to make the point
of order against that amendment.

Mr. DE ARMOND. Certainly. The point of order I madeon
that amendment and the point of order against the amendment
of the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER], being in part
the same, ard since both will come before the Chairto be passed
upon, I thought it might be well to consider the question with
reference to both; but I shall of course conform fo the wish of
the Chair,

The CHATRMAN. The Chair does not object to that at all.

Mr. DE ARMOND. The broader question is the one raised
by the gentleman from Louisiana. amendment is a propo-
sition which involves necessarily an inquiry as to whether the
provision of law, referred to sometimes as section 6 of the act
of 1856 and at other times as section 40 of the Revised Statutes,
is or is not repealed. I submit, however, that the amendment
of the gentleman from Iowa comes within the objection all the
same, although it presents a narrower question. That amend-
ment recites that these provisions are no longer the law.

Now, it is not germane to anything in this bill to declare
what is or what is not the law. It is not a pertinent inquiry
to submit to the House; for if it is, then it 1s proper for any

entleman, upon the same theory and philosophy, to offer a dec-
tion that any particular provision of the statutes which he
chooses to pick out or refer to, or anything which he chooses
to imagine or assert is or might be, or is thought by some-
body to be, a part of the statutes, is no longer law, and to have
a declaration of the House upon that subject.

The question of the pending p ph as to how much money
shall be appropriated for the salaries of members of the House
has nothiug whatever to do with the question whether section 40
of the Revised Statutes or section 6 of the act of 1856 has been
repealed or still survives.

The amendment would be equally competent upon an appro-
priation for contingent expenses of the House or for the office
of the Sergeant-at-Arms ol the House, or for the payment of the
Speaker's salary. Anywhere along in this bill it would be ad-
missible, if admissible at all.

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman allow me a question?

Mr. DE ARMOND. Certainly.

Mr. DALZELL. Does nof this bill appropriate money to pay
the salaries of members?

Mr. DE ARMOND. Yes, sir.

Mr. DALZELL, And is it not perfectly germane that the bill
%léo;ll& egntain & provision saying how that appropriation shall

ef

Mr. DE ARMOND. Certainly that would be germane; buf
this does not do that. It asserts that a certain provision, al-
leged to be the law—and which, plain as the nose on a man's
face, is the law according to the reading of the Revised Stat-
utes—is not the law.

Mr.DALZELL. Butifthepropositionthatiscontendedfor on
one side is valid, then this money will be appropriated in a cer-
tain way. If,on the other hand, this law isnot in foree, and this
House has the right to say so, then the money will be appro-
priated in another way.

Mr. DE ARMOND. I do notso understand it. This amend-
ment has nothing at all to do with the duties of the Sergeant-
at-Arms; it has no relation to the duties of the Speaker of the
House. Here is a bald, naked declaration, according to the
proposition of the gentleman from Iowa, that a certain section
?pea.ring in the statutes as law is not law—has been repealed.

M 133% p%gﬂmhm thetie - all single

Mr. the eman allow me a [ stion?

Mr. DE ARMOND. %, sir. e

Mr. COX. Here is a declaration that section 6 of a certain
law and section 40 of the Revised Statutes have been repealed.

Mr. DEARMOND. Yes, sir.

Mr. COX. Now, the question on which I would like to hear
the gentleman, while he is on the floor, is this: What authority
has this committee to declare that a law has re g force
;rellafeon the construction of the law depends upon the statute it~
" Mr. DE ARMOND. Well, I have been maintaining, Mr.
Chairman, that this is a matter which has nothing in the world
to do with this bill; that this declaration is as fore to the
purposes and objects and effect of this bill as an could
be. Gentlemen might just as well undertake to declare by an
amendment that a certain provision in the Constitution as orig-
inally written is no longer a constitutional provision— _

Mr. COX. Because it has been repealed.

Mr. DE ARMOND. They might give any reason, or mﬁ]:t
give no reason. That is a mere matter of phraseology. y
gentleman on the same philosophy may pick out of the statutes
any provision contained in them and stuff info an appropriation
bill wherever he pleases the proposition that such provision of
law has ceased to be law. You can go further and assert that a
certain thing is law, although the courts may have decided fifty
times over that it is not law. Theaffirmative declaration is just
as good as the negative. It is just as competent to assert the
one thing as the other.

Mr. MCCALL. Would not a declatory act, concurred in by
the House and the Senate and the President, declaring a certain
thing to be the law, have the effect of repealing any law which
might be in confliet with it?

Mr. DE ARMOND. I think that is probable.

Mr. McCALL. Butitwouldnotbewithinour power to amend
the Constitution in that way; we have not that authority.

Mr. DE ARMOND. Of course not. I think the suggestion of
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCALL] is a correct
one; and, Mr, Chairman, it bears upon an inquiry which the
Chair submitted to me just before I was turned aside by yield-
ing for questions.

e CHATRMAN. The Chair did not hear the suggestion of
the gentleman from Massachusetts, and would be glad if the gen-
tleman from Missouri would repeat it.

Mr. DE ARMOND. The suggestion of thé gentleman from
Massachusetts is, that if the House should adopt as part of this
bill the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa, and the Sen-
ate and the President should concur, so that it would be incor-
porated in the bill, the effect would be to repeal section 6 and
section 40, if not heretofore repealed.

I think that is true. The repeal would come in an indirect
way, by declaring in an act of Congress that those sections had
been repealed. Such athing,I take it, has never before been at-
tempted from the foundation of the Government until this day. I
imagine that never before did it occur to the ingenuity of a legis-
lator to evade a rule against the repeal of a statute by an amend-
ment to an appropriation bill, by giving to the repealing act
the form of a declaration that the statute aimed at had been re-

P The CHAIRMAN. Now, if the gentleman will indulge tho
Chair. Assume that to be so, the question is, would this
amendment then be obnoxious to the objection that it is not per-

missible under the parliamentary law—

Mr. DE ARMOND. I think so, and for the reason that it
would be a change of existing law.

The CHAIR (continuing). Notas to whether the amend-

ment is a wise or a proper one for Congress to enact, but is it
obnoxious to the rule?

Mrti DOCEKERY. Obnoxious to Rule XXI; that is the fair
question.

Mr. DE ARMOND, I think so0,and a discussion of that is in-
volved also in the discussion of the amendment proposed by the
gentleman from Louisiana. g

Now, if as a matter of fact you assume that these provisions
of law have been actuall repealed, I submit still that this dec-
laration embodied in the amendment of the gentleman from
Iowa would be open to the parliamentary objection of not being

e to the paragraph under consideration. So that in
either event, whether the law survives and the assumption of
the gentleman is incorrect, or whether if is passed and his as-
sumption correct, the amendment is clearly amenable to that
objection.

ither way, if the law is repealed or if it is not repealed, the
amendment of the gentleman from Iowa must fall. the law
exists, it is an indirect attempt to repeal it and is obnoxious to
the provisions of the rule; and if the law is repealed it is a
declaration that is not germane to the bill and has no connec-
tion with it.

I come now to the main proposition involved in the
amendment of the gentleman from Louisiana, and also in the

roposition of the gentleman from Iowa. Can a provision simi-

r to section 40 of the Revised Statutes, or section 6 of the act
of 1856, exist side by side and as part of the law, with a pro-
vision fixing the com tionw the members of the House
and of the Senate s receive, as now provided by law?

That they could exist under the act of 1856, is clear beyond
room or argument, clear beyond the possibility of doubt, clear
beyond question, The act of 1856, in its first section, provides
for the compensation of Senators and members of the House
as clearly, as distinctly, as completely as any su uent act
changing the amountol compensation. The amount which was
prescribed and fixed by the first section'of thatact was $6,000 for
each Senafor and Member for each Congress.

It determined how it should be paid and when. I challenge.
any man to say that the act of 1866, the act of 1867, the act of
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1873, or of 1874, or any or all of the subsequent acts did or do
more than to determine how much salary a Senator or Repre-
sentative should get, and when and how that salary should be
paid to him. Unser the act of 1856 it was perfectly consistent
with the declaration of section 1 that Senators and Members of
the House should each receive $6,000 for a Congress, to be paid
in a specified manner; to declare also by section 6 that the ab-
gence of either, except when occasioned by the sickness of him-
gself or his family, would subject the absentee toa corresponding
deduction of pay. z

Section 1 ﬁl::aed the salary of members of Congress in 1856.
Section 6 provides for a deduction, in proportion to the amount
K;Lid, for absence not occasioned by the sickness of the member

imself or some member of his immediate family.

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. That is in the same seo-
tion?

Mr. DE ARMOND. No, sir; different sections. Now, the
fact that the two provisions can stand together isnot challenged.
I defy any man to challenge it. e must challenge the act it-

self, for in that act, now here before me, they do stand together,

the one no more the law than the other.
Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Is not section 6 limited
to the salaries referred to in section 1?
Mr. DE ARMOND. I will come to that later. Now, Mr.
Chairman, I'will read this sectionl of the act of August16, 1856.
The CHAIRMAN. What isthe gentleman Eomposing toread?
Mr. DE ARMOND. The first section of the act of 1856, fix-

ing the compensation of members of Congress. It isas follows:

That the compensation of each Senator, Representitive, and Delegate in
shall be 86,000 for each Co and mileage as now p: ed by
law, for two sessions only, to be paid in manner following, to wit: On the
firstday of each regular sessioneach Senator, Begrosent.auve, and Delegate
ghall receive his mileage for the first session, and on the first day of each
month thereafter during such session at the rateof 3,000 per annum during
the continuance of such session, and at the end of such session he shall re-
ceive the residue of his salary due tohim at such time at the rate aforesaid
still unpaid; and at the beginning of the second re%u‘.lﬂt session of the
Congress each Senator, Repr tative, and Delegate s receive his mile-
age for such second session, and monthly during such session compensa-
tion at the rate of £3,000 per annum, until the 4th of March terminating the
Congress, and on that day each Senator, Re ntative, and Delegate shall
be entitled to receive the balance of the $5,000 not theretofore paid in the
menthly installments above directed.

That issection 1. Now, Ichallenge contradiction of the state-
ment that all subsequent legislation in regard to this matter has
been legislation upon the subjects embraced in this section 1.
The changes that have been made have been changes in the pro-
visions of law as created by this section 1. This section 1 would
to-day be the law but for those changes. Now, could there stand
with this section 1 the provision of law which I say, and which
the majority of the Committee on the Judiciary say, is still ex-
isting law? Itcould exist with this section 1, because it did.
Now, let us read section 6.

Mr. VAN VOORHISof New York. You concede thatsection
1 was repealed? 3

Mr. DEGARMOND. The provision fixing thesalary, of course.
Instead of $6,000 a Congress, we have now 85,000 a year, and in-
stead of payment at the times thersin specified, we have pay-
ments at other times as well, as for instance, beginning amonth
after our term begins instead of not until after our service has
begun.

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. It was repealed by pass-
ing an independent act. _

r. DE ARMOND. Certainly, sir, astoamount of compensa-
tion. Now, let me read section 6:

And be it further enacted, That it shall be the duty of the Sergeant-at-Arms
of the Houss and Secratary of the Senate, respectively, to deduct from the
monthly payments of members as herein provided for, the amount of his
compensation for each day that such member shall be absent from the
House or Senate, respectively, unless such Representative, Senator, or Dele-
gate shall assign as the reason for such absence the sickness of himself
o rsome member of his family.

Mr. VAN VOORHIS oI New York. What force do you give
the words ‘‘as herein providea?”

Mr. REED. Substitute the words *‘ therein provided.”

Mr. CRAIN. Will the gentleman address If to the
question how far this statute may have been repealed by the
construction placed upon it forso long a period of years by both
Houses and by the accounting officers of the Government

Mr. DE ARMOND. I will come to thatlater.

If a salary of 86,000 to a member of Congress for a term can be
fixed in harmony with a provision of law, such as is contained in
section 6, that for certain absences deductions shall be made,
then a law ﬂ)ug&]t.ha salary at $5,000 per annum, or $10,000 per
annum, or $20,000 a Congress, at any sum, will stand also in har-
mgﬁy gl;'%th sact.iti)):; 6 or section 40.

1856 a member got $6,000 for the Congress, or $3,000a
or at the rate of 8250 a month. In 1868 there was a'chmgee?n’l
the law, giving 810,000 for the Congress, $5,000 for the year, or
at the rate of $416.66§ per month. If you could deductunder the

law (and there is no question of expediency) a day’s pay from
the 3,000 per annum, why can not youdeducta day’s pay, under
specified conditions, from the compensation to be paid at the
rate of $5,000 per annum?

Mr. REED. Would the gentleman like an answer?

Mr. DE ARMOND. Yes.

Mr. REED. Because it said, **Shall be d at the rate
herein provided for, " and that ‘‘ herein provided for” having
been repealed, there is nothing for it to operate upon. If the
law had stated that there was to be substituted for the earlier
provision of the law of 1856 the provision of the law of 1866,
why, then, that would carry, by implication, a retention of sec-
tion 6; but it did not so provide; and this section 6, having
nothing to operate upon, falls of course.

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow me to say
the words ** herein provided for " are just the eguivalent of the
words ‘‘as provided by law.”

Mr. DE ARMOND. I will address myself to the inquiry sug-
gested by the gentleman from Maine. I am not surprised that
this construction has been put upon the words of the statute
by others; but I am surprised that it has been put upon the
statute by the very able gentleman from Maine.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not hear a word, Gentle-
men must cease conversation or retire to the cloakroom.

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr, Chairman, I am addressing myself
to the suggestion made by the gentleman from Maine. I amnot
surprised at the construction which he suggests has been given
to this provision of the law by some Fentlaman, though I con-
fess I am surprised that it is given to it by him.

Mr. REED. And given by all the gentlemen of the House
and of the Senate for the last twenty-eight years; so that I am
in very good company and very numerous company, too.

Mr. DE ARMOND. I am surprised that the gentleman from
Maine, who is a lawyer and a man of very great ability, as wa
all know he is,commits himself to that construction, and I think
that when I get through with section 6 he will also be surprised.
Section 6 contains the words upon which the gentleman hinges
his argument as tothe repeal of the section.

And beit further enacted, That it shall bs the duty of the Sergeant-at-Arms
of the House and the Secrnmg;ta the Senats, re:_lp;uumly, to deduct from
the monthly payment of mem! as herein provided for.

I understand the gentleman hinges his argument for the re-
peal, by implieation, of section 6 upon these words: “As herein
provided for.” The gentleman from Maine, perhaps quite in-
cautiously, undertook to support his construction by the interpo-
lation of, *‘ at the rate herein provided for.” There is the dis-
tinction. ‘‘At the rate herein provided for ” is not specified, is
not in the section atall. ‘*Asherein provided for ” means what?
Does it mean a fixed, specific amount? It does not. It has
reference to the monthly payment provided for, rather than its

amount.

Mr. BOATNER. I rise toa point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. BOATNER. My point of order is that the gentleman is
not addressing himself to the point of order, but is addressing
himself to the merits of the pr:ﬁosit.ion. =

Mr. DE ARMOND. Notatall. I am addressing myself to
the question of order. AT

Mr, BOATNER. I understand that the question before the
committee now is a pointof order; and the gentleman is not ad-
dressing himself to the point of order, but to the merits of the

uestion. I have not heard the gentleman refer to any rule of
Ehe House which the proposition violates or make any argument
in support of that proposition.

Mr. DE ARMOND. I think, Mr. Chairman, that the Chair-
man and the members of the committee in general will agree
with me that, whether clearly or otherwise, I have been i
strictl%aénd directly upon the point of order.

Mr. ATNER. y inquiry is, what is the point of order
and the rule of the House that the amendment violates?

Mr. DE ARMOND. That it changes existing law and does
not reduce expenditures.

But, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Louisiana objects
that I am about the merits of this proposition instead of
addressing m to the point of order. I have been di i
the question whether this is the law or not, which is the very
point of order involved.

If I were fo say that, after the attempt upon the other sideof
the House, by what they claimed fo be a privileged resolution,
to nullify this act, to render it nugaiory, to set it aside; after
this side of the House had decided upon its enforcement; after
the Speaker from his chair had declared he would sign no cer-
tificate except in conformity with this law; if I were to direct
myself to the guestion of propriety involved in these amend-
ments, and say that from our standpoint upon this side, who as-
serted that the law existed and then demanded its observance,
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from the standpoint of the Speaker, who has clearly and boldly

declared in:favor of its enforcement, the proposed legislation
would be bad legislation, which would naturally be ;{ropoaed
and supported on the other side, and asnaturally should be op-

upon this side, then I think I would be speaking to the
merits, and not upon the point of order.

1f I were addressing myself to the question of the merits, I
would talk about the peculiar merit and the gecu].iar judgment
and the extraordinary philosophy, political and otherwise,which
would impel a gentleman on this side to beat down a law which
has met with the approval of the country, with the sanction of
his party, with the approval of the Speaker, and under which
the House is now operating in a lawful, regular, honest, decent
way. ButIaddress myself to the point of order, and I trustthe

entleman will now see the distinction between the point of or-
ﬁar and the so-called merits of a proposition utterly without
merit.

I was speaking, Mr, Chairman, to the suggestion made by the
gentleman from Maine—

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be glad to hear the gen-
tleman’s construction of the words quoted by the gentleman
from Maine.

Mr, DE ARMOND. Certainly. Iought,perhaps,to beg par-
don of the Chair for having diverged, but having been speak-
ing entirely to the point of order, and that not being apEa.orent,
for some reason unknown to me, to the Eentle\man from Louisi-
ana and to other gentlemen near me, Ithought that by way of a
momentary diversion I would throw out a few suggestions as to
what might be said upon the merits of a meritless proposition.
{Laughter.

Mr. BOATNER. If the gentleman will permit me, I did not
intend to cast any reflection whatever upon the strength of the
argument he was making; but being convinced that if this law
is stillupon the statute book the pending amendment would not
repeal it,and thatif itisalready repealed the amendment would
add nothing to the force of that repeal, it appeared to me that
the question which the gentleman was discussing related en-
tirely to the merits of the law and not to the question whether
the amendment was germane to the bill and did not reduce ex-
penditures, and therefore was not in order.

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York (to Mr. DE ARMOND). Do
you claim that the act of 1866 fixing the salary of members of
Congress at $5,000 a year isnot an independentact, but is a mere
amendment of the first section of the act of 18567

Mr. DE ARMOND. Isay it had the effect to displace all the
inconsistent, contradictory, and repugnant provisions of the act
of 1856; that it went so far asto fix anew the compensation of
members, but it had nothing todo with the question of deduc-
tions for absence.

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. You do not, then, claim
that the act of 1856 was merely an amendment of the former act.

Mr. DE ARMOND. No; it was not in that form.

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Do not you think it sur-
perseded that act and the whole of it?

Mr. DE ARMOND. No; that isexactly what I do not think,
In answer to the gentleman from New York, Mr. Chairman, I
repeat what I have already said, that an act providing that a
member shall be paid 5,000 per annum is as completely consist-
ent with a provision of law that there shall be a deduction made
for his absence as another provision of law that he shall ba paid
6,000, or 83,000, or any other sum. That ismy contention; and
as any provision fixing the salary at any amount can stand with
this section 6 or section 40 just as well as any other provision
fixing it at any other amount,I say there is no such repu’%na.ncy
or inconsistency as can work a repeal by implication. That is
what I contend.

Coming now again to these words * as herein provided for,"”I
say gentlemen give them a meaninﬁwhich I submit is not the
correct one. Upon reflection any lawyer must hesitate to con-
cur in theirconstruction. The words **as herein provided for "
genilemen make read ‘‘in that amount which would come to
one per day at the rate hereinbefore gpecified.” Now, the words
“as herein provided for” have reference to the payments.

Every month after Congress be%a.n payment was made to the
member of one-twelfth of his yearly salary under section 1, les-
sened under section 6 by a proportionate deduction for each
day’s absence during the month unless that absence was of the
kind or for the reason specified in section 6. As suggested by
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CoBB] these words giving
them their true legal  significance, their proper construction
as they are used in statute, mean nothing more than ‘‘as pro-
vided by law.”

Now, to show that this construction is the correct one, I go
further and say that if you leave these words out of the section
entirely, precisely the same result follows as if they are incor-
porateg init. The section is not changed in its effect; it is not

changed in its substance. It has precisely the same bearing
with those words left out as with them in, and when the section
was incorporated in the Revised Statutes those words were left
out by the codifier and by the Congress which adopted the Re-
vised Statutes. .

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. But leaving them in con-
fines their force to that particular act.

Mr. DE ARMOND. 1t confines it to the monthly payment.
But suppose the construction for which the gentleman contends
were true, let us test it. If that were correct, Mr. Chairman,
what would be the result? Somebody has figured out that the
comf;ensa.tion per day, the one-thirtieth part of $250 a month,
would be $8.33t, and that would be the amount to be deducted un-
der that law; not because it says ‘* as herein provided for,” but
becauge it says, in effect, thata day’s pay shall %e deducted for a
day’s absence, and as a matter of arithmetic each day’s absence
would cause a lessening of the total amount of compensation by
$8.33t, the one-thirtieth part of $250, the compensation for the
entire month. '

But to show the absurdity of the construction that gentlemen
contend for, suppose that, instead of it being l}?‘)rcwi.deél by the
law that there shall be monthly payments, such provision had
been entirely left out, the effect would not be changed a parti-
cle. Suppose you give it a strained, unreasonable, unnatural,
unauthorized meaning, so as to read that ‘‘ there shall be a de-
duction made at the rate of 88.33% for each day’sabsence?” Sup-
pose that were the reading; what would follow?

Mr. Chairman, just as inevitably as anything upon earth, the
result would be that under existing law there would still be the
deduction of $8.33ta day. If there is a provision that a man
shall be paid a certain sum—I do not care what—and that a cer-
tain sum shall be deducted per day,all the changes made in the
gross amount that shall be paid, all the changes made in the an-
nual compensation of members or their compensation per Con-
gress, can have nothing to do with the amount of the deduction

or daily absence.

If you give that effect to the provision, then you must make
the section read as though it said, ‘‘and for each day’s absence
except on account of sickness of himself or some member of his
family, there shall be deducted $8,333.” That must be the read-
ing,in effect, if the contention of the gentleman from Maineand
other gentlemen who agree with him be correct. If that is the
meaning that would be the law to-day. If you provide that there
shall be deducted $3.33% for a day’s absence and then leave that
law absolutely untouched—from that time on it is perfectly con-
sistent to deduct$8.33, whether you give as compensation $3,000,
or $1,000, or $50,000 or $500.

Mr. MAHON. How wouild you apply that in another view of
the case? The act of 1866did mt{_,fmﬁde for monthly émymenm
at all, but slm?lgathat there should be paid to each Congress-
man a salary o 000 per annum. Would you have the Ser-
geant-at-Arms make the deduction under that law?

Mr. DE ARMOND. I will tell you exactly what I would do.
Under the act of 1866, which made no provision for monthly pay-
ments, monthly payments were made——

Mr. MAHON. 1 do notcare what the Sergeant-at-Arms may
have done. I want to hold the gentleman to the law. Ifthe
act of 1866 provided that each member of Congress should re-
ceive a salary of 85,000 perannum, what right has the Sergeant-
at-Arms under that act to deduct any part of the salary for daily
absence?

Mr. DE ARMOND. Iwill answer the gentleman frankly;
and I think he will be content with the answer when he gets it.
Before 1866 the law provided that a certain amount should be
the compensation or salary of the memberof Congress, and that
such salary should be paid in a certain way.

Mr. MAHON. Monthly.

Mr.DE ARMOND. Monthly. Then the law of 1866 provided
that the salary of a member of Congress, instead of being $6,000
a Congress or $3,000 a year, should be 85,000 a year; but it Teft
the law precisely as it was with reference to monthly payments.

Mr. MAHON. Would not any court, construing such an act
as the act of 1866, declare that the member was not entitled to
his pay until he had served a full year in Congress?

Mr. DE ARMOND. That is just precisely what no court
would decide. :

Mr. MAHON. How do you reach the authority for monthly
payments? There is nothing in the law to that eifect.

r. DE ARMOND. That isvery easily reached. If the gen-
tleman will wait a moment I will answer him. He may not be
content with my answer, but upon reflection I am inclined to
think he will be. Section 1 of the act of 1856 provided, we will
say, two things upon thispoint; it provided how much a member
of Con, should receive, and it provided when gayments
should be made to him. That is conceded, of course, by every-

body.
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