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• The SECRETARY~ In line 21, after the word "payable," it is 
proposed to strike out 'quarterly nand insert "mDnthly. t 

The amendment was agreed to. -
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments reported by the 

committee will be stated. . . . 
The bill was reported from the. Comm1 ttee on the J udicJ.al•y 

with amendments, in section 11, line 33, after the word~ ".al
lowance for "to strike out" clerical assistance and;" and m lme 
35, after th~ words" sum of,' to strike out ''2,000" and insert 
"500; ' so as to read: 

The.court shall regulate from time to time the fees to be charged by the 
said clerk, which shall be accounted for at least once in each quar~er, and 
paid i.nto the Treasury of the- United States, and said clerk shall receive such 
allowance for necessary expenditures in the ~onduct of ~s offi.ee as the court 
m determine by special or general order m the premises, but not to ex
ce~ the sum of 1MOO in any one year, payable as aforesaid at the Treasury 
or the Unit~d 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 th~ bill 

to be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time. 
Mr. HARRIS. Before the passage of the bill-for. I do :r:ot 

wish to interfere with other recognitions-I want to give notice 
that, so soon as two or three othe1· Sen!ltors who hav~ ft.lrea~y 
asked for reCOD"nition have been. recogruzed, I shall ObJect, thm 
as the Senate ~' to the further consideration of bills this even-

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

The bill was passed. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I move that .the Senate r~quest 

a conference with the House of Representat1ves on the 'J?lll and 
amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. . ·. . . 
By unanimous consent, the VIce-President was authorlZed to 

appoint the_ conferees on the part of the Senate, and~~ M-rTCH
ELLof Oregorr, Mr. CoKE, and Mr. VILAS were appomted. . 

HEIRS OF MRS. C0URTNEY ANN CLAIBORNE. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask unanimous 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. 
COLLECTION DISTRICT OF HARTFORD, CONN. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask unanimousconsentfor the present con
sideration of the bill (S.1835 J to amend an act approved Septem
ber 25, 1890, extending the- limits of the collection district of 
Hartford, Conn. . • 

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

Mr. HAWLEY. If there-is any expl.anati.on requi~ed, I will 
say, as there is no written report acco:npanymg the bill, I hold 
in my hand a letter fro~ the Secretary of the T~easur~ ap-prov
ing its passage, which IS based upon the report OJ. 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 let~r. Th:e 

TreasuriDepartment 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, re.ad the third time, 
and passed. 

MRS. LEVENIA D. ATHON. 

Mr. TURPIE. I ask unanimous consent to call up fOl' present 
consideration the bill (S. 1391) granting a pen~ion to Mrs. Le
venia D. Athon. 

By unanimous consent, -the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Wh'ole, proceeded to consider the bil!. It proposes ~o place on 
the pension roll the name of Levema D. Athon, w1dow 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 ra~ of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordet·ed to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third tj me, 
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.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, May 21, 18941 at 10 
o'clock a. m. 

SENATE. 
MONDAY_, 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-fifth of the 

Senate is present. The1Te is no quorum here. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will cali the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an

swered to their names: 
Allen, Frye, Mitchell, Oregon 
Bate, Gallinger, Mitchell. Wls. 
Berry, George, Murphy,. 
Butler, Hale, Pasco, 
Call, Harris, Pe.JJer, 
Chand1er, Jones, Ark. Perkins, 
Cockrell, Kyle, Platt, 
Daniel, Manderson, Pugh, 

Roach, 
Sherman, 
Vest, 
Voorheel:!, 
Walsh, 
White. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thn.·ty Senato_rs have answered to 
their name~. There is not a quorum present. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the names of the absentees be called. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The names of the absent Senators 

will be called. . 
The Secretary called the names of the absent Senat'brs, and 

Mr. PALMER and. Mr. TELLER answered to their names. 
Mr. BLACKBURN, Mr. LODGE,Mt·. 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 quorum present. 
Mr. HARRIS. There is but one thing to do, and that is to 

direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to request the attendance ot absent 
Senators. I move that he be so requested. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will execute 

the order of the Senate. 
J\fr. VILAS, Mr. MOLAURIN, Mr. HUNTON, _Mr. G'ORDON, Mr. 

LINDSAY, Mr. DAVIS, and Mr. GRAY entered the Chamber, and 
answered to their names. .. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 10 o'clock and 10 minutes a.m. ). 
Forty-four Senators have answered _to. their names. A q·uorum 
·is present. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to dispense with further proceedings 
under the call. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The Journal will be read. _ 

The Secretary proceeded 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. 
M.r. SHERMAN presented a petition of Queen City Lodge, 

No.162, International Association of Machinists, of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, prayingr for the- governmental control of the telegraph 
service; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petition.s of 123 · hold~rs. o:f life insur!l'~ce 
policies, of Ross County; of 132 holders of hfe msurance pohe1es 
of Summit County,andof 82 hQlders of life insurance policies, of 
Belmont County, all in the State of Ohio, praying thf!,t mutual 
life insurance companies and associations be exempted from the 
proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill· which 
were ordered to Ue on the table. 

Mr. PASCO presented the petition of J. J. Finley and 43other 
citizens of Florida, holders of life insurance policies, pra.ying 
that in the passage of any law providing for the taxation of in
comes, tQ.e funds of mutual life i?suranc~ companies and ass?
ciations be exempted from taxa.tion; which was ordered to he 
on the table. . 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Volun
town and Sterling, in the State oi Connecticut, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to ena~le the Sta~es to enforce St~te 
laws regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy products; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas pre sen ted petitions of sundry citizens 
of Brinkley Wynne, and Forest City, all in the State of Arkansas, 
praying th~t the Wilson tariff bill be. so amended as to exempt 
such building and loan associations as make loans exclusively in 
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 petitio~ of_ the 01tycouncilof G~een
viller S.C., p1•aying that: an appropr1ation be made for.anatwnal 
exhibit at the Cotton. Smtes and International Exposition to be 
held at Atlanta, Ga., in the fall of 1895; 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 Infantry, praying to be compensated 
for imprisonment in the Kansas State penitentiary for a period 
o! five days during 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 
bridge 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. 5615) authorizing the constr-uction of a bridge over 
the Mississippi Ri.ver to thE) city of StA Louis, in the State o! 
Missouri, from some suitable-point between the north line of St. 
Clair County, IlL, and the southwestlineof said county, reported 
it with amendments. 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Organization, Conduct, 
and Expenditures of the Executive Departments, to whom was 
referred an amendment submitted by himself on the 11th in
sbnt, relative to the duties of the joint commission to inquire 
into and examine the status of the laws organizing the Execu
tive Departments,- submitted a favorable report. thereon 1 and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations} 
and be printed; which was agreed to. · 

DILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. COCKREJL (by request) introduced a bill (8. 2038} for 
.the. relief of Oklahoma settlers; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MANDERSONintroduceda bill (S. 2031))grantin~ increase 
of pension to Stephen c. Monroe; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

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

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (8. 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 be proposed b_y 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 proposed 
by him. to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was 
refe1·red to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered ·to be 
printed. 

JUDGMENTS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

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

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

Mr. SHER:\1AN. I do not believe in that bill at all; and cer
tainly it ought. not to be considered in the morning hour. The 
bill proposes to make a judgment a lien on every title to land, 
and also provides that the right shall attach t.o subsequently ac
quired -property long Mter the debt has accrued. I do not 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~PRESIDENT. There being objectiont the bill will 
go over unde1· the rule. _ 

PEARSO~ C. MONTGOMERY. 

· The bill IS. 61}. for the relief of Peirson C. Mont.o-omery 1 of 
Memphis~ Tenn., was considered as in Committee oi the Whole. 
It proposes to pay to Pearson C. Montgomery, of Memphis, Tenn.t 
$3,200, in full compensation for all claims connec~ with the 
steamer New National, and its use, while in the United States 
upon the Mississippi River and its tributaries, prior to the 21st 
day of Mareh, 1863. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the report be read. 
The VICE~PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 

P ACSO from the Committee on Claims, January 26, 1894. 
Mr. PASCO. I think some time would be saved bv reading 

short extracts from the report w:hich will present the whole case. 
~r. PLATT: Let the Senator from Florida. make an expla

nation of the b1ll so that we can understand it. 

Mr. PASCO. The bill has passed thErSenate in each Co.ngre3S 
since I have been here, and it is now unanimously reported by 
the Committee on Claims. Pearson C. Montgomery~ of Memphis, 
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 sarvico up to 
.{ une 6, 1862. 

&he was at Memphis on that day undel' orde.rs from the Confederate au· 
thorities to proceed down the river. Said orders were not obeyed, but after 
the fight Chief Clerk Nicholas M. Johnson, und.er the direction of saidl'tlonQ· 
gomery, as he alleges, went on. board the· monttor Benton a.nd delivered the 
New Natio~~ to Ad.m:il'al' Davis, and Capt. Alexander Grant·, of the Navy, 
was immediately pla.ced in command o! her, and she entered upon the sarv· 
ice ot the United States with the full consent of said Montgomer-y, as he aJ· 
leges. 

She continued in_said service from June~. 1862, to Mareh 20. 18@ a spaee 
of two hundred and eighty-eight days, at the expiration of which time she 
was turnea over to said Montgomery by the order of the See1·etary of the 
Treasury, and thereupon he chartered her for one year to Admiral :Porter 
at the rate o! $50 a. day, and for a. second year at the rate of $6() ~ day. 

The said M:ontgome1·y now asks that he be paid at the ra.t~ Q! $.50 a day 
for t.he two hnndred and eighty-eight. days the New National was in too 
service of the United States} unde.r the eomm:~.nd of Capt\.. Grant,. amount
ing to the sum of $H.400. 

The vessel was proceeded against by the United States author
ities and a judgment of condemnation taken against her. The 
matter was appealed to the Treasury Department1 and the letter 
from Secretary of the Treasury Chase to the Solicitor oi the 
Treasury gives a. history of the case. It is dated January 16t 
1863, and is as follows: · 

Capt. P&arson Montgomery, master and owner oJ the steamer New Na.
ti{}nal, ssized and recently co.udemned in the United States district court 
for the southern dist-rict o.f Illinois, under ths act of July 13, .18tH }Las made 
his petition before me for the remission of said seizure and release of tha 
boat. Tbs eomJl}.ete record ln. the case, together with a statement of United 
States Distrtet Judg&'l"'reat, and th& evidence, are p~ent.ed. From t.hese 
it appea1·s to my satisfaction that. Ca. pt. Montgomery was not of his o..-m 
willln the rebel sel'viee with his boat, and: that, so soon as he could. he es
caped there-from and voluntarily turned her- over to th& Federal authol·· 
ities. * * * I conceive that t.he discretionary_ power oonterred on the 
Secretary of the Treasury of mitigating or remitting forfeitures in cases o:f 
this nature should ba used to extend re:.iaf to loyal p.ersons and to lighten 
the hardships of the war so, far as consists with the public interest. 

In this view of the case, and 1o1· the reasons a hove stated, I feru justifl.ed jn 
extending sucb relief as lies in my power to the petitioner upon the usual 
terms. You will accordingly plea.">a insti·uct. the proper district. att.orney to 
dismisssa,id suit. and fur ther proceedings against said steamer upon these 
conctitions, viz, that the claimant shall pa.y. a.U costs or whatsoever cna.r
acter incurred by the seizure and judicial proceedings, toget.her with a iee. 
o:! $100 to the United States district attoru~y. and agree that a certifica.te .of 
probable cause o· s&Uure shall !'!Sue tram the court tot: the protection of 
t-he seizing omcer. 

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 court while the condemnation proce~ngs were 
pending~ She continued in the possession and service of the 
United Sta.tes Government for sometime after that. Still later, 
by order of Ad mira.l Porter, a contract was mad& with her owner 
under which ·he received compensation for her further us.e. 
The committee. have refused to grant relief for the. time the ves
sel was in the service of the United States while the proceed
ings of condeumation. were pending1 but: for the time afte:r 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 s.et aside by Mr. Chase, 
Secretary 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 its 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 boat and before the contract. 
the committee have thought be ought to receive compensation. 
During th8 Fiftieth Congress the claim was cut down to the 
present :figur~ by refusing compensation for her use while the 
vessel was under seizure. As to the loyalty--

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the amount involved? 
Mr. PLATT. Three thousand two hundred dollars. I think 

the loyalty appears from the letter of the Secret3I""y of the Treas
ury. 

Mr. PASCO. The report states: 
As to the loyalty of Capt. Montgomery th& tes.timony is somewhat con, 

fticting. but the committ.ee are inclined to adopt the view of the Secretary 
of the Tr~asury, Hon. Salmon P. Chase, that Capt. Montgom.ery was loyal 
to the Uruted States Government, and that his acts inconsistent with that 
were not of his own tree will. It appears that as soon aa the. coe.rcive aets 
of the Confederates were removed he voluntarily slln'endel'ed the New Na., 
tiona! to the. United States. 
. It can not be supposed that the Secretary of the Treasury tntended at the 

t1me he r~mitted to Capt. Montgomery the forfeit.ure, and requiring him to 
pay costs and llllOO,that he was to have a claim a.,..O'll.inst the Government. up 
to that time for the use or it durin'g the time it was in possession of the Gov
ernment, and while it was in fact the property of the Government. Sueh a. 
supposition is simply absmd. .. 

) 
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That was the conclusion of the committee and they do not 
'(lropose to give him compensation for that period. 

The remission of the forfeiture can not have the ef!ectiof giving the right 
claimed in this case. 

The statute of March 3, 1797, gives power to the Secretary to stay the pros
ecution and remit the penalty, if one has been imposed, but it goes no fur
ther. It does not confer the power to set aside or re-y,erse the judgment. 
Its etrect is to remit the penalty and restore the property, but the judgment 
and all its attendant disabilities, except those so remitted, stand, and the 
claimant is atrected thereby. - . 

But it appears 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 surtendered to the claimant t.ill the 20th day of 
March foijowing, a period of sixty-two days. It does not distinctly appear 
where the boat was during this time. It does not.appear but that the Gov
ernment had the use of it during this tim&. The claimant 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~ a day for the first year, and 1665 per day for its use thereafter. 

With reference to the use of t.he boat by the Government during the time 
covered by this report the committee finds the evidence stronger than the 
former report suggests. A letter from Admiral Porter, dated March 14, 188!, 
which is in the record, settles this question upon an authority which may 
safely be accepted as conclusive. The following extract is taken from this 
letter: . 

"I certify that when I assumed command of the Mississippi Squadron, in 
September, 1862, I found the New National and several other steamers of a 
similar class running on the Mississippi River and its tributaries in the em
ploy of the Government. 

"Owing to the fact that I was called upon to assume active operations 
against Vicksburg, and had to proceed in person to that point, I was unable 
to ascertain under what circumstances these vessels were employed, and 
did not know until March, 1853; that they were not chartered by the Govern
ment. 

"The New National was, I understood1.~ntitled by an arrangement with 
Flag Officer Davis to a compensation of ~0 per day, which the owners claim 
they never received. As this seemed a reasonable compensation, 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 -21st of 
March, 1863, agreeing to pay him $50 a day for the vessel for the period or 
oneyear." . 

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

i think there can be no doubt that for this period, sixty-two 
days, he is ~ntitled to compensation. That was the conc.!_usion 
of the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The most important part of the report is 
on page 4, where Admiral Porter says he chartered the vessel 
at $50 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. That date was the 20th of March, 1863. The ves

sel was surrendered to Montgomery, or at least the order of sur
render was made, on the 16th 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 do not make anyobjection to thisclaim. The 
Secretary of the Treasury seems to have considered the question 
of the loyalty of the claimant, and af~rwards 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 
given. . · · 

Mr. BATE. Admiral Porter 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. 51r 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. I ask that the attention of my colleague [Mr. 
CAI.L] 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. Otherwise I should move that the Senate proceed 

to the consideration of the bill. , -
Mr. PASCO. One objection is sufficient to carry it over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. One objection takes it over. 
Mr. PASCO. It is a mere local matter and ought to be dis

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

INDIAN LANDS IN NEltRASKA ANn KANSAS. 

The bill (S. 1467} to amend an act entitled "An act to providEJ . 
for the sale of the remainder of the reservation of the confed
erated Otoe and Missouria Indians in the States of Nebraska and 
Kansas, and for other purposes," approved March 3, 188J, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That if any member of the said 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 o:f the act aforesaid, and approved by the Sec
retary of the Interior Aprill7, 1883, upon any of the lands authorized to be 
sold by said. act shall make applicatioJ?. for allotments of land the Secretary 
of the Intenor shall cause a patent to 1ssue to snch person or his or her heirs 
who may be residing upon said lands at the date hereof, for the subcHvi
sional tract or tracts of land (not exceeding 160 acres bf land to any one per
son) reported on the commissioners' schedule aforesaid a~ having been im
proved by such person: Pro11ided, That the lands acquired by any Indian 
under the provisions of this act shall not be subject to alienation, lease, or 
incumbrance, either by voluntary conveyance by the grantee or his heirs, or 
by the judgment, order, or decree of any com·t, 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 pat-ent. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the necessity for this measure? 
Mr. MANDERSON. It is recommended 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 ·UDOn the 
lands and had been living on them for about twenty ye~rs and 
had improved them. It is to correct a very manifest injustice 
to some eight or ten Indians, some of them hail bloods, some of 
them full bloods, that occurred under the former act. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They did not apply 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 Congresrt. 

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 befln passed a letter 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 VIQE-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 AFFAIBS, 
Wasltinuton, .April19, 1892. 

SIR: I am in receipt of a letter, dated March 21,1892, from Mary J. Barnes, 
Barneston, Nebr,, stating that she is a. duly recognized member of the Otoe 
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 ror 
the allotment of lands in severalty to the members of the ditrerent tribes of 
Indians in the United States; that the land for which application is made 
is embraced within the original reservation or 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. 1 N., R. 7 E., and the west half of the northwest quarter of sec. 31, T. 1 
N. , R. 8 E.; :for her son, F. H .. Barnes, the northeast quarter or sec. 24, T. 1 
N., R. 7 E.; for her son, William D. Barnes, the southeast quarter of sec. 19, 
T. 1 N., R. 8 W.; and to her son, Emmett F. Barnes, the east half of the 
northeast quarter of sec. 2 and the west hal:! of the northwest quarter or sec. 
1, T. 1 S. , R. 7 E. 

Mrs. Barnes further sta.tes that the land requested 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
proved; that the above-described tracts were all withheld by order of the 
Secretary 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 possession by occupation. 

By telephonic message 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 a.trected by the action hereinafter recommended, a brief 
history of the case is submitted for your information, as follows: 

By the treaty of March 15. 185:l, the confederated tribes of Otoe an~ Mis
sourialndiaris 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 lndlans certain 
sums of money as set forth in Article IV thereof. 

Article VI of said treaty provided that-
"ThePresidentmay, trom timeto time, * * * cause the whole of the 

lands herein reserved or appropriated west of the Big Blue River to be sur
veyed otr into lots, and. assign to such Indian or Indians of such confederated 
tribes as are willing to avail of the privilege, and who will locate on the 
same as a permanent home. If a single person over 21 years of age, one· 
eighth of a section; to each family of two, one-quarter section; to each ram• 
Uy of three and not exceeding five, one-half section; to each family of s.Ix 
and not exceeding ten, one section, and to each family exceeding ten in 
number, one-quarter 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 permanent home, issue a patent to such 
person or family for such assigned land, under the restrictions specified 1D 
said article." 
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By omce 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
said, this omce be authorized, under the general relation existing between 
the Department and the Indians as wards of the Government, to direct the 
agent oi the Otoes to assign to each Indian family prepared to enter upon 
agricultural lite a tract of land not exceeding 80 acres, to be included in each 
case within the established lines of survey,except in cases where individual 
heads of f~lies 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 foregoin~ recommenda
tion was approved and authority granted to carry the same mto effect. 

By omce letter dated December~. 1875, United States Indian Agent J. W. 
Griest, Ot{)e Agency, was instructed to assign to each head of a. family or 
single person over the age or 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 setaP.artby the 
treaty of 1854 aforesaid equal to 80 acres in extent, to be governed in each in
stance 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 or 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 
requested 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 
fenced and improved with good dwelling house and 85 acres broken and in 
cultivation. 

The act of August 15, 1876 (19 Statsl' 208), provides that, with the consent of 
-- the Otoe and Missouria tribes of Indians, the Secretary or the Interior is au

thorized to cause to be surveyed and appraised the reservation of said In
dians lying in the States or Kansas and Nebraska, and to offer 120,000 acres 
from the western side of the same for sale, through the United States land 
omee at Beatrice, Nebr., for cash to actual settlers only, in tracts not ex
cee.ding 160 acres to each purchaser, the proceeds of said sale to be placed to 
the credit of said Indians in the Treasury or 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 be surveyed and sold the remainder of the reserva
tion of said Indians lying in the States or Kansas and Nebraska; that the 
proceeds of the sale of said lands shall be placed to the credit of said In
dians in the Treasury of the United States and bear interest at the rate of 
5 per cent p~r annum; and that the Secretary of the Interior may, with the 
consent. of the Indians, secure other reservation lands upon which to locate 
said Indians, c<~.use their removal thereto, and expend such sum as may be 
necessary for their comfort and advancement in civilization. 

The consent or said Indians was given Mav 4, 1881. 
It will be observed that by the acts of 1~-and 1881 aforesaid the Otoe and 

Missouria tribes or 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 
I'emain under the provisions of the treaty of 1854. 

By otll.ce letter dated December 20, 1881, attention was invited to the fact 
that the act or March 3, 1881, failed to provide any protection for those mem
beis 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 or said a~t as the necessities ot the case seemed to 
demand was submitted. 

A bill intended to meet the foregoing passed the Senate March 21, 1882, but 
tailed to become a law. 

By letter dated Aprill4, 1883, this offi.ce transmitted the report of the com
missioners appointed to appraise the Otoe and Missourialands in Nebraska 
and Kansas, under the act approved March 3, 1881, entitled ' 'An act to pro
vide forth~ sale of the remainder of the reservation of the confederated Otoe 
and Missouria tribes of Indians in the States ot Nebraska. and Kansas, and 
tor other purposes," (21 Stats., 380), and the act (sundry c1vil) approved 
August 7, 188~ (22 Stats., 328), submitting schedules or 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 Commissi(mer of the General Land Otllce be 
directed to proceed with the sale in accordance with the provisions or exist
ing law withholding, however, from entry and sale the subdivisional tracts 
upon which improvements are found belonging to Indians as reported by 
the appraisers m their schedule of appraisement. ·· 

By retter dated April17, 1883, the Department returned to this otllce the 
original appraisement of the commissioners and also transmitted copy of 
letter of same date to the Commissioner of the General Land Offi.ce, ap
proving said appraisement and directing that the snbdivisional tracts upon 
which improvements are found belonging to Indians, as reported by the ap
prai.c;ers in their schedule of appraisement, be reserved from sale and that 
the other lands be sold in accordance with the law. 

The said schedule of appraisement shows improvements by sa.id Indians 
as follows: 

"Edwa1·d .Devoin.-The SE. t of the NE. i of sec. 31, T. 2 N., R. 8, contain
ing 36.10 acres, 3.90 acres being deducted for right of way,of the Republican 
Valley Railway. 

"William M. Barnes.-The S.! or the SE. t of sec.19, T.1 N., R. 8, containing 
SO acres. 

"OtoeSam.-The NW. i of the SW.tof sec. 20,T.1 N.,H.. 8, containing 4.0 
acres. 

"Caat·tes A . .Dripps.-The S. t of the NE. i of sec. 21, T.l N., R. 8, containing 
SO acres. 

'' .Mm·y J. Ba1•nes -The W. ~of the NW t of sec. 31, T.l N., R. 8, 79.6~ acres. 
"P'1·ed Barnes.-The NE. to! the NE . .1 of sec. 24, T. 1 N., R. 7, containing 34·37 

a.cre~. 5 63 acres being deducted tor right of way for Oregon and Republican 
Valley Railway. 

"John .Mus-ka-ga-ha.-Tha SE. i of the SE. 1 of sec. 24, T. 1 N., R. 7, contain
ing 6 63 acres, 3 37 acres being deducted for right of way for Oregon and Re-
publican Valley Railway. . 

"Batiste .Devorin.-The NE. t of the NE. i of sec. 25, T.1 N., R. 7, containing 
37.4~ acres, 2.56 acres being deducted for right of way for Oregon and Repub
lican Valley Railway. 

"Mary J. Barnes.-The E. ! of NE. t of sec. 36, T. 1 N., R. 7, containing 80 
acres. 

"Emmett Barnes.-The NW. t of the NW. tor sec. 1, T. 1 S., R. 7, contain· 
ing 4.0 acres." 

Upon this showing it would appear that good faith and justice entitles 
Mrs. Mary J. Barnes, th&applicant in this case, to a formal allotment of 
the land applied for by her, and which said land is the same as that reported 
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 Missonria 
Indians nor under the general allotment act. 
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I have, therefore, the honor to submit herewith a draft of a bill pro-viding 
for such amendment of the act of 1881 as the necessities or the case seem to 
demand. 

Attention is invited to the fact that the applicants tor these allotments 
have apparently been in possession of the lands applied for since the date or 
the act authorizing their sale (1881), and as they are public lands the occu
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 alienation and taxation. for twenty-five 
years, and have accordingly left blank in said draft of bill the period of time 
for which such restriction should be incorporated in the patent. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, .r 
T. J. MORGAN, Commissioner. 

The SECRETARY OF THlll INTERIOR. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Represent::ttives, by Mr. T. 0. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced t4at 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 Treasurv 
to exchange, in behalf of the United States, deeds of land with 
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 bill4864. . 

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

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In 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. R. 4864) 
to reduce tax;ttion, to provide revenue for the Government, and 
for other purposes. 

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

The Secretary read paragraph 84 as amended, as follows: 
84. China, porcelain, parlan, bisque, earthen, stone, and crockery ware, in· 

cludingplacques, ornaments, toys, charms, vases, and statuettes, plain white, 
and not decorated in any manner, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to have these paragraphs p1.ssed 
over this morning as the information which I desire in regard 
to these items has not yet been received from .the printer, and 
I suggest that we go on with the metal schedule. 

Mr. VEST. If it is a source of any seriOJJS inconvenience 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. We should like to finish 
one schedule, if we can, before taking up another. This matter 
has 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 hav;ing delayed that part 
of the schedule. It would be a matter of mconvenience 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. Very good. I1 the request of the Senator is placed 
on that gr6und,_let the paragraphs which have been heretofore 
passed over be passed over again for the present. 

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

The Secretary read as follows: 
SCHEDULE C.-METALS AND M.ANUF.AOTURES OF-ffiON .AND STEEL .• 

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

109!. ·rron 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 people 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 countr~ whenever an election was pending and haye taken 
great pains to assure our people that if the Democratic party 
should succeed the enormous rates which had been imposed 
upon iron and steel for the benefit of the ironmasters of Penn
sylvania would be removed and th~t New England would wable 
to buy pig iron and the various otlier products of iron at a very 
much les!;) rate, owing to the reJlloval of these duties. 

The distinguished junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], 
wno is not no w in h is seat, visited New England three years ago 
and made an extended campaign, taking for the text of all his 

.sp,eeches ' 'free r aw 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." He said in express 
tel~ms, h 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 further than that, and said, "I favor 
free b.:tr iron ;" and he also said he favored the placing of other 
things upon the free list which I do not now recall. 

If any Congressional district in New England h&s been carried, 
if the electoral vote of any State of New England has been cast 
for the Democratic party or for their nominees, it has been upon 
the distinct idea and theory that that party was in favor of free 
raw material, and especially in favor of free coal and free iron 
ore. _ • 

The Democra.tic party in New England have no Democratic 
Senator or member of this body; there is no one here to speak in 
their behalf upon this side 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? · 

am not commissioned by the Democrats of New England to 
speak in their behalft 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 
present to the Senate at least the view which theae gentlemen 
have upon these questions. · 

I hold in my hand a communication of the Young Men's Demo
cratic Club of .M:ass:1chusetts, the leading Democratic organiza
tion o~ that State. I regret that neither of the Massachusetts 
Senators is now present, as I should be very glad to inquire 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 
upon which it has been conducting its campaigns: This organi-
zation says: ----

We respectfullTand earnestly call your attention to the unfortunate po
sition in which th.e enactment or the proposed iron schedule of the '.Vilson 
bill will leave the Democraliic party in New England. A leading reason for 

- supporting the Democratic party urged by a.ll Democratic speakers in New 
-England throughout the campaigns of the last five years was, that by its re-
turn to power there would be secured a. repeal of the prohibitory duties 
upon pig iron, scrap iron. and coal; which duties had compelled the people 
or New England (a!ter along aud costly struggle under the tyrannical law) 
to surrender to Pennsylvania the right or manufacturing the goods which 
they themselves consumed. 

No other issue was mor e prominently, or even as prominently, forced upon 
the attention or the voters in all those campaigns; and there was no other 
complaint considered by the whole Democratic party to be more fully war-
ranted. • 

The duty imposed in the Wilson bill upon pig iron is a prohibitory duty,. 
and it is also an excessive duty as compared with the duties imposed upon 
the manufactured products of iron. 'I'he duty imposed upon scraR iron, 
which is a waste ma.tenal, is also too high, and is, as we think, unjusM:fiable. 
If these duties are retained, the Democratic party can not claim to have 

redeemed their pledges to the people of New England, or to have carried 
out the principles laid down in then· platforms; Democrats will not be able 
to claim that they have bettered in this respect the conditions maintained 
by the McKinley act, and. must expect results injurious to their party here 
and in the whole country. 

We inclose herewith a statement prepared by an iron manUfacturer who 
is in full sympathy with the Democratic party, giving details and statistics. 
We also earnestly inVite your attention to two papers entitled u Iron in New 
England," containing sliatistics collected by Mr. T. Aubrey Byrne, special 
employ6 of the Treasury Department, forwarded to the Committee on Waye 
and Means, but not printed by th.e Public Printer in time tor convenient 
consideration by that committee. Mr. Henry Talbott, clerk o! that com
mittee, has the papers in charge, and will, doubtless, hand them to you upon 
application. 

~ron ore. While we hope that the reports may be based upon the imagin
Ings of newspaper reporters, and not upon facts, we feel it incumbent upon 
us to protes-t earnestly against any such acliion. If there is any such tning 
as raw material, certainly coal stands at the head of the list of these ar
ticles, and there is no article on which a duty is less defensible. It a duty 
is put upon it, how can taith or credence tor a Democratic platfonn ever be 
secured again? 

I repeat that sentence, that Senators on the other side may 
haye its full force and effect. Here is what the leading Demo
cra~ic organization in the State of Massachusetts, speaking to 
the1r fellow-Democrats forming the majority of the Committee 
on Finance of the Senate, says: 
If a duty is put upon it [coal] how can faith or credence for a Democr::l.tic 

platform ever be secured again? 

The paper continues: 
Not only because the Democratic platforms and pledges to the people call 

tor it, but because honesty a.nd justice also demand it. 

Mr. PLATT. From what is the Senator reading? 
Mr. ALDRICH. I am reading from a communication of the 

Young Men's Democratic Clubof Massachusetts, directed to the 
Committee on Finance of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Is it found in any of theBe bulletins? 
Mr. ALDRICH. It is found in a bulletin. which ought to have 

been on our tables this morning, but it is not here. I hope it 
will be here before night. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator, then, is reading from the proof 
sheets? ' · 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am reading from the printed proof sheets, 
which I succeeded in getting this morning in advance. 
and because the future succes.s of the movement toward lower duties de
pends upon the satisfact ory operation or the tariff which shall now be en
acted we-earnestly urge that the Committee on Finance shall report a bill 
in which. coal and iron ore shall be tree, scrap iron (care!ully defined, as it 
is not in the present law) shall be tree and pig iron shall be subject to a. du.ty 
not exceeding 5per cent, which is the highest duty upon pig iron that can be 
imposed for the purpose of revenue; for any higher duty is tor the most 
par t a duty for prohibition and not for reve~. 

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 preparaiion every theory and every doctrine 
which the Democratic party has advocated iii the past has been 
abandoned. Can there be a more striking illustration than the 
statement which I read f.rom the leading Demoaratic authority 
in the .State of Massachusetts. Not only in the State of Massa
chusetts, but where-ver 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 oi the whole structUTe 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 Isl.and 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 employes greater prosper· 
ity. How do your gentlemen, propose to answer that appeal? 
How do you propose to carry out the pledges made in yout;" 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 people of New England 
that their real interests lay with the Democratic party and with 
the policy which they had deliberately adopted as their policy 
in regard to the duties levied upon materials of manufacture. 

As I 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 been upon the distinct idea and promise 
that these materials were to be made free. 

The statement appended to this rather remarkable appeal of 
this leading Tiemocratic 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 to its reading. I shall bEt very glad, however, if 
the. courtesy oi my friends upon the other side will permit it, to 
have it read by the Secretary. 

The VICE-PRESI,DENT. The- Secretary wilt read as re· 
quested, if there be no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
S~~ Here follows a statement to which I shall be glad to have the 

attention oi Democratic Senat-ors: The articles dealt with in tlte iron and &Geel· Selhedule· of thel WilaO'U bill 
We note with regret, and almost with dismay, intimations in the papers are three, to wit, iron ore, crude iron, an<l, as a group, steer and the manu· 

of the possibility of the continuance of a. duty, greater or less, on coal and factures of iron and steel. 
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rot great importance to the ironworker!? 1s the proposed rem·oval of duty 

from an article-doal-not included 1n the schedule. 
'l'he effect of this removal is not 1t matter for long remark. It will, utJ.de

niably, be a benefit to every man in New England who uses light, beat, or 
power; and th.is benefit will accrue, .as soon as the ,goods are put Upon the 
market, in proper seyply and cost.. . 

The rem~al of the duty upon tron ore will c-heapen the cost or Bessemer 
iron in New En.gJ.and, but it will not cause iron ore to be $melted in New 
England nor will it materially assist the iron manufacturers of New Eng
land in their effort.s to supply the consumers or New England with the man
ufactures ofiron and steel. This fact was distinc:'tly outlined in the petition 
of the 600 iron manufacturers to the Fifty-first Congress. 

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

'l'o build a !300,000 furnace in order to bring to it 4 tons of crude material 
for the manufa£ture of each ton of iron, ·involVing a freight cost more than 
twice as great as the whole labor cost or each ton of product tram the col· 
lected material, is not an operation likely to commend itself to the capi· 
ta list. ' • .. . i t d rr iron ore is made tree tt Is only the Bess"!:lmer ores "tha~ 'Will be tn'Por e . 
By this importation into Eastern Pennsylvania Bessemer pig ira~ (l;mt not 
forge or f01.mdry .pig iron) will.th:!')r~ b~ more cheaply ma.de than ~t 1s now, 
and, as a consequence, Bess6mer 1ng Iron, thence transported into New 
England will be cneaperthan.nowu .:-:rew England. But .in co-nsequence or 
the ·cost' of freight and hauling, pig iron of all kinds will, under the pro
posed continuance of a prohibitory ta.ri:f[, b.e kept more costly in. New Eng
land than it will be in Pennsylvania, and the -st-eel works, mills, fOUlldries, 
and forges of Pennsylvania Will be continlled 1'n unjust possession O! the 
privilege of doing the steel-making and iron a,nd steel manllfactnringJ)er
ta.ing to articles consumed in New England. 

Nothing but substantiallY tree .pig .iron and scrap iron -wfll -resto1.·e to New 
England the right and powe1· of .doing her own steel-maktng and iron manu
fac"t1lring. And it is in thts reJ;pect that the Wilson bill !ails far .shor..t of the 
just demands of the New England people~ for .it imposes a rlnty of 22! per 
cent upon t.hese basic articles, and it thus continues the OP'Pl'esslon of the 
old tariffs. While it removes abo-ut two:thirds 01 the former mountainous 

, Quty. tt still Tetains a 41 uty wnich ts prohibitory under the pre!! en t, ~nd pro b· 
able future conditions of the ma-rket. It should be stated, in partial ex~la
nation of this provision oHhe schedule, that it lllorethan·meets t:b.e petitiO'!! 
of the iron manufacturers of New England, a-s literally-read; ror'tThat peti
tion asked for free coal, free iron o:re,and~24per centdutyonpigandscrap; 
and the bill gives free c:oa.l.and iron ore, and a-22! per cent duty on pig ana 
scrap. 

But the -petition was tnade tn 1f!S9, and was aaapted to conditions then 
prevailing; ·and annexed_to the'Pf!Cition was a .statement "Pt'OYiding for Int:u.re 
contingencies, .a.nd runm.ng as !oUows: 

"The laws should .not degrade one section ol our common.oountry in or
der to exalt aa.o-ther. They should not forbid NttW England ~he enjoyment 
tif all the rights which her location bn the-coast gi~es~ they sllonld tre so 
amended that crude iron may -be as -chea-p in her ports as ilt 1s in Penns~l
:va.nia. or Alabama; and that coal a.tld iron ore may be as Cheap as the wor.ld 
'Will furnish them to her.,., 

And again, page 16: . 
"We claim that the tariff should allow erude iron "to be as cb.~a.p :an the 

~oast as it is in the interior, in order that New Eugland 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 arisinglrom 1ihe lack of ch~p iron 
and steel.n 

As market values were tnen, th~ reduction then asked for would .have thus 
equalized values. As they are now, not even a full release of _the duty will 
do this; tor 'aS shown by the American Manntacturel' or Decemoor 28, Bes~ 
semer iron is selling in Pittsburg at $11 per ton, and at th.e same ~rice 1n 
Grea-t Britain; while gray forge, selling in Birmingham, Ala., for $7, is s-ell· 
jng in Great Britain at m8.50; and No. 11oundry, selling 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 Whin'e. iron .is tnade so 
cheaply as in our Southern States. Surely l.heir prosperity does not depend 
upon keeping crude iron artificially high in New England and California. 
They have water courses to the sea, and it the boundless West and South· 
west of this country do not give them room to bustle in, they have but to 
reach out their hands and take the markets of the world. The six hundred 
iron manUfacturers ot New England further said, in their statement to Con
gress: 

"Tbe petiti6n annexed to this 8ta.tement 1s based upon the supposition 
that the present duties upon manufactured il"'on and steel will remain as 
they are. It, however, these duties shall be reduced, an equivalent reduc
tion in the duty up-on crude iron (pig and scrap), a.sked tor (24 .per cent), 
should be made. n 

The defect in the Wilson bill (Iron suhednle) that most concerns the iron 
and steel workers of the coast is this: First, that the duty which i.t places 
upon pig and scrap is prohibitory; secondly ,_if it were not prohibitory, still 
muck bar iron could not be maG.e in this country, under the proposed duties, 
from British pig to compete-with imported British muck bar iron, nor could 
merchant bars be made in this counliry from British pig to .compete with 
imported British merchant bars, and still less could the manufactured iron 
and steel articles classed under the 25 percent duty be made from imported 
British bars. 

'l'he British pig can not be imported, be.ca:w;e under the .Jll"O_posed 9-uty it 
costs more than American pig, and so also of British scrap. Alld lf they 
-could, they could not be 1'1l:rther manufactured, tor at the duties put upon 
the manufactures every article just named would .be undersold, if made in 
.the United States from British pig, by similar .a.rticles made in Great Brit
ain. 

The following ftgures of costs at places of production, frmn the American 
Manufacturer of December 28, will show the correctness o.f this ·statement 
upon addition of the proposed duty and freight, it being assumed that a fair 
avel'age ocean freight rate to Boston is $2pe1:' ton. ,. 

BlttTISil moN. 

AMERICAN moN. 

Cost, Pittsburg ............................ ,. ----~-·--~- --~- 111.00 .••...•. ··-· ··-· 
Cost, Birmingham, Ala.v ••• ·•··-··············-······--- ·--~---· $7.00 $8.50 
Freight to Boston ••..•............••...•...•. u ••. .., •• ~.. 2. 90 4. 62 4. 62 

Cost at Boston·--------~-----------···-····-···- 13.90 13.1~ 

The proposed duty on 1.1 tons of gray farge pig iron at $8.52 per ton ll.eo 
essary to make 1 ton oJ. muck bar iron is $2.11, and the proposed dut--y (25 
per cent) on one ton of ruuck bar iron (1£17} is $4.25, or $2.14 more than the 
duty on tne pig iron. Col. Wright (page 119) shows the cost Of making a ton 
of muck bar tron to be, exclusive or iron, $4.06 more in America than in 
Great. Britain. A ton of import-ed British 1llllck bar -iron would therefore 
undersell a ton of muck bar iron made inAtnerica from British pig iron by 
$1.92 per ton. Of con:rse, puddling would be im.pt>ssible in New England un
der such conditions. 

The cost of a ton of Welsh bars is given in American Manufacturer, Dec· 
cember 28, as $23.28. The duty on them, as propoood in the bill, is 30 peT cent, 
or $6.98. The duty on lt tons of pig iron necessary to make them woulo ·be 
$2.4.0, the difrerence neing $4.58. Adding to the increas-ed cost of making 
muck bar iron in America, as shown by Col. Wright, $4.06, the fUrther ill· 
creased American cost $2.18 (see pages 132 and 133) of putting the muck bars 
into merchant iron. we have 6.24 as the cost above English cost of making 
the merchant bars in America, while the increased duty on the bars is, as 
shown, only $!.58. · _ 

It is quite clear, there-rare, that by Col. Wright's estilnates the British 
bars, under'tne _proposed -duty, would undersell the American bars made 
from British iron. In 11uch a Gase, the ma..lrtng nt-merchant bars f.rom ll1it
ish pig .iron would booO!ne hnpossibl.e upon the .A.t.lantic coast. It is -net 
necessary to go farther, i1l OTder to sho-w tha.t the British b~rs, imparted at 
30 per cent duty, can not be fUrther manufactured, with high-priced Ameri
can labor, and then sold in competition with similar articles, iml_)orted 
under a 25 per cent duty; rthis is self-evident, and -we may therefo:re cross 
also from.the list ·of _:-lew .England tna.nntacttures aU the articles-in the 2~ per 
cent class, and doubtless the greater part o! those in the 30 per cent class 
also, if we ·are to depend upon British iron, at a 2"~i per cent duty, 'fer 
material. 
. The exa~t workings of the proposed schedule1 .as it now stands, will be as 

follows: · 
So long as American pig iron remains at the pre!>ent low prices, Brltisn' 

crude iron can not be imported into New England under the proposed duty, 
and consequently the manufacturing for New England Will continue to be 
done, as~f late years it has been done, in the mills, forges, and. .foun-dries of 
Pennsylvania. This "Simply continues the oppre"...sion of the present tariff. 
If Amerlca.npigironshall advance to !'ucha1JointthatBritish,pigironcanbe 
imported undertheJ>roposedduty, theBritishpi.gironcannot be here worked 
into manuf~ctures upon which the duties have been put at 25._per-cent and 
ao per cent, because the articles-can be imported from Great Rritain more 
cheaply than ·they can be .made from British iron ln New England; and, ill 
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 c-all for the complete remo~al of the d.uty upon pig and 
sci·ap iron and scrap steel. But if thenecessitiesor the Governmentreqttire 
a revenue from these articles, whate-ver-duty may be put upon them should 
be accompanied by an illternal-reven'Ue duty of the same amount upon pig 
irun made in this country. By this expedient the burden of the ta.x would 
be fairly distributed, and· not be put upon the coa:st alone, a.nd the tax u-pon 
~rude iron would no longer be used as a.n instrument for uprooting the in· 
dustries of New E.ngland. . 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I have·no·h 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 which 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 llie great interests of the people theyr.ep~ 
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] is now in his seat. During his absenceirom the Ch~:tmber 
I have stated that in thecampaigninMassachusettsand theother 
New England Stat-e-s three or four years ago the Senator from 
Texas had distinctly stated that if the Democratic party were en
trusted with power they would keep their pledges and place 
upon the free list the materials used in the manufactures of 
New England. especially coal and iron ore~ The distinguished · 
Senator from Texas said in the course of that campaign that he 
was in favor of free iron ore, free coal, free pig iron, and free 
bar iron. ' 

I know bow helpless the Senator from Texas finds himself in in
fluencing to any extent whatever the provisions of the various par
ag-raphsofthe bill, but I do expect him, as the repre~entativeof 
th~ gentlemen whose petition I have just had read from the 
Clerks desk, to stand u~and try atleasttokeepthe pledges which 
he made to the Democrats of Massachusetts, and which W1r. _ · 

:S~~~~- .f~;;!. No.l. Cleveland and the other tariff reformers of the country have 
-· ~--=· ~- made to the people oi the country, to put these materials, es-

Cost f. o. b., Gl'&at Britain ... n. ------·-··· ··-~---· •••• ttl. 04 lR 52 $12.24 pecially eoal and iron ore, upon the free list. Certainly he can 
~fi:~!~:_~~~:::::::::::::::::~:::::-·. ~::::::: 2. 48 "1. 9'~ 2. 75 speak in this forum i.n behalf of .the d-ootrlzms and the principles 

~~ ~ which he has advocated for a quarter -.of :a century. He may be 
Coot 11.t Boston .•• ~--···-···-··----··-·····-'···-···· m. 52 "12. 44 16..00 outvo-ted 'by :a -vote of .a solid Democrs,tic party,-pl.edged in ad--------...--..-.....--=--------.......----..:.._---:.. _ ____;,::__._ 1 v.a-nce by :D. -caucus, but he tmn c-ertainly .show the people of th& 

,_ 
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New Encrland towns, whose halls have r~sounded 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 has deserted its flag and deserted the prin-

- ciples which they have held in the past. 
How do the committee propose to answer these strong and earn

est appeals made by the leading Democrats of New England? ~n 
the petition which has been read the Young Men's Democratic 
Club denounce and protest against the imposition of a duty of 
22t 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 22i per cent ad valorem to $4 a ton, or 50 per cent ad va
lorem upon the foreign cost of pig iron. 

Mr. VEST. May I ask the Sen_ator from Rhode Island a ques
tion without breaking the thread of his argument? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 
Mr. VEST. I should like to know from the Senator, whilst 

he is going into the question of consistency and principle, etc., 
whether he is prepared to vote for free coal and free iron ore? 

Mr. ALDRICH. In a protective tariff bill I am for the pro
tection of every article which becaus~ of the increasad labor 
cost here cannot be produced in the United States on equal terms 
with the same article in any otner country in the world; but in 
a nondescript measure like 'the pending one, which I believe 
should be defeated, and the defeat of which is demanded by the 
highest interest of the country, I should not hesitate to give any 
vote which I thought would contribute to that result. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Rhode Island will pardon 
me I do not yet understand exactly what he means. He would 
vo~, 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 bad upon the amendments 
as they were presented. I am in favor ofaprotectivedutyupon 
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 eoal 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 panding 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 question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 
Mr. WHITE. Do I understand that the Senator from Rhode 

Island is in favor of a duty u.pon 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 McKinley law provides a tariff of 75 cents, 
I believe, and the proposed measure reduces it to 40 cents. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It does. 
Mr. WHITE. Is the Senator from Rhode Island opposed to 

that reduction? Does he think that reduction is too small? 
Mr. ALDR1CH. 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,, 
while it proposes to impose a duty of 30per cent ad 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 
duty on iron from 75 to 40 cents, or even lower if necessary. 

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

Mr. ALDRICH. I have had their own sts.tement read to that 
effect. -

Mr. WHITE. Is the Senator criticising this side of the Cham
ber because it puts some duties upon those materials, while he 
himself voted for the McKinley bill: 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 forg?tten, 

/ 

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

Mr. WHITE. Do I undershnd the Senator to say that the 
Democracy of this Chamber approximates criminality as it ap
proximates toward the Republican rates? That ! ·understand to 
be 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 himsell 

making the application. I am not making any application; I 
am only stating the facts. 

Mr. WHITE. I am 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 tariff 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 pre:pared, 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 appear later on. !stated that my vote upon these prop
ositions will 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 Islandallow 

me to ask him a question? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I am 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 a-dvice 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 mindoftheSenatorfrom Texas[Mr. MILLS], 
who was in favor of free iron ore and has promised that great 
boon to New England, and who now sits here calmly in his seat 
and sees it taken away from us. 

We 11.re 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 Represent:1tives, with free iron ore in the bill, the 
duties were high enough with free iron ore, and if they were 
not, whether they 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 I shall vote upon this question is, as the Senator from Rhode 
Island has stated, how do the rates between iron ore and manu
factures of iron compare? 

If we are to 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 hriff law promised to New England, 
we are to get free coal and free iron, and his pledges are to be 
fulfilled, then I undePstand we must accept the inevitable, be
cause there is a Democratic majority, and then we must take 
such duties upon manufactures of iron as will correspond to free 
ore and free coal, and there could safely be some reduction up~n 
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 tron ore or 40 cents a ton iron ore, we can not tell 
what duties we must ha.ve upon manufactures of iron, and until 
we k.now what duties we are going to have upon manufactures 
of iron we can not tell what duties we can stand unon iron ore. 

Mr. President, I am entirely at sea upon the s"ubject, 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 qllestion to be discussed is why do we not have here free 
iron and free coal for New England, whether we want it or not, 
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. When 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. W"HHTE] 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 andiron 
for New England which the Senator from Texas (whom OUt:' 
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' people supposed had been living and laboring f<U' years in 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, thatwe 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 it is to be conducted by the 
Senator from Missouri and the Senator from Arkansas. I hope 
the Senators, before they ask us to vote ' on these questions, will 
enlighten us as to how we are tovote when weco~sider the free 
raw materials which were promised us but which we are not to 
get in connec ion with the proper duties upon manufactured 
articles. 

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

Mr. ALDRICH. I yield for that purpose. 
Mr. PLATT. In line 4, I move to strike out" 40" and insert 

" 60," so as lio 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 Senat.or from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 
Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from New Hampshire has just 

stated that be 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 embarra~sed 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 t.o 
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 position 
which they have taken and which has been taken in behalf of the 
Democratic party -by the junior Senator from Texas. for New 
England. 

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

Mr. ALDRICH. 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. 

Mr. 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 
sorry 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 up 
the boys in 1892 for Cleveland with promises of free coal and 
free iron ore, and he now calls upon us, when he has got the bill 
through the other House with free iron and free coal, this great 
boon, to say whether we will take 40 cents a 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 comprehend 
this question fully and thoroughly, that he may be enabled to 
discharge his duty to the American people. Mr. President, I 
give over the task. I have labored here a long time to convince 
Republican 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 particular question? 

Mr. MILLS. I have been making good headway all along, but 
I have struck a hard rock on the Republican side on the ques
tion. There is too much behind them that will not let them b~ 
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 
promised, as far as my vote is concerned, that I would give them 
free 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, ena
tors, and tell you that if I had the making of the bill to be passed 
by the Congress of the United States and approved by the Pr~s· 
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 I say 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
glnnd, look upon the Senatorfrom Texas not only as the apostle, 
but as the very high priest, of tariff reform. 

Mr. MILLS. I am very much obliged to them. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Texas, in a speech which 

he made at Webster, Mass.--
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 not so much the par
ticular individual sentiment, but the pledges and the promises 
that he made for his par~y with which I find fault , and I do not 
like the way the Senator keeps them. 

Mr. MILLS. I am reminded of a great substantial fact that 
the Senator must keep before his mind, that in going into ac
tion, as I one~ heard Admiral Porter say before the Naval Com
mittee, it is necessary that the fastest vessel shall regulate its 
speed 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. 'rhat is precisely what the Senator from Rhod~ Is
land wants me to do now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is the 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 behind and fiOme ahead. I am on 
the front ship. Whenever New England shall see 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· 
ploymen t to all her people during all the months and days of the 
year and bring prosperity to her people and her section, and 
heed the words of admonition I gave her, and send Democrats here 
instead of twelve Republicans to prevent us from doing it, 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 
fur.ther 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 pass 

the bill I will. Now stand up and tell me whether you will do 
it or not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No. 
Mr. MILLS. You say you will not. 
Mr. A_LDRICH. That amount of sugar coating is not thick 

enough. 
Mr. MILLS. I am too old a coon to be caught in such a trap 

as you are now setting. _ 
Now, 'then., the _problem 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? I am again between the devil and the deep 
sea, and I am going to sea again. 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 fascinating 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 Massac4usetts. They began to 
think "Ii 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." 
. I have here an elaborate argument upon our side of the question 

from a concern which uses 20 tons of pig iron a day. The 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 litt~e 
pictures 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 on coal make? That is a 
magnificent bribe on the. 20 tons of $15 a day, even suppose they 
got the whole benefit of 1t. 

Now, the Senator has an extraordinary misunderstanding of the 
proper gradations of industry. What difference is it to a man 
who makes a watch spring whether iron ore has a duty upon it? 
The duty h11S vanished-it is absolutely invisible long befpre it 
reaches the condition of fine steel. 

The Senator from Texas says he wishes all our people to have 
raw materials as cheap as possible; that we should t3.ke the duty 
off all raw materials. The ore in the hill is perhaps worth 20 
cents a ton. Some Senator can tell me what you can buy a 
mountain of it for, p9rhaps 20 or 30 cents 1t. ton in Gogebic for 
example; something like that. When that ore gets down to 
Clevelan<Y it is worth, say, $3 a ton, and the $2.80 is all labor . 
It is just as much a conversion of labor int,o ~visible product as 
is the conversion of labor into a visible product when a man 
makes a watch spring. 

Every successive step from the ore at Gogebic up to the watch 
spring is a step in which the raw material changes itself into 
the 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 tl;-e best possible refined steel 
into his hands to make a wat.ch sprmg. 
· No, sir; we are not to be bribed, and we are not to be misled. 
I am against free cos.l 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 recrion and the industries of the whole country. The 
Senator, amo~g others, makes a terrible mistake in supposing 
that any one section of the country can be hurt without hurting 
the whole of it. He wlll as sure as he lives drive out of busi
ness many large eshblishments in New Entrland, 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. . 

Every 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 cent ad 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 m9.rket value of the goods as they come here from abroad. 
Now the duty of 30 per cent on that article, 5 percent lower than is 
proposed by the other House, is simply ~·uinous 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. It is 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 then if he will make a conscientious endeavor to so grade 
the different products as to apply an old-fashioned Democratic 
principle of counterbalancing 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 respectJ but we do want the principle. We do want 
common sense in the gradation of these articles according to 
the 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 w.as thinking of a little incident that it is 
hardly fair to mention. It was jocular. The Senator got off his 
balance for a moment. A Yankee mechanic inN ew Haven asked 
a question, and the Senator advised him to go and soak his head. 
The Yankee mechanic has carried that to this day rather as a 
trophy. He thought he had bothered the Senator from Texas . 

.. 

Mr. MILLS. That shows how far a man can bo driven when 
he bas no legitimate argument. The Senator and one of his 
colleagues have repeated this incident on the floor. Such a 
thing as that ought not to be done among gentlemen in discus
sion on the floor of the Senate. I spoke in New Haven. I never 
was more cordially received jn my life, and I should be cordially 
received there if 1 went again. I am very much attached to the 
people of New England. A man got up in the audience after I 
had 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 hands were waving wildly in the air. I 
thought the fellow was drunk· 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. I did not charge the Senator with any great 
crime in what I said. The Yankee mechanic thought he had 
asked the Senator a question which bothered him, and the Sen
ator made the most convenient reply. 

Mr. MILLS. Ineverheardhisquestion. Ididnotknowwhat 
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. As I remember the question in the story 
as it was narrated (and I cerhinly do not think it ought to be 
brought in here if it was not true) the Senator was making this 
favorite argument of his, tllat to make New England the most 
. prospm;ous manufactuTing region on the face oi t,he globe all we · 
needed was free ra.w material. It was the device by which he 
attempted to make, and I do not know but that he did make, a 
great many votes with his pleasant manner and fervid eloquence 
for Cleveland in New England~ When he had finished his ar
gument this citizen of Connecticut asked him why, if free raw 
material made a duty unnecessary, we needed any duty whatever 
on cotton m:~.nufactures where we had free raw material. That 
was the question. 

Mr. MILLS. Now, I will answer the question, and you can 
carr_y the answer back to your constituents. Cotton is free, and 
the machinery that makes the cotton product pays $45 on every 
$100. That is one thing. All your dyes that enter into your cot
tongoodsare taxed 25, :10, 40, £0, 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 difference in the cost of the finished product. 'I'hat keeps 
the cotton goods of New England out of the markets of the 
world. I mentioned thatthe otherdaytomyfriend,Mr. Thorn
ley, a gentleman sent over here from Old England. He was sent 
from Lancaster to the United States, and he brougbt his books 
with him, I am told. 1 mentioned this very fact in Providence, 
where I was invited to dine with a club of two or three hundred 
gentlen:en, as excellent gentlemen as I ever saw, and nearly all 
Rel?ubhcans. They treated me very kindly. Mr. Thornley 
brought his books and showed every item in the cost o! making 
a yard of calico, I believe. · 

Mr. ALDRICH. Print cloths. 
Mr. MILLS. Print cloths. He had every item of eost;labor 

and every other, and followed it clear up. In every single in
stance ne gave1 the labor cost was lower in the United States (I 
have-got the book and will read the .fi.gures)-at Providence, 
Lowell, Fall River, at every place in the United States-than 
it was at every place in OldEngland. When he had carried out 
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 argument for me to make to tho£e 
gentlemen of New England. Take off these taxes, each of which 
adds a little, notwithstanding the Senator from Connecticut tells 
us that the tax on coal does not add 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 pig 
iron? Your system is that through the whole of your protected 
manufactures each successive change of form compensates for 
the tax paid on the one that preceded it. If that system is right! 
and I say it is if protection is right, then it must be that ther e · 
is a tax paid on each one of those items as it is assessed. That is 
all I have to say. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I regard this item of iron 
ore as something in the nature of a test on this bill. There are 
two theories in regard to protection which are very different. 
One is that it should be largely confined to manufacture and that 
raw materials, the result of American labor, should not have 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 not wish 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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1oondation 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 
protective duties on their own production. I was about to say 
I thank God that no man with such a selfish idea, one that would 
protect hjs particular interest and refuse protection to other in
terests of the people of the United States, belongs to tbeRepub
lican partv. I think it is the proudest merit of the Republicans 
of New England that they have resisted this form of .tempta
tion, which is the ver:~ 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 of the most re
markable developments not only in our country, but probably 
in ·any country in the world. I do not know of :any other devel
opment, except proba.tly 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 countrs. - For
tunately iron ore is found in all parts ,and all sections of the 
country. But the greatest development has been in the Lake 
Superior region. There it is phenomenal. I have here a docu
ment signed by all of the leading manufacturing 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, or any industry DOW extant. 

By reference to the report of tye Commissioner of Navigation 
-ending June 30, 1893, the number of vessels employed upon the 
lakes is 3,761. Of these 1,731 are steamers. The gross tonnage . 
of .the lake .fleets is 432,000 tons. The estimated value ol the 
steam vessels js $59,000,000, and of sailing and unrigged ves.sels 
$9,000,000, or a totul 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 Lake Superior and Lake- Michigan amounts to 
$32,000,000. The capital 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 employed exclusively in the railroad transportati.on 
of ores from Lake 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 
prodnct of iron ore in the United States for 1892 was estimated 
at 16,000,000 tons. Of this amount about 9,000,000 t.ons 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 yet, by a change of Adminis
tration and the result~ change in 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 
given them to protect theh· industry in its development would 
be probably repealed snspended 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 wages 
here and abroad the duty of 75 cents 'J>er ton was put upon do
m.estic 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 years_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 develqped and built 
up by the reasonable protection of 75 cents per ton. 

What 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 utilized on 
the Atlantic coast, with the countries near by, in Cuba, and in 
other parts of the world. This vast development in whic4 $200,-
000,000 are now used has been built up solely and alone by this 
£mall duty. · 

Mr. President, when it is proposed to strike-down that duty 
and make iron ore free, what has been the result? The very 

·moment that it was known this policy was to be entered into. 
here is the result: 

Nearly aJJ. themines are closed, the value of Lake Superior iron stocks have 
!allen in market value from 100 to 500 per cent, and tens o! thousands of 
workmen have been thrown out o! em}>loyment and now swarm in idhmess 
in every great e1ty oi the lakes. * .. * We add that contracts for shipbuild
ing at Cle'Veland have pra~ticallyueased, althoue:h this city has heret-ofore 
been the second ta.rgest.shipbuilding port in the world. * * * It must be 
remembered-

So they state- . 
that we carry our ore~ to market abont1,200 miles by watel', as great a dis
tance as from Cuba. to New Y-ork. In 1889 and 1890 the average cost of labor 
per ton of ore in the Lake Superior .region ranged from 89~ cents to $L"33 . ... 
The average total cost of the ore per ton at the mines was about $2.32. The 
average wages paid was $2.10 per day. Of cou:r~ all that is now changed. 

Her.e again it is said: 

The closing 01 mills, turn.aMs, .and factories at Cleveland, eaused by th0 
fear of unfavorable ta.rilr legislation, h~ already thrown out or employ over 
5,000workmen, and itis estimated tha.t over 12,000 workingmen 1n this city 
are out or work. 0! these, over 4,00J !amities a.re dependent entirely -on the 
Bethel charitable organizati-on tor ~art; and. the public square holds a.t 
this writing over 2.ooa men having a public meeting to demand. labo"I" or 
bread. No such alarming, p~tul spectacle was ever known in Ohio. 

Now, Mr. President, under these circu:mHtances the propo
sition to entirely repeal this duty, and to deny this form of labor 
any protection it seems to me would be unjust and cruel. I 
would not mys.ell, with my knowledge of the circumstances of 
this industry, ha-ve .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 a. 
very .moderate degr.ee of protection to other forms of industry 
of a more crude na.ture,Ilook upon it as the meanest selfishness 
that could be possibl.,y deVised by mortal man. ' 

There are more people interested in the development of this 
mining industry t'han in any branch of iron manufactures, be
cause here is the foundation of the iron trade, and the industry 
is spread over every part ol our country. It has so happened 
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 develoned of this kind than can be found 
on Lake Superior. -

I say, therefore, that while theDemoe~tic propagandist...-:; may 
have talked about free trade and raw material, it was only a 
kind of a popular talk, probaply for votes. I do not believe 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
crats of 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 ask anything. All they want is the means to 
supply their laborers fair pay, such as is consistent with Amer
ican citizenship; and it is the demand of labor that is the most 
pressing upon them. 

Mr. President, I am not willing to stand in the position of 
gt·owling at what has been done by our Democratic friends on 
this question. They have put themselves in a wrong position 
in taking 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. I am in 
favor of protecting the crude industry employed in mining as 
well as the industry that is employe.d ~ th~ highest works of 
mechanical .art. There is no other foundation for the systemof 
protection except as .a system of protection <>I labor; and if that 
is 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 say free trade for all or free 
trade for none. The same rule should be applied to one form of 
indus try as to another. . 

I am glad to see that the Republican party, so far as I lrnow, 
in every part of our country, has always stood by that position 
and given t-o the miners a reasonable protection on their raw 
indus try, and that also the miners in the Western .States have 
1•eceived 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 th~ rate that has 
been proposed. I believe it would have been better to have left 
it at 75 cents a ton. I will vote fo.r 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 cents a 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 out 
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 "whale backs," as they call lieve, and they are encouraged to think so by one of their news
them, have been devisedin order to carrythisheavytransporta- papers, that they represent a great moral movement; that 
tion. As a matter of course, a denial to them of a. protective they are like the Abolitionists, who took their lives in their 
duty would destroy these vessels, costing, as was stated here, hands in defense of human liberty. On that basis they proceeded 
some twenty or thirty million dollars, built within a few years to preach a reform campaign, and their idea of a reform cam
and recently devised. There is now more tonnage of this kind paign was not to preach the doctrine of · free trade-with one 
passing through the Straits of the Sault Ste. Marie than all the exception theyallshrankfrom it-but to preach what they called 
re~t ofthe commerceoftheUnited States. OverlO,OOO,OOO tons the doctrine of free raw material. 
pass back and for th through those straits, an~ it is increasing Anyone who has given the subject any careful consideration 
every year, until now we have to enlarge the locks and theca- knows that the free-raw-material cry is rubbish, merely as a 
nals. This commerce is not a small m:1tter. It is a commerce statement. The only raw material that exists is that which lies 
of such vas t exten t that it might be compared to any form of pro-~ in the earth or grows upon its surface, untouched by labor. The 
duction or any form of industry. moment that you touch anything with the hand of labor it ceases 

I say to deny to this industry its fair rate of duty should de- to be a raw material. The 'iron ore of the miner is his .finished 
feat this or any other bill. This might just as well be under- material, and the cloth, wb.ich represents the highest product 
stood uow as ever. If there can not be justice and fair play and of the loom, is the raw material of the tailor~ who makes it into 
an equ:1l and just distribution of the benefits of the system of clothing. It was the m:>st utter piece of rubbish ever put for
protection, then the whole system will be sw~pt away. It is ward in an economic debate, and they put it forward because it 
founded only upon the idea of protecting our labor and prevent- was a taking device, nothing else. They did not dare to attack 
ing our laborers from falling to the condition of European labor. the doctrine of protection with the mills of New England about 
That is its foundation. If that is stricken out, then it all falls. them on every .hand; and so they went to one manufacturer of 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] may very well feel easy iron and another manufacturer of woolen goods and to the pea
about this m:ttter, because Texas does not produce anything that ple who worked in their industries, and said: "All you want is 
needs protection except wool. In former times the Souj;h had free raw material; in other words, we are in favor of having 
nomanufactures and no productions needing protection. They everything which comes into the mill come in free of duty, and 
did not mine the ore. and the coal that was under their soil. everything which goes out of the mill have a high protection." 
Now they have, developed these raw J?rodtictions. I thank the The utter selfishness of such a proposition is only equaled by 
Senators from Alabama in differing, 1f you please, with a por- its utter and impracticable folly. Everyone knew there was no 
tionoftheirfellowSenators andinsistingthatthisnewindustry possibility of mainta~ning any such doctrine as that, and yet 
of their State must be protected to a reasonable extent. If they that was preached up and down the length and breadth of my 
have aidE¥]. in giving us a duty of 40 cents a ton I thank them for State by these virtuous reformers to the workmen in our indus
it, and I shall vote for it if we can not get any more. tries, that the Republican party was cutting their throats be-

That is the position I occupy in regard to this matter, and cause they would not give them free coal and free iron. Now 
with these remarks, Mr. President, I will leave the question, the Democratic party have got control of every branch of the 
stating that I wish to see the rule of protection as understood Government, and they bring in a bill with a duty of 4.0 cents on 
by the Republican party applied to all. I do not believe that the iron ore, to start with. 
intense selfishness manifested by the writers of that petition I believe that that duty is right, except that, in my judg
will have any serious representation on this floor. I look upon ment, it is not high enough. There is no possibility of carry
the demand by these advanced workers in manufacture that they ing on a system of protection unless you give proper protection 
shall be fully protected in all their industries and yet deny to to every industry and to every product; and there is no possi
the miner who gives them the raw material of their industry bility of ·having sensible or intelligent or honest tariff reform 
the benefit of this little pittance of 40 cents a ton on .their ore, unless you make it free trade for everybody. Of all the people 
as supreme folly or shameless selfishness. concerned in this business, the manufacturer-of whom there 

Mr. ALDRICH. WilLthe Senator alldw me? are very few, but of whom there are some in New England-
Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. the manufacturer who wants to bring free wool into his mill and 
Mr. ALDRICH. The papers which I caused to be read were turn out of it a highly protected carpet occupies the most ab-

not statements from manufacturers at all, but from a young solutely mean and indefensible position of which it is possible to 
men's Democratic club of the State of Massachusetts. conceive. 

Mr. SHERMAN. A political club. I think these young men I wish now to call attention to some utterances which were made 
in Democratic clubs had -better study a little the lessons of ex- during these campaigns, utterances which misled some of the 
perience. Most of them I have no doubt are well educated in the people of my State and some of the people of the New Englancl 
science of school; many of them are, I know, in the city of Boston. States, people whose eyes are now being opened wide to the hum· 
If they are not manufacturers of some experience and do not rep- bug which was then preached to them. The Democratic party 
resent any sort of interest, I do not think we need care much for was so impressed with the fact that they had elected a governor 
their opinions. The truth is that that idea of free trade has been of Massachusetts that they seemed to think a governor oi Mas· 
recently taught in some of the colleges. It is founded upon an sachusetts was such a very rare thing that a man w'ho held that 
erroneous basis, upon English ideas, based upon the commercial. office ought to have his speeches in book form. They have col
wants of a purely commercial and manufacturing country. Itis lected, therefore, in a large volume the speeches of Ron. Wil
taught in the schools, adopted in the colleges, taken up by the liam E. Russell, lately governor of Massachusetts, and I want to 
young men as a scholastic theory. They are for free trade, free call attention to some of the things which he says, and on which 
ships, free anything, without experience or knowledge of the be gained votes for himself and his party, and contrast them 
results of free trade. That idea has been adopted by the class with_ the Democratic performance in the bill which is now be-
of men whose voices ought not to be heard here against the cry fore us. · . 
of laborers coming to us with piteous laments from all parts of In a speech on the tariff at Tremont Temple, in Boston, on the 
the country lest their industries shall be crippled by the pro- 27th of October, 1888, he said: 

- posed tariff law. I went to the little town or Bridgewater, and what did I find there? The 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President as I believe the debate has Bridgewater Iron Wor~s with. tbeir fires out, their industry kllled. How? 

f · · h' b h' b d f. h d kf. By a high tarur tax on 1ts pig rron and its coa.l, and hundreds ot men out or grown out o a pet1t1on w lC as een rea I om t ~ es 1 om employment in that little town can testify to the crushing- etl'ect ot h.igh 
the Y"'ung Men's Democratic Club, of Boston, I desire to say a tarur taxation. I went to the little town or Sandwich, and what did I find? 
few words in regard to the views which they have been present- Its glass industries? thriving undez: alow taritl', declining under a high taritl', 
ing for some years past to the people of Massachusetts and on dead t~-day. Why. Because of high tar11'r ta.xatiaii on coal and on the raw . . . · ' matena.l that enters into glassma.king. 
whwh. they have b~en seekmg votes. .r wtsh to show from the I suppose by raw material for gla.ss he refers to sand. [Laugh-
events now happemn~, and from the btll now before us, the ab- ter] 
solute dishonesty of the arguments which have been addressed · 
by the recent Democratic orators to the people of my State and I went to Gloucester, and what could I show to those fishermen of Glou· cester? That hlgh ta.rur taxation ha-d diminished the foreign shlpping of 
to the people of the New England States generally. this nation trom 2,500,000 to less than 1,000,000 or tonnage since 1860. It is 

During the last ten years there has been a number of young dying. Why? Because of the burden, the restrictive burden, or hlgh taritl' 
men, and of some persons not so young who like to call them- legislation. Then I went to Fitchburg, to the iron industry, and what could 

I show there? OnG-third or the rolling mills or Massachusetts killed since 
selves young men, who have come very actively into politics on 1880-in seven years dead; half or the rolling mills of New England killed; 
the Democratic, or, as they choose to call it, the reform side. the product ot Massachusetts reduced from over 100,000 tons to less than 50,-

Mr. SHERMAN. 'The Mugwump side. 000, and now about one-fifth of what we once produced. Wha.t is the reason? 
High tari1r legislation. Their life has been taken by law to satisfy the State 

Mr. LODGE. They seem to have the idea, in the first place, or Pennsylvania. And who has been benefited? Labor in Pennsylvania?_ 
that his~ory began when they entered politics; that there had There is not a State in the Union, there are no industries 1n the Union, 
never been any tariff discussion before, and that they were rap- where labor is more downtrodden and depressed, where wages are lower and men more often out of employment, than in the hlghly prowcted industries 
resenting a new_ and beautiful theory. They also seem to be- ot the ~~ate or Pennsylvania. 

•' 
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It was on such sectional cries as that that they tried then and Mr. Ritchie declares that this ·paper was prepared by two 

failed to carry the State of Massachusetts. editors in the city of Cleveland, Mr. Covert, the editor of the 
At a later time, speaking before the Bay State Club-aDem- Cleveland Leader, which is a Republican paper, and Mr. Holden, 

ocratic club-on the 12th of October, 1889, Governor Russell, the ed.itor of the Cleveland Plain Dealer, a Democratic paper. 
who was elected governor the following year, said: He exposes so succinctly and distinctly the manifest absurdities 

Now, contrast that evasive platform- contained in that papar, that I shall ask that the whole of it be 
put in the RECORD as a portion of my remarks, although I shall 

referring to the Republican platform- , only read a part of it. 
with the declaration of Democracy upon the question. We do not hesitate Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the paper be read. We are on 
to say, in answer to the demands of business interests and of the whole peo- this item now, and if it is an important paper I want it read. 
ple, thatwe stand for free wool, for free coal to make more cheerful the fire- h · ) Th 
side of the humblest home, and to give our industries greater prosperity. The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WHITE in the c a1r . e 
Free iron we demand; free raw materials we demand; and cheaper neces- Senato.c from Iowa desires that the paper be read. 
sarles of life. There is no evasion in the platform of the Democratic pa-rty. Mr. VEST. In the interest of economy of time I did not pro-

And this bill, with a duty on coal and a duty on iron, is the pose to read it all. 
answer to that stuff about there being no evasion in the Demo- Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will see manifestly that, if this 
cratic platform, which was put forward year after year to the is an important paper, as certainly the statement made by the 
people of Massachusetts. All tha t remains of that promise is Senator from Ohio was important, we should know the effect of 
the slaughtered sheep industry, picked out for destruction be- these two papers. 
cause the Democratic party feel that they can not lbt this bill The PRESIDING OFFICER. The document will be read, if 
go to the country without murdering at least one industry. Here there be no objection. 
again he spoke of one-half of the iron furnaces of New England, The Secretary read as follows: 
which 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 1:>f 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 oth of October, 1891: 

Let me now refer to another, t~ 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. I shall not weary 
the Senate hy reading these attacks. He says in his speech at 
Fitchburg, October ::n, 1892, in speaking of the duties on iron 
ore-the precise point we are now engaged upon-

The urgent demand of a single Republican Senator, to which the Repub
lican party yielded, gave us this infliction. Yielded I It was bound to yield. 
Is not its whole taritr policy founded on the principle and pledge that all 
protected interests must stand united for the ta.ritr taxation each demands, 
and that it is not safe to lower a single duty, however exorbitant or unjust, 
for fear that their coalition may b1·eak, and their system be endangered-

This is the duty on iron ore-
NewEngland may thank this coalition and this unjust policy for the put

t-ing 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 reducing or removing these duties? I as

sert that no one who has a right to complain or who~ supplying a market 
which rightly belongs- to him. 

Then he mak~s another attack on Pennsylvania. That demand 
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, n9w 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 know anything-which I sometimes a little 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 ov~ 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 read by the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SHERMAN], 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 
great intelligence, who answers seriatim the statements made 
in the paper which the Senator from Ohio produced and read 
bere. 

AKRON, Omo, February 22, 1894. -
GENTLEMEN: In the Cleveland 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 representing the Western Iron Ore Association. 
Mr. Covert is the editor of the Cleveland Leader, a strong Republican 
paper, and Mr. Holden is the editor or the Cleveland Plaindealer, a Demo
cratic paper. In this petition the magnitude of the iron ore business and 
of other interests closely idt>ntifled with it, such as the lake marine and 
railway transportation companies, dock companies, 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 signatures or 25,000 of the good 
people of the city of Cleveland, Ohio. The petition is quite as signiftcantfor 
what it fails to state as for what it purports to state. It tells you that in the 
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 at once going to ruin unless Congress 
imposes a taritf of 50 cents per ton on iron ore. 

In the first place the committee will see the utter absurdity of charging 
the whole investment in the lake carrying trade to an investment 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 El'ie, over 
which iron ore is handled, to the iron-ore business, for, with the exception 
of the pocket docks at two or three places upon Lakes Superior and Mich
igan, these docks are all usedforthe handlingof every other kind of freight. 
Still more absurd is it to charge all the capital invested in the numerous 
lines of railways connecting 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 
at a glance how wholly misleading such an arrangement of these figures is. 

This petition also tells you that there is now a cash investment in these 
Lake Superior iron mines or of 1571,325,000, and thatl516,500,000 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 doub~ these figures are cor
rect, but if it means that a cash capital outside of that taken out of the mines 
themselves has been invested in them, then the statement is wholly wrong. 
The fact is that a great number of these mines were purchased from the State 
at a mere nominal price, and that a large number are still owned by the 
State and are worked upon royalties and leaseholds. Companies are orga.n
i.zed upon these leaseholds with a large paper capital. A small amount of 
this capital stock is sold for working capital, and the ore taken out soon pays 
all the additional expense; and this money taken first out of the ground and 
a part of it afterwards put back into it in the way of improvements and de
velopments constitutes the capital repre3ented by these enormous figures 
in the petition. 

No industry in the United Stateshasbeenso enormously profitable as these 
very Lake Superior mines, and many of the signers of this petition, which 
is so full of wailing and prophecy or evil, are to-day in possession of great 
fortunes made out of them a.s a return for a very small investment; and 
what is stili worse, there are others in whose interest this petition is pre
sented and urged, who are and have bElen actively engaged in gathering 1n 
these vast properties to themselves. Taking advantage of the financial 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 opera· 
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 
·or these properties have thus been gathered in and now these petitioners 
and their 25,000 signers ask the Government to reach out its protecting arm 
to aid them, after the great numbe.r of unfortunate owners have been com-
pletely ruined. -

In the Cleveland Leader of Monday, the 19th, is a long report of the man
ner in which t~ g9bbl1ng-up process is at this moment going on. Mines, 
railway a.nd transportation companies, according to this report, are all be
ing gathered into the big net or John D. Rockefeller. This transaction is re
ported in Mr. Covert's paper in large head-lines in these words: "His deal in 
iron. John D. Rockefelleron the Mesaba Range. Goteverythingin sight." 
Others who are signers of this petition are imitating Mr. Rockefeller's 
methods on a less gigantic scale. The depression is bein~ 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 the petition professes to speak have been cleaned out. 
The same cry was made at the time of the passage of the taritr of 1883. 
The whole iron-ore business was at once going to ruin unless a high ta.ritr 
was imposed, and this cry was successful to the extent of having the duty 
changed in the 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 per ton, and 
still they wanted protection. Now they are selling at Cleveland at :!2.75 per 
ton and still they want protection. 

In the Cleveland Leader or the 17th, the same number containing this pe
tition to Congress, is the report of a very large sale at $2.75, and this is some 
of the very best ore in the market. In the article reporting t~ salo th• 
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!following ligures .are given as the estimate eo:st of delivering the ores trom 
.th~ grea.t Mesa.ba..Range, just ,acquired by Mr . .J. D . .Rockefeller: · 

Oo.st of miningbyrsteam·shovel----------'------------------ $0.05 

ettai!if~~~~~==:~=~===:~=====::=:=~=================~==== :~ lnterem on t>an:ds, salaries, and commissions... __________ ~----···--~-~-- . 25 

.2.45 

I am in1o:rmed by .a man thoroughly reliable and familiar ~th a.ll of these 
iron·fields that this-ore can'be laid dawn :at any of the Lake Erie ports at $2 
per ton and at the furnaces at Pittslmrg lor 13 per t.on. 

There is not .a single iron oT steel works in th'e whole o! .Europe which can 
get so many units of iron in _their ore tor£>o small .a price as the Cleveland 
furnaces can get th·eir ore for, and this i-s equally true of thei-r -coke with re
gaxd -to Pittsburg; :the . raw:m:a.terml necessa-ry to make a ton of iron costs 
the great establishment otXrupp, in Germany, more than it does in either 
Cleveland orPittsburg. 

,In the Cleveland Leader of February 20 1:s printed what is ·called " the 
rneveland ve&sel owners' lll'Otest "to Congress." -Th-ese "'vessel owners" . 

-:who .signed ;this "protest" are .of the same .number who signed the petition 
presented on the 16th, ana unfortunate1y some of 'them are of the number 
who are engaged in the business of gobbling up these ironmi:neswhlch they 
:are telling .Congress are going to :ruin nnless·protected by -a high tarilf. 

This "protest" states that these Lake Superior iron stocks have fallen 
from 100 to 50:> per cent. The parties who are raking them in through fore
closure and other legal proceedings at these depressed va.In'es are hardly the 

· proper parties to be stretching out their hands in appealing to Congress 
against all competition. In none of these "petitions," "protests," or ·• ap
peals" is the·f-act disclosed that all the great "investments," so called, were 
;the-profit.s-of the J)roper.ties themselves, and hundreds of private fortunes 
,aside from the e ·represented he-re have been mad-e so large as to enable their 
owners.toretirefrom busin-ess. Thefa.ctis thattheseso-calledinvestments, so 
1ar as these .iron properties are concerned, are little more than the bountiful 
gifts of natur mJ.J)itallzed, and·it would seem as if thel"e ou~ht to be some 
-point or place ;where legislation sa.onld. cease to interpose artificial barriers 
tsolely 1n the interest of a few indi-viduals or a .few corporations against the 
natural operB.tions .or the !La. w at supply 1IJld demand. 

·!IJhe U.mted Stateshasa:l-arger.sup,ptr and abetterg_UD.licy- oforethanany 
. :Other-countu in the world. She can ~d does produce it-cheape-r than any 

other country in the worla. Any claim for protection -on the part of the 
JAJre Superior mines against any<()ther pr0d.ucers, etth:er in this country or 
'.allY oth.ereo11ntry, is absolutely withouta.ny-me-ri.t, -and if granted .is solely 
m ;lih.e interest c>f a vecy fe-w individuals m· same gigantic trust whose ac
quisitions .!in ·many-cases -are of a ·veryques~ionable character. .All these 
dema.ndt> upon Congress are made in the name of labor, but the laborer is 
Withoutwoteetion; and, ·save China, he must compet-e in the open market of 
1Jhe whole-world. Anylegjslation Whieh.J.eaveslabor tree to th-e competition · 
orthe world and at the same til:ntl taxes the p-roduct -of that labor so as to 
bring this product under the CQiltrol and manipulation-of a few individuals, 
,corporations, .or .trusts, will soon 'present, as lt· is .even .now :presenting, in 
.close proximity and -amming con.trast .the extremes -of lux:ury ana .the ex
tremes of}>6nury. .lt is not <l.i1ficult I or .a few inftuentlal indiYiduals to se
cure thousands ol names to almost any kmd <if a petition, and with tnese to 
.attempt to .overshadow Congress .and to secure ll.(}t classleg:lslation, but in
dividual, corporate, ana tr.ust legislation. 

Iron ore is nGt .a manutacture:l article. 'No .man ever .made a. "ton~r a 
;P<nmd-of it. The only labor ther.e is .in its production is--the labor of 'the 
Dreator of.the unlverse,.and that labor needs no protec'tion, an.d.no man or 
·set of men, be they .individuals, corporations, or trusts, have any right to 
demand from Oongres"S' .or .any other lawmaking power any protection or 
special privil-eged l-egislation such as will give to them the -sole benefit and 
monopoly m the work of its Creator. 'The lifting of this .. ore out o! the 
.ground does not change its form or ta:shlon nor any of its constituent ele
ments, and until this-is done .by the hand of man it is not manufactured .. 
"The pe-tittan.of this .committee to Congress, asking I or ...a J)l"Otec.tive duty 
.upon iron ore tin the interest of its signers, is-nothing more nor less than a 
.courageous demand that. Congress .sha.ll_pay to them .a premium UJ)on 'the 
llandiwork and bounty of the A.lmlghty. The.demand!or.alll"otecti-ve duty 
upon coal is based ~n.no.higher ~omls or bettel" claim. 

Very respect! y, s. J. RITCHIE. 

'To the:S"o:m:ro~ oF SEN.ATE F .mANOE C:OMMmEE, 
WtL3hington, JJ. 0: 

!I\I-r. ·SIIER¥A.N. Who isihe .ffi,gner? 
· Mr. VEST. Mr. Ritchie., of Akron, Ohio. 
:M.r. FRYE. His argumentis against this bill, is it not? 
Mr. -sHERMAN. With the leave of the Senator from Mis

.souri, !.should like to say that I know Mr~ Ritchie very well. 
He is the owner, or .represents the .owners of some mines in 
'Cana-da; .he is engaged in the mining industry. He is the repre
.sentati:ve of a corporation which is said to .have a capital of five <>r 
:aix million dollars, located at Sudbury, in Canada. I have been 
'there and I know about it. It is one of the greatest nickel mines 
tn the world. The same ore contains agreatdealof copper, and 
-is very valuable. All around that region along the north Supe
rior country there is an iron formation as well as on the south 
&de. I ha-re no doubt the corporation he r-epresents will 
'.Inake more than d-ouble its capital if the duty is r.e:moverl. We 
.all know Mr. Ritchie. He is a gentleman who has been about 
the .Committee on Finance, over and .over ag.ain, representing 
his interests in a Canadian corporation.. 

1:t is -said 1n this letter, which I do not believe is true, that 
~-Rockefeller is buying up all the iron mines in the Lake Su
:pe.rior :region. Undoubtedly it is true that mining property has 
greatly depreciated in value. No doubt its price was too high, 
.caused by. specula.tion; bu tnow it .has gone down. The proposed 
repaal of the duty on foreign. ores compelled the owners to stop 
the]r works, they could not sell their ore~ and now all along the 
'borders .of Lake Erie and Lake Michigan there is an immense 
·Btot'.e nf iron ore f~om the L:tke Superior mines with no sale, be
"&.u!ie 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 opportunity to take .advan~o-e of the 
depression caused by the threa.t of the reduction of the duty 
or the repeal of the duty to make a great fortune out of his 
mines in Canada. With ffee 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 an-y kind. I think our legisla
tion ought not to favor trusts, and yet the threatened legislation 
haslavored and will favor trusts. The ramoval-<>f the duty on 
iron ore would, by a combination of American and Candiancom
panies, create a greater trust than any that-exists in this uoun
try to-day. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President the personality of-:M:r.Ritchie has 
very little whatever to do with this argument. B.e makes state
ments in the paper whicll. has been read which are absolutely 
true in regard to the cost of bking out these ores from the 
Mesaba district, .and he states that there is no iron industry in 
Europe wnioh can produce iron as ch.eaply or put it upon the 
market as cheaply as can the Lake Buperior mlnes, That is the 
salien.t point ln this whole argument; and that determines the 
question as to _whether they ought to haye what they call pro-
tection or not. · 

The Senator from Ohio .speaks of trusts--
Mr. SHERMAN. Let me say to the Senat<>r that the whole 

of the c-ost of this ore is labor, except the 10 or 20 cents per t-on 
royalty, whatever may be the charge-I think it is from 10 to 25 
cents royalty, accm·ding 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 linee of rail
road to Lake Superior, and there put upon vessels, all of which 
are "built for this particular trade, ·and are go-od for nothing~lse, 
except to carry wbeat, ore, or some article in bulk. The whole 
cost, :as I .have said, is labor from beginning to end. 

Mr. VEST1 M-r. Pres~dent, if the ore 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 lahar, I .do not care to go into the old 
argument in regara 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 go-v
ernor of Alabama1 how much his wages were a day, he s3.id $14 
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 you 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 to say to my honorable friend from 
Missouri that he has fallen into the same error into which the 
Senatorfrom IndianarM.r. VOORHEES] fellin his opening speech. 
The McKinley law reduced the rates on every article of iron and 
steel, and I expect at some time in the course oi this discussion 
"to show the reductions and the reasons for them. 

Mr. ALLISON. The McKinley act reduced the duty .on .steel 
beams. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, yes; and on eva1·y other item in this 
schedule. 

Mr. VEST • .At the proper time we can discuss what the Mc
Kinley act did or did not .do. I did .not say it had reduce.d the 
rates of duty or put them up. I gave you the reply of this work
man inorder'toillustrate the position of the labor in the United 
States, which the Senator fl'om Ohio himself stated in a public 
interview caused more than anything else the defeat of theRe
publican party in 1892. 

I have the Senator's own interview in which he stated that the 
ope-ratives in the United States came to the conclusion that they 
did not get their just proportion of the benefits of the tariff, and 
that that operated against his party in 1892. I quoted simply 
the argument made by that operative when he .answered to Col. 
OATES that he did. not get his part of the plunder that you gave 
over to Mr. Carnegie. Whether you did it or not, is not the 
question now. That was the man's statement, and his belief was 
that becnuse- the laborers did not get their part of it, the riot 
came on, which, above anything else in the early part of that 
cam~un, antagonized th~ claims of the Republican party upon 
the la.bor element in the United States. 

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 1•eports as to tne price of the Lake 
Superior iron .on the market, and I say that the -report 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 question? 
1 Mr. VEST. Certainlynot. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask wby the Senator put a duty of 40:een,ts 
a ton upon iron ore in this bill? 

Mr. VEST. I will answer the Senator with a great deal of 
pleasure. I was about to come to that. It is entirely legitimate 
tor our friends upon the other side to taunt us with having put 
this 40 cents a ton on iron ore. 

I oolieve in free iron and free coal and .free lead and free zinc 
and free lumbe-r and free hides and free cotton and free wool. 
Now, you aak me why these rates are put in-this bill, and I an
.swer because we could not help ourselves with t]le m~ager ma
jority we had in this Chamber, and becau..<:e there were Demo
cratic Senators upon this -floor who disagreed with us, wbo 
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 
opinion. 

Why did not the Senator put a duty upon cotton and upon 
bides in the McKinley act? Why does not the Senator from 
Massa{}hnsetts[Mr. LODGE], who attacks Governor Russell 'here 
to-day, go before his people and urge the putting of 'a duty back 
upon cotton and upon hides? Because he knows ~ery well that 
the cotton ma.nufac turers of New England and the leather manu
facturers of New England would rise against the Republican 
part_y if they dared to do any such thing. He knows very well 
ihat while the woolen ~anufactnrers of New England were de· 
pressed and closing down~ the cotton manufacturer.s were en
abled, by reason of their free raw material, to stand .mu-ch 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 inter-ests in the Republican party 
of New England would immediately rise against the Republican 
party if they dared to do it. -
_ The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER~1AN] thanks the Senator 
from Alabama for advocating or bringing about this duty of 40 
cents atonon ironore. Ibavenothingto-sayaboutwbobrought:. 
it about; I do not propose io 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 tbe best we 
can get, and I propose to go before th-e -people of .Miss-ouri and 
tell them what my private opinions are and that I am in iavor 
of free 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 1 did the best I could 
under the circumshnces to pass a tari~ bill with which I 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 
argument 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 favor of free iron ore, 
and that I was obliged to vote to put this 40 cents a ton duty 
upon it by the exigencies which arose in the Senate in our own 
party. . 

But, returning to the thanks the Senator gave to the Senators 
- from Alabama, if the people of Alabama.ortheirrepresentatives 

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 articlB 
from the Engineering and Mining Journal which goes on to 
state in a carefully prepared article the cost of coal and iron in 
Alabama, as follows: 

Coal is now loaded on the cars in Alabama. at a cost of 60 cents per ton, 
and coke is produced at a cost o! $1.16 per ton. The amount of coke re
quired for 1 ton of pig iron is lt tons. The entire cost of making a ton of 
pig metal, aeeo::-ding to the Journal (which gives the items in detail), is 
ltUI7, average, but there are some establishmentswhich product1lt as low as 
$6 per ton or 2.240 pounds, and yet further eeonomies are expected. .Ai3 the 
lowest price of Cleveland pig in England is $3, the JournaJ reaches the 
conclusion ·that "The day is not distant when Alabama will capture the 
South American markets now supplied by England and Germany, and will 
even become a fornlldable rival itJ.. some of the European markets." We 
commented the other day on the fact attested by the American Manufacturer 
that-there had been a sale of Alabama iron in Pittsburg at $5 on the cars at 
the place of production. This was, of course, an exceptional sale. The 
same paper in its issue of January 26, says that sales of Alabama iron in 
large lots are now making a.t $6.90 to $1 pel' ton cash at the works. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the date of the article? 
Mr .. VEST. I read from the Engineering and Mining Journal 

of about a month a~o, 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 putting a duty of any sort upon iron ore is simply 
to handicap the iron manufacturers upon the Atlantic seaboard. 

It has no other-effect, .and can have none -other. It is a steu_g_gle 
between Pittsburg and Lske Superior as to the domestic market. 

:Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President-
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis

souri yield to the Senat:.or from Rhode Island? 
Mr. VEST. Certainly. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator from Missouri is as 

well aware as I am that the Alab!ima. 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 there'fore the Alabama people nave no interest at 
all in this duty. As the article says, from which I :read, they 
will soon command the foreign markets, because with their 
limestone, their Qre, their coal, and their eheap labor, alto
gether, they will be enabled to produce this article chea-per 
than any people in the world. 

Mr. President, as far back as the :testimony befDre the Tariff 
Commission, an Alabama miner, the owner of one of the largest 
mines there~ testified that they needoo no protection, and tbe 
Senat-or from Rhode Island knows that the freight upon iron 
ore from abroad gives to us the advantage up.on the Atlantic 
seaboard and e-verywhere 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 tbe effect of this duty beint:r a pl'{)lu[r 
itory one, is simply to keep out those ores, and to that extent it 
is a burden upon the iron manufacturers of thaEa.st. As to my 
own State, it has very little interest in the matter, because the 
transporta.tion gives to us the domestic market in our immedi
ate vicinity, and that is alJ we can claim. 

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

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, tbe State whicn I in 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] l.n -relation to tho wonderful 
increase of the products of the iron ore industry in Michigan. -

Thirty years ago or thereabouts 1,000 tons, I think, wa.B 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-Iamnot 
speaking now about all of the Lake Superior district. That 
pro auction has gone on steadily _year by year until in 1892, 7, 628,-
598 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
plete!~. There were no sales, no demand for the ores, and the . 
iron mines were practically closed during last fall and win.ter,a 
very unusual thing. 

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

Our output- , 

This is the reply oi the Columbia !ron !\fining Company, of 
Crystal Falls, Mich.-

our output since commencing has amounted to 340,000 tons of non-Besse-. 
mer iron ore. 

In 1893 w.e closed down eight -months because o:f threatened tinkering with 
the ta.ritf. 

A duty of'75 cents per ton is necessary to place us on an equal footing-with 
foreign miners, because we pay our laborers more than 100-per cent over 
foreign competitors. 
If the duty were reduced one-third a redudion of about 40-per cent in c.ost 

of production would be necessary. 

S-peaking of the prices of ore, a -subject which bas been talked 
about considerably here, they say: 

The prices of ore have been as follows: 1884, $4.75; 1890, $3.7-5; 1892, $2.75; 
1893, or present tlme, $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 th-e mines. 

The reply proceeds: 
Ther-e has been an increase in fol'eign Md domestic competition, princi· 

pa.lly domestic. 

It is true there has been much competition durizig 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 greatextentas yet, however. 

This firm further .say: 
Weprefera.s~cifieduty . An ad valorem ra.tegivestheforeignersa chance 

to doctor prices to suit themselves. 
We ar~~tirely1ib.ut down .at present; aJ.l onr-mln-es.a.re fulloi water. :In 

1892 we .had :fi:fteenmines working. <employing about 1.000 men. .Now 6Y-etJ'• 
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thing is idle and scores ot people sta,rving-on account ot no work, the result 
of monkeying with the tariff. 

There has been a reduction of over 60 per cent in wages during the past 
twelve months. 

We have no difficulty in construing the existing tarifi. 
Pr~ce of li-ving remains in statu quo. ~ 
Keep the 75 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 is from Crystal Falfs. Mich. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Is it not from the Columbia Iron Mining 

Company, of Crystal Falls, Mich.? 
Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, and these are answers given toques-

tions propounded by the Committee on Finance. 

From 8 to 10 per cent is the rate of interest. 
Immigration has had no effect on our business. 
Sixty per cent of our labor is skilled. 
We propose to meet a reduction of the duty by reducing labor. 
It working full force we would employ 300 men, and under our present 

tarll! system would pay ordinary laborers $1.50 to $1.75. 

As to the number of people employed in our State in the pro
duction of iron ores we have what are called the Marquette range, 
the Menominee range, and the Gogebic range, and the number 
of people employed in 1892 was 17,272. There is a very large 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 wa.spitiful; in fact, the condition 
there at the present time is very threatening. It is only two or 
three weeks since that riots took place there involving very seri
ous trouble among the men who are out of work and who are in
clined to make trouble. 

I will st!l.oo, 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. McMILLAN. It is pretty long. 
Mr. CHANDLER. On what page of the bulletin is it found? 
Mr. McMILLAN. It is not to be found in the bulletin; it is 

the repoi·t of the commissioner of labor of the_ State of Michi
gan. 

Mr. HOAR. How many pages of the document the Senator 
holds in his ha.nds 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 obj~ction, it will be so ordered. 

The extract from the report referred to is as follows: 

MICHIGAN IRON MINES AND MINERS. 

In this connection it is believed that the following h.istory or 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 produced, the cost 
and prices received each year, together with the wages paid men in dtl1erent 
years will be not only interesting, but instructive, especially at this time 
when the great industry is almost at a standstill. . 

• While the Upper Peninsula of this State is celebrated for its mines ot iron 
ore, and while they have been continuously wrought since the year 1848, 
there are many of the inha bltan ts of Michigan and especially among those 
living south of the Straits of Mackinac, who do not possess anything like a 
correct conception of their magnitude, or the amount of capital and labor 
employed in their development and operation. Contributing as 1;hey do 
so much to the support of the labor or Michi~an. a brief outline describing 
them in a general way may not be amiss at this time and place. 

The wonderful growth o! our ore·mining industry is something Michigan 
people, who pride themselves upon the many successful enterprises of their 
State, can point to with no inconsiderable degree of satisfaction. Begin
ning with t}le discovery point, the Jackson mine, Marquette County, in the 
year 18H, Michigan now stands at the head of all States in the Union in the 
number of tons of iron ore mined each year, and ha.s made it possible for 
the United States to gain the posltion it now holds as first in the list of all 
count.ries of the world producing iron ore and pig iron. 

For many years after the finding of the or1i1nal ore depol>it, development 
was necessarily slow, due to the lack or proper facilities for shipping of 
product and securing of snppllesi and to the absence of suitable machinery 
and correct knowledge of the inc osing 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, a record 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. furnaces 
and mills in Ohio and Pennsylvania, to which markets the ore was freighted 
by boat from Marquette, the then only outlet by water. 

AB the demand for iron grew there was incentive o!l'ered 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 1n 1877 was added the Menominee range with its natural lake port at 
Escanaba, Mich. The contribution from this district was utilized, and the 
year 18S5 witnessed the addition of the Gogebic range with lake ports at 
Ashland, Wis., and Escanaba, Mich. Every pound of the ore from these 
three great ra.nges was marketed, and at a price that allowed liberal profits 

to those who placed money in the enterprise, and gave fair wages to the 
labor employed in and about the mines. 

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· 
tween employer and employe was agreeable even unto cordiality. No other 
region in the country employing a like amount of labor can show a better 
rec?rd in this ~espect. Contrib"!lting to this end we find a population of in
telligent labormg men. The nuners are Englishmen fl•om the mining dis
tricts of Cornwall; Sc~ndinavians, from Norway and Sweaen; a small per· 
centage of Irish nativity, and a few Italians 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 uv from the different nationali
ties with a larger percentage of Finns than Is found among the miners. .Al
together they comprise a_very thri.fty population. Many possess their own 
homes, which are well provided with comforts, and all are well dressed. 
The number of children enrolled in the different districts as at tending school 
show that particulM' attention is given to educational affairs, spe9-king vol-
umes for the thrift and patriotism of the people. . 

The success attending the business of mining has built up many substan
tial towns that derive their support from the labor here given place. In the 
Marquette district is Ishpeming, the largest city in point of population in the 
upner peninsula, .it possessing about 12,000 souls. Negaunee, 3 miles distant, 
has 6,000, and besides these are the vlllages of Republic and Champion with 
3,000 people. Marquette, the lake port for a portion of the product, has over 
8,poo people w~o are dependent upon the railway and lake shipping interests 
directly associated with the mines in t,he transportation ot their product. 
Escanaba, that takes a portion of the ore of the Marquette and Gogebic an.d 
t~e entire amount sent from the M~n~min~e range, has 6,000 people who are 
directly associated with the ore shippmg mdustry. The Menominee range 
has the active city of Iron Mountain, the location of the principal mines, 
while Norway, Crystal Falls, and other towns are important. In Gogebic 
County is Ironwood, with 8,000 inhabitants; Bessemer, the county seat and 
other places ot importance, and all of them entirely dependent upon the 
mining of iron ore for existence. 

When it is satd that ~0,000,000 are actually invested in the iron mines of 
Lake Superior, so called, and that $180,000,000 have been placed in the mines 
and in the equipment of docks, railways, and boat lines necessary to the 
conducting of the business, the place that capital holdlil is a:pparent. .And 
·when to this is added the tact that of the entire cost of the fimshed forms of 
iron and steel85 per cent can be charged to labor-figuring from the time 
the miner breaks the ore from the vein unt.il 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 or 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 a!l'orded so rflady a market for 
many years at a fair price. In this feature of excellent qualities is tound 
one reason for the rapid development of the mines as compared to those of 
lower grades situated at nearer proximity to the great iron and steel man
ufacturing centers, and whose operation can be carried on at less cost, owing 
to climatic advantages over the Lake Superior fields, where winters are long 
and severe, and where labor needs greater aids in the way of clothing, food, 
and fuel. 

We find many changes in the methods of working the mines as compared 
to those in vogue earlier in their history, these being to the advantage or 
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 n.nd 1,000 feet In the 
majority of mines the men are raised and lowered in cages that are sub
stantiaily consu-ucted of iron and steel. This does away with the fatiguing 
exertion of climbing slippery ladders, the old inethod of going up and dowa. 
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 
ot speed is observed in raising 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 up to. A State law creating the 
omce of mine inspector in each county where mining was extensively car
ried on went into e!l'ect in 1886. In case dangerous places exist in the mines 
the inspector can be calltld in at the request of a certain number ot.men and 
he may order such changes as he may think necessary to their protection. 
We find upon inquiry among the miners that the office is acceptable to them 
and that it is be1ngwell attended to in the different ranges. We find, too, that 
each mining company gives its m.ining captain and shift bosses particu
lar dh·ections with reference to the care of ground that may appear defec
tive, so that accident to life may not occur. After each blast is fired men as 
"ban·ers" take down such loose pi~ces of rock or ore as may not have been 
thrown completely out by the force of the explosion. There are no gases in 
the mines and the ventilation is generally good, the older mines having many 
shafts, affording an abundance of pure air. 
· In years gone by no llttle sickness was caused by the nitroglycerin used 
as an explosive, the fu:~pes of the burning acid causing severe headaches, 
from which the men sn!l'ered 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 dispense 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 bydea.thfrom such causes was frightfully com
mon by reason of the very sensitive nature of the pure nitroglycerin. 

At all of the larger ,mines we find considerable "dry" or change houses, 
where the miners wash themselves and change their clothing after coming 
out of the mine. There are baths provided with hot and cold water, closets 
for the keeptng of the clothing of the meh while they are at"""work, and a man ' 
is employed to take charge or the building and its contents. Heating is done · 
by steam. For this service each miner pays 50 cents per month. 
, Nine hospitals are fotmd in the principal towns, these being in charge of 
physicians of excellent skill who provide medical attendance, medicines, 
food, and place for men injured in the mines, and besides treat their fami
lies. The married men each pay from 51.50 to $2 for this service, and the 
unmarried men 50 cents less per month. The general health of the ore dis
tricts is good, the principal towns having excelltmt sewerage systems and 
pay particular attention to sanitary atrairs. 

An epidemic of typhoid fever at Ironwood the past summer was an un
usual exception. At each mine there is a benefit fund to which every miner 
belongs. In case of accident rendering him unable t<O work, the benefit club 
takes care of him, and in case of death his widow or !amily receives from 
t'iOO to !l,IJO!>J. and besides this the funeral expenses are paid. Each miner 
sul.>scribes ou cents per month, and the mining company puts as much into 
the fund each month as do the miners. Some of the clubs have accumulated 
considerable property 1n this way from which they have derived 1mportanl 
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benefits, and have rendered suj)stantial aid to those of their number who 
have been unfortunate in the mines. 

Of PlUCh 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 Marquette range. It was first inaugurated at the Pitts
burg and Lake Angeline Mine, Ishpeming City, October, 1892. The company, 
unsolicited by the employes, otrered to make a three-months' trial of the 
plan, which, if it gave as la.rge a product per man as under the ten-hour ~a.y, 
would result in the adoption of the shorter cay. Notonlyhas the trialg1ven 
as large a. product, but has been increased by a considerable percentage over 
the old day 9f ten hours, and the system is now employed throughout the 
entire property of this company. 

In November of 1892 the Winthrop Iron Company, in the Marquette dis
trlct, followed the p)an of the Lake Angeline, and has been working satia
factoriiy upon that system ever since. These mines work three "shifts" or 
parties of men. They relieve each other "in :(>lace," as they term it, one 
party taking the tools from the hands of the retrring one, so that no time is 
lost. Two shifts of eight hours each are being worked at the Salisbury 
mine of the Cieveland-Clifts Company, Ishpheming, Marquette range, with 
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 th8 market for it 1s more satisfactory than now. 
The ei~ht-hour day is not a.s yet observed by any other mines of the Lake 
Supenor districts than those here mentioned. 

The amount of ore produced since the time the mines were first opened is 
enormous. Up to and including the year 1893thethree Michigan fields have 
shipped 73,936,827 gross tons. Contributing to this the Marquette range has 
credit for 40,971,000 tons; the Menominee 18,032,311 tons, and the Gogebic 
14,933,516 tons. Including the entire Lake Superior region, which embraces 
the mines of Minnesota, the grand total tonnage is 80,390,352. 

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

Year. 

...... 

1884.-- _ _. ___ -··-- ------ .. ------ ---· ..•.... -..•. ------
1885-.•• ---- --·---· ---------- •••• --·- ·-···· ••••••••••• 
1886 ••••••••••• -------------------- •••• --------------
1887.--•..... -- ..... --- •••..........•..••..•••... ··--
1888 •..• - •••••••• ---.--.-••• -.-.-.-.- •• -•••• - ..• - •• --
1889. -·-- ···- ----. ·-- ... -•... ---··· ------ .•..•••• ----
1890. ··-- ···--- --·-- ----- --·· ------ ---· ···- •••• ----- -
1891. .•..•..•.•........ -- .....••.•.........•.•. -- ••.. 
1892 ..•......•......... ···- ..•..... --- ..........• ----
1893. -·-· .... ---. -··· ---- ...... -- .......... ------ -··· 

Michigan 
mines. 

Tons . 
2,417,113 
2, 285,24.9 
3,126,517 
4,170,078 
4,283,928 
6,054,249 
7,678, 637 
6,063,814 
7, 628,598 
4,300, 000 

Entire fake 
region. 

Tons. 
2,506, 814 
2;516, 201 
3, 558,571 
4, 7{8,276 
5,0i6,503 

, 7,282, 644 
9,003, 701 
7,091, 981 
9,069, 556 
5,933,196 

The great falling off in shipments from Michigan mines for t.he year 1893 
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 any previous year. In 1892 
Michigan produced 443.29 per cent of the ore mined in the United States, an 
achievement of which her people may justly feel proud. 

With the falling off in product for 1893 there was still greater reduction or 
labor. As early as April several mines of the Gogebic range 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. At Ironwood the Norrie mine, employing when 
active 1,600 men, was wholly closed in June, at which time the Ashland, the 
second largest mine in the city, also stopped, letting out 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 July, when 
they. too, succumbed to the same causes that had silenced their neighbors
inability to secure money to carry on the business and lack of a market at 
bidding 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: 

Year. Marquette Menominee Gogebic Total. range. range. range. 

1889 --·············-·········· 6,585 2,752 3,279 12,616 
1800 ·-·········-·--·····-····· 7,484 4,012 3,962 15,458 
18Dl •... -.•.......... ·-·- ---- ·- 7,230 4, 208' 3,843 15,281 
1892 •..•. -··-- ---- ....••••••.. 7,986 4,665 4,621 17,272 
1893 ---·········--········---- 1,895 1,365 (13 3,673 

The year 1893 has certainly been a great disappointment to the labor and 
capital of the ore fields of this State. Personal visitation of many of the 
principal mines of the dit!erent fields 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 hact anticipated and arranged for 
a. large output. '!'heir 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), 
and all had been made ready for a still larger output than the one achieved 
in 1892. ..... -

The thousands of men who were forced into idleness sought employment 
1n other fields, 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, lll., the larger percentl.ge of Italians emigrated to 
their native country, and many ot the English miners returned to Cornwall, 
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 mines continued in operation, giVing place to the number of men indi· 
cated in the table before printed. 

Some of these arranged to supply the men with provisions until such tlme 
as they could raise the money to pay them, this depending upon the condi· 
tion of the market and promptness of 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 falle~ in price at least $1 
per ton, and there was_ no other way of meeting the reduction than by less
ening the wages or the men employed in the mining. Showing the severity 

-· 
of this, I append the following table of wages paid at one of the principal 
mines for the last thirty-six years: 

Wa~es Wa2es I 
Wages Wages 

Years. pa1d paid Years. paid paid surface- miners. surface- miners. men. m~n. 

1857 ........... : .... !().75 ro.90 1876 ...... ·- ........ ~1.35 $1.50 
1858. -·- .... -··· .... .75 . 90 1877.- ...•.... ·- .••. 1.35 1.50 
1859 ·--············· .75 .90 1878 ....•........... 1.35 1.50 
1860-- .............. ~ 1.25 1.35 1879.- ..•• ·-·--- ···- 1.35 1.50 
1861 ............•.•. 1.00 1.15 1880 ................ · 1. 55 1. 75 
1862 --------·-···-·· .90 1.10 1881.. .... -~---- ·--· 1.50 1. 70 
1863 ···-------·-···· 1.75 2.25 1882 .. ---- ...... ---- 1.50 1.85 
1864 -- .... ·-··-- ···- 2.50 3.00 1883 .. ··-· ·- ..•..... 1.65 1.90 
1865 ·············~-- 2.00 2.50 1884 ...... -- --·· ---· 1.65 1.95 
1866 ---- .......• ···- 2.00 2.50 1885 ......•......... 

, 1.55 1.90 
1867 ··--········--·· 2.00 2.40 1886 .... ·- -• ··- ..•. 1.65 1.90 
1868 ·-·········-···· 1.80 2.25 1887 ···-····--······ 1.65 2.05 
1869.- ... ----- -- .... ].80 2.25 1888 ...... ·-·- ·- --·· 1.55 2.00 
1870 ..••.....•...... 1.75 2.25 1889 ......••••...... 1.50 1. 75 
1871 .. --·- -- .••• ·--- 1. 75 2.25 1890 .......•.•...... 1.50 1. 75 
1872 ...•.•...•••.... 1.75 2.25 1891 .. ---- ---· ....•. 1.55 1.75 
1873 ...•...... -- ·-·- 2.00 2,75 1892 ........ ~--- .... 1.50 1.70 
1874 ..•.•.•.•....... 1.35 1.50 1893* ..•........•.•• 1.00 1.50 
1875 ...•.•••.•.•.... 1.35 1.50 

:: *Since July. 

The above wages were upon what is known in the mining region as the 
-"company-account" plan. This-is for a stipulated wa,ge per day. B~ far 
the largest portion of the mining is done upon the contract system, the 
miner receiving so much per ton of ore broken and nla-::ed in skips, or else 
so much 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 mine from which the figures above were obtained 
about one thous&.nd men are employed when full force 1s on, and fully seven
eighths of this number were working on the contract plan. 

At another mine, whose full complement of men is over 800, we were shown 
the books of the company operating it, which contained a record of the earn
ings of the contract labor, this including miners and skip-tenders. Figures 
representing the net earnings per day (th" cost of oil, candles, and explo
sives having been deduct-ed) were as follows: 

1884 .....•.. ---- · -'- ····· ........••. $2. 32 1890 ............••..•..•• -----· --·- t2. 59 
1885 .....•.....•..•••.............. 2.22 1881 . .•.. : ........••••..•••........ 2. 51 
1886 ...... --·········· ............ - 2. 39 1892 ..... ·--- .... ----·· .. ··---- ·--- 2. 43 
1887 _ ........•••.............. ----· 2. 39 1893, first nine months ...... ~-- 2. J 1 
1888 ...•...•...... ·········---·--- .. 2. 36 1893, October and November.... 1. 54 · 
1889 ..........•.•...•..........•..• 2.46 

The mine from which the~e 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 paying miners $1.25 per day on contract plan. 

In t.he Vermillion district of the Lake Superior region miners were being 
paid ~1 per day, and surracemen 80 cents. The latter district requires &killed 
labor, the mines being producers of hard and soft ores much like those of 
the Marquette district or the Michigan field. Mining is conducted on the 
underground plan, where experienced miners are necessary to successful 
operation. . . 

In 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, 1893, show a reduc
tion or 361 per cent as compared to the average daily wages of the nine 
years previous, and of 38 per cent for t.he nine years preceding 1893. This 
lowered wage has resulted 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 first of May .• In 
past years the miners and laborers were abundantly able to make provision 
for the-cold weather part of the year, having a surplus of money that was 
devoted to such use. Nor is the forced change a.ccepta ble to the mining com
panies, who appreciate the fact that low wages beget trouble as well as cause 
physical sutrering. · 

'l'he great shrinka!re in the selling price of ore gives reason tor the lowered 
wage. Bessemer ores containing 67 per cent metallic iron and .o-2 per cent in 
phosphorus dropped from $4.50, the price received in 1892, to f3.25 per ton; 
this for deliveries at Lake Erie ports. An average of 11.60o!theselling price 
must be paid for transporting each ton fro~ the mines~ this including in· 
surance and commission, which amounts to 15 cents per ton. A ma.jority 
of the Lake Superior mines are wrought by those who lease them from the 
owners of the fee of the lands holding the ore deposits. a royalty being paid 
the fee owners of so 'much per 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 1s little left for mining, 
local taxes, and the many other items enteri.Ir.~t into the cost of raising the 
ore. The comnanies are employing the best machinery known to the in· 
dustry for rapid and cheap winning of the mineral stores, and lessened cost 
is now largely at the expense of labor. We find magnificent plants of hoist
ing machinery, modern pumping engines, rock drills operated by com
pressed air that have taK:en the place of the old style dr111 that cut the 
ground slowly, and with much effort on the part of the miner who wielded 
the hammer to force its passage 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 stope to the shaft. Instead of being wheeled by hand 
in barrows, the ore of stock-piles is now placed in the shipping cars by 
means of the steam shovel, saving time and severe effort on the part o! 
labor. All that the ingenuity of man can devise to assist in the obtaining 
ot ore a( the lowest possible cost had been adopted. 

In interviews with many or the miners of the different fields they com
plain that lowered wages had not been accompanied by lessened cost or liv· 
ing. Rents were lower than before the cut, but aside from this single item 
they were paying as much for the necessaries of life. 

Many of the representatives of the leading mines of the different ranges 
were seen and questioned with reference to their opinions as to the cause of 
the change 1n their condition as contrasted to former years. They were as 
a unit in replying, all having substantially t;tle same statement to make. 
They claimed that the furnaces and mills had generally suspended work be· 
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tore the closures at the mines, and as consumption had stopped1 production 
could not be continued. Changes in duty on pig iron. steel rails, and other 
manufactures of iron ore had been promised; free iron ore had been advo
cated, and this with such apparent sinGerity by those who held the reins of 
gove1·nment that capital had decided to await such J>Tomised changes before 
making further iron ore or iron purchases. 

Ch:mges in tartlfs might be reflected by changes 1n. values of iron prod
ucts, and it hall been decided by the manufacturers to hold aloof until Con
gress gave final decision upon t.he question. The consumers of ore had given 
the producers this reason, too, and the min1n.g companies as well as their 
employes are agreed upon this as the cause of their troubles. 

At one mine producing hard specular and magnetic iron ore and which 
was idle1 we were told that the Cuban ores had a.mady taken the place of 
theirs 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 sueb point. The amount of 
iron ore in stock at Lake Erie ports at the close of navigation for the past 
fl. ve years is shown as follows: 

. Gross tons. 

rm--:: ~~ ~~:~~:~~~~~ ~~: ~ :~~~~~~:: ~ -~)) ))~: :~:~~ ~~~~:~:~) ~~:~ =~~~~~ jj~jjj t: ~ m 
It is fl'om this stock that the furnaces are-supplied during the season when 

Jake navigation is closed, or from about November 15 to May 20 of the fol
lowingyear. In addition to home product or iron are there had been sent 
in from foreign countries-the following tonnage, the ores coming directly 

~ into competition with those of Michigan: 
Tons 1lnported. 

1889--------.---------------------.----- --~ ----------------- --·- -------- 853, 573 

u~~=========:=~~~=:==~~~~~::~=:::~:~:::r::::···:::::::::: l·f!J:m 
1893, first ten months ________ ~--------- · _________ _:~-------- 501,345 

A statement that natura.lla.bor no longer was entitled to consideration in 
:figuring upon the cost or miningQ.re, for the reason that the inn )Vation of the 
steam shovel had shown that it was to do the mining in futm·cl, was bitterly 
resented l}y the mining men and the miners ot the Michigan fields. They 
claimed this to bs unfair, because it was untrue. Or the J.6,036,04B tons ot 
iron ore mined in the United States in 189-2 none had been zoa.ised with the 
steam shovel, a.nd of the twenty-tour Sta.te3 producing ore in 1893 but on~ 
had employed the shovel in the stead o!theminer,and tba.ta·t but three mines 
o1 the many it possessed. The total tonnage of ore so secured would 
amount but to 200,000 tons. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President-
Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Iowa pa1·don me a mo

ment? 
. Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I want to call the attention of the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] and the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to some testimony given before a 
select committee of which I happened to be a m~mber, of which, 
by the bye~ the Senator from Iowa fMr. ALLISON] was a mem
ber, on our relations with Canada.. I remember the statement 
of a. very intelligent man by the name of HoraceP. Tobey, given 
in Boston in l&s9. September 12.. I suppose the Senator 1rom 
New Hampshire and the Senator from, Rhode Island would 
scarcely read the statute of limitations upon that testimony. 
Mr. Tobey was the treas1.n·er of the Tremont Nail Company, at 
Wareham, N.H.--

Mr. CHANDLER. It should be Massachusetts. 
Mr. BUTLER. It is printed here "New Hampshire" and 

not "Massachusetts.,., 
Mr. HOAR. That is not the only tbing wrong in the rePQrt. 
Mr. GALLINGER. There is no such town in our State, I 

would say to the Sen.ator1 and it evidently should be Wareham, 
Mass. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well. Aft-er giving a long statement as 
to the effect of the duty on coal and iron and one thing or another, 
he sums up in this way: 

While foreign pig iron has fa.Ilen to about {)ne-t.hird or itS ~alue of 1872, 
the specific duty has noli been reduced at all. In other words, for the last 
ten years pig iron has paid nearly three times the d-qty, value !or value, 
t;hat was imposed upon it in 1872. 

The case has been nearly the same as regards sc'rap iron; but, in the ab
sence of exact sta.tib"tics, we do not tabulate the prices o! thiS grade of crude 
iron. 

This duty is practically prohibitory. Impol"tations a.re confined almost 
entirely to certain high grades of pig iron, in the use or which quality is 
lUOre considered than price. 

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 right, he said that the ma;nufacturers 'Of this country 
did not require protection on their own account, but on account 
of labor, and I desire to en.ll the att~ntion of the Senator from 
Ohio and also of the Senator from Rhode Island to the observa
tions of this gentleman upon that subject: 

The result has been that New Engla.nd roll:iig mills and foundries have 
been compelled Ito pay !or their cru'de materials the p"l'ice Tnling at distant 
furnaces in oth~T States, plus a t:re;Ighu rate of several dollars per ton to 
their works. A1J the rolling mills., roundries, and ma.cl:Une shops 'located 
near such furnaces can tra.ns:mit their fultsltoo goods to the N~w England 
consumer n-ea:'ly a.s cheaply as the New EngJ;a.nd mill. foundry. or machine 
sllop .cu1 brlng m tts pig Iron., the teudency ha.s been to throw all the mmu
facturtng, m:a.nipul:atfng, a.nd fiilishing o! iron and steel, as well as the pro
duction tOt pig iron, into the hands ot the iron·productng S$.a.te.s, ami to 
WiPt .out the il'on a.n.d ~ :ln1lnstries., large and sma.U, '0'! New Eq:l&nd. 

This is the .remark which struck me with a gaod 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 survivmg mills owe their continued ~stance, in a small part, to the 
fact that they have been able to pick np and rework a ltttle old material 
(scrap-iron, castings, and turn1n.gs) in their own territory; but chietty to 
the fact that they have, through the compulsion ot circumstances, been 
syst&matically engaged in the degratlation of American labor in New Eng· 
land. A skilled operative in a. New England rolling mill does not, on an 
average, receive oue-ha.lf the pay that a. man similarly emplo-yed in a Pitts· 
burg mill receives for the same work. 

So much for that. Then he goes <>n to give the price in New 
England rolling mills and what oth~l' ma.nufactureTs are com
pelled to pay for iron ore, iron, and coal. 

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

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The statement which was read this morn

ing by the Secretary, on my suggestion, appended to the peti
tion of the Massachusetts Democratic Reform Club, .:was the 
statement of an iron manufacturer who is a. Democrat. There 
is no name given on. that paper at all, but I have no doubt what
ever tbat the same Mr. Tobey, who made the statement from 
which the Senator ls now reading, also made the sbtement 
which I have submitted. Mr. Tobey is the treasurel' or the 
president, as the case may be, of the Tremont Coal Company, of 
Wareham, Mass., and he is the leader in the Democratic party 
of the free 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 f~r as I know, anywhere in any Stl.te 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 'St!l.tement to the Senate tw-o or 
three times before. , · 

Mr. BUTLER. I believe I have only read it once, but it will 
bear reading se-veral times, and 1 will give the Senator enough 
of it before we get through with this discussion. 

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

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will possess his soul in patience 
I will convince him, as I will the Senate, that this is not aDem· 
ocra.tie movement by any means. I do notlO:J.OW Mr. Tobey, and 
never met him except on that occasion. He appeared to be a. 
vexry 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 Senaror a question there? 
Mr. BUTLER. I would rather be permitted to get through 

.with this statement, and then I will allow the 'Senaror from New 
Hampshire to interrupt me, and also th.e Senator .from Rhode 
bland. 

Upon that point I desire to read from the testimony in answer 
to the 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 Senaror will just be~r with me a mo
ment, I think I shall convince him that in that he is mistaken. 

Mr. To bey then goes on and summarizes the result of his state
ments and his experience, which I shall read. He says: 

1. The duty upon imp~rted crude iron is, and for ten years, on an a vEYrage, 
has been, nearly three times as large, computed by value, as it was in 1872. 

2. The existin~ duty upon bituminous coal prohibits to New England the 
exercise of the r1ght which she enjoyed and largely used before the war, o1 
importing Cana.dia.n coal, and, without producing a.ny revenue for the Gov
ernment, puts a.n extra. and unnecessary cost ,of 151.50 per ton upon all bitu
minous coal used tn New England. 

I am stating the New England side of it now, mind you. 
Mr. PLATT. What amount does he state? 
Mr. Ht;JTLER. One doUar and a half per ton. 
Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator pardon me? He speaks of that • 

as the New England side of the question, when New England 
entirely repudiates that argument and takes the opposite side 
~~ . 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Tobey is a New England man; and I 
think, before I get through, I shall convince the Senator from 
Massachusetts that some other veryJ>rominent Republicans in 
Massachusetts indorse this statement. If Senators will just bear 
with me a little while I think I shall convince them. I know it 
is uncomfortable for them, but still they must submit to this 
sort of · thing. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to repudiate 
that idea? 
Mt'~BU~ No, sir; I will not. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I must revudiate that idea. 
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Mr. BUTLER. I will not permit the Sena.tortorepudiateit, Mr. BUTLER. Very well. 
bee use I intend the Senator shall indorse it before I get Peleg McFarlin, a Repubtlcan senat-or-
through. Mr. HOAR. Peleg McFarlin has gone over to the Democrats.-

Mr. ALDRICH. Nothing the Senator from South Carolina Mr. ALDRICH. He is a Democrat now. 
could say would make us uncomfortable. Mr. BUTLER. Thus showing that he is coming to his senses. 

Mr. BUTLER. ·I am really sorry to see the Senators so rest- Mr. HOAR. Will my friend from South Carlonia allow me 
les in their chairs, which gives them the appearance of being to ask him if that is a-sound, fair answer. . 
verv uncomfortable. I do not know whether the statement is Mr. BUTLER. Then, evidently, there is hope for the country. 
cor~ect or not: but I beg the Senators to remain quiet, and not Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the SenatOr from South 
to manifest so much. anxiety and uneasiness about what I am Carolina a question. He is reading a document which he says 
re3.ding. is signed by Republicans. 

Mr. Tobey continues: Mr. BUTLER. I do not say so. 
3. The combined duties upon coal and iron ore prohibit the smelting of Mr. HOAR. I understood the Senator to say so. 

iron inN~wEngland, andthedntyuponpig and scrap iron and coal is clos- Mr. BUTLER. I have said Mr. Tobey says so. 
1ng her iron ana steel mills and workshops. 

4. Under the pressure of these duties statistics indicate that the iron and Mr. HOAR. The Senator is r eading a"Statement of lvfr. To-
steel working industries of New England have during the last ten years bey, and he would not, of course, desire to permit Mr. Tobey to 
shrunken 40 per cen-t, while those of the C01IIl.try at large have during the mislead anyone. When two of those names in succession are 
same period increased about 57 per cent. 1 , 

5. No natural disadvantages have caused this large loss to New England:. read to Senators who know them and 11hey rise and say ' Those 
The obstacles interposed by the tari!f are solely responsible :tor it. persons are not Republicans; it is a mistake," he turns around 

5. These obstacles have caused a degradation of American labor in New and says, l'W ell, he is glad they are coming· to their senses. n 

~.g~n~he manufacture, manipulation, and finishing of the iron and steel Mr. BUTLER. Why should I not say that? 
consumed in New England there would be support :tor700,000of her people Mr. HOAR. 1 do not think that is a fair answer. 
11 the prohibitory tariff duties upon crude iron, coal, coke, and iron ore · Mr. BUTLER. I am glad, and I do not see any reason why I 
were removed or properly reduced. h 1 -fi · 

8. Crude iron is, in whole or in par~raw material in thirty-two of the s ou d not express my grati catiOn. 
States and in all the Ten-itories. Mr. HOAR. The Senator will ta.ke his awn course. 

9. The prohibition of cheap iron and steel to New England (through the Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Massachusetts is sorry, and 
he. vy duty upon the crude materials used in their manufacture) is an ob- f tak · f h 1 d I d 
stacle to her progress in arts, sciences, manufactures, and civilization, and o course I e 1t or granted t at I am g a . o not see 
tend· to her degradation in rank among the States. anything unparliamentary in that. 

10. National economy calls for tbe removal or large modification ofthe re- Mr. RANSOM. Nothing unconstitutional. "' 
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 Mr. BUTLER. There is nothing un.consti tu tional nor unpar
tbat would be thrown out of work in other States, and the labor done would liamentary. I was simply expressing my pleasure at the fact 
be of a higher grade. that these gentlemen had seen the light, and I trust more of 

11. Th.e imporr.ation of crude iron under a largely reduced taritf into the them will sen 
1
• t. · 

seaboard States will not preYent the American furnaces from making iron "' 
:tor d l the interior States, and through the fluctuations of the m:n-ket com- Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Benator give us the date of that 
peting for and s~nring a, large part of the tTade of the seacoast. document? 

12. While this argument has been closely confined to·th.e interests of the LER. Ei h h ,;r_ h 
New England StatP.s it applies with nearly equal torce to rui the seaboard Mr · BUT · g teen UDu.Eed and eig ty-nine. I im-
districts of the United States. plore the Senator from New Hampshire not to plead the statute 

13. The rate of duty imposed upon the. erude mate1ials used in iron a_.nd of limitation& on it. 
steel manufacturing is ~t least six times as large as the average duties rm- M CHANDLER Oh d t 
posed by the existing tarnr upon all other crude materials used in the a.rts r · · , no; we 0 no · 
and manufactures. It finds its parallel only in the heavy ducy still 1m- Mr. BUTLER. Then it goes on-
posed upon lead. Peleg McFarlin, a. Republican senator in the State Legislature; z. Talbot, 

I want the attention of the Senator from Rhode Island
1 

the apegma.nura.ctnrer: Bartlett& Perldns; Clark & Dow; Smiley Bros.; E. 
Phillips & Sons-) a representative concern which is more than half a century 

Senator from MassachusettsJ and 'the Senator from New Hamp- old; James c. Warr, proprietor of iron and steel works and a. gentleman 
shire to what this gentleman says. who has been engaged in the manufacture of iron and steel ever since he 

was 10 years old, and therefore he may be mpposed to understand the wants 
Now, gentlemen- of this section of the country; William A. Nye, aprominentRepnblican pol-
He says, speaking to the committee- iticia.n from Cape Cod., and a. repre!entative in the house; Arthur Ames, 

1 should be !>Orrv to leave this subJ. ect withoutha.vmgyon undel'Stand t.hat governor or: the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, and one of the owners of 
"' the Ames Shovel Factory; Albert T. Parlin, treasurer or the McKee Fur-

this argument which I have read is not a partisan document originating in nace Company, the largest foundry in New England and one of the largest 
the minds of any fanatics or extremists. It is a dtotiberate statement of the in the United States; William P. Hunt, treasurer of the South Boston Iron 
wants and desires of the iron manuf.acttrrers of this district; and in proof of works, one of the largest iron works in Boston, a concern more than half a 
that [wish to call your attention to the annexed petition: century old, I do not know now much oldeT, but at least that old; Thomas 

PEl'ITION. Gogin, who has been :tor twenty yeara, I should say-perhaps I overestimate 
that-the manager of the Norway Iron and Steel Works of Boston; John H. 

To the Senators and Representatius in Congress of the New England States: Reed, manager of the Ba.y State Iron Works, more than ha11 a century old, 
Not Democrats or Republicans, but to Senators and R.epresen t- and who was in fact, I believe, d nring the entire war, quartermaster-general 

on the statf o:t GovernorJohnA.Andrew; William E. Com.n, oneofthoseiron 
atives in Congress from the New England States. manufacturers o1 NewEngla.nd who formerly operated the Franconia Iron 

The undersigned, proprietors or managers of iron-working establishments Works, and the last name is that of :rtf!'. A.M. Stetson, for nearly flfty years 
in Ne..w England, being members of all political parties, and beli.eving that a most prominent manufactm·er of iron in Boston, and who was formerly, 
in the adjustment of the tartlr a careful re~ard shonld be had to the rights I think. connected with the Bridgewater Iron Company, treasurer of the 
and interests of all sections and of all the people~ that the local interests Barker Mills, treasurer of the Preston Iron Works, and also connected with 
of each section should be carefully watched by its delegates in Congress; the Somerset Iron Works and the Weymouth Iron Company, each or which 
and that in order to be fully informed, such delegates must necessarily de- concerns had a capital of from $100,000 to $000,000, and he was also largetv 
pend largely upon information fu.rnished by their constituents, do hereby interested in. other works. Every gentlem.a.n whose name I read here waS 
reSJ>6Ctfully unite in calling your attention to th& condition of the iron and constantly, from the breaking ont of the war down to the present day, and 

.. steel working interests in New England, and to the e1fect o! this conditon still is, a. Republican, and this eXIJression I have read must be understood 
upon the general interests of this f;ection of our common country, as ·fully to represent the deliberate opinions of the iron manufacturers or New 
set forth in a statement prefixed hereto. England. 

The statement from which I have just read. Mr. Tobey speaks for himself, :Mr: President. I do not know 
And, in view of the approaching revision of the tari!r laws. we further whether he is reliable or not. I si~ply give his statement and 

unite in the request that you will insist upon the incorporation of the fol- h t h · s · d subsequently to a qu s•~on propound d b f lowing provisions in any revised tari1f law that shall be enacted: · w a e ai e IIJ.' e Y one 0 
First. That iron ore, coal, and coke shall be put upon the tree list, ::~.s they my colleagues on the committee, the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 

were before the war. , PUGH], indicating pretty clearly the status of the -averago New 
Second.. That the duty upon pig iron and scrap iron and scrap steel which W'T>t?-1 d anufactu:rer in regard to the tariff as I think Th 

prevailed immediately before the war te restored:, tO> wit, a duty of 24 per ~·an m ' ; e 
cent a.d valorem. Senator from Alabama asked .him this question: 

The Senator from Rhode Island says this demand for free raw ' Q. That is to say, the manufacture of the products of iron and steel here 
rna terial comes alone from the Democracy of that section. This h~ tu~~g;~t~;~ase the price of those articles very largely? 

gentleman says: . Said Mr. Tobey. 
I have selected hastily from among the signatures to this petition a few Q. Do I understand you to advocate the removal of dnties upon articles 

signatures of gentlemen who are so well known as being distinctively R.e- manu.factmed from iron and steel? 
pub]Jcans that I thought it would be well to give their names to the gentle- A. Not at all. 
men of thia committee, with a few words as to who they are, in order that 
you may not goawa. y with any impression that this is a partisan document "Not at all." Bring it down on the raw material and keep it 
representing the opinions of the manufacturers of New England generally. I upon the manufactured article. 
Every name is the name of a. Republican prominent inN ew England circles; ~~.,..r. ALLISON. This 1·6 

Tobey no=-?. 
Mr. John Sylvester, of the Sylvester Works; Thomas Cunningham, of the- J.u ... 

Cunningham. IronWorks; Mr.Da.rt,treasureroHheRbodeislandToolCom- Mr~ BUTLER. That is Mr. Tobey, and I think it would be 
pany- almost anybody else who was engaged in iron manufacturing in 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Dart is not a. Republican. I do n-ot New E:nglandr -
know anything about the other gentleman., butMr. Dart is. not Mr. ALLISON. I simply wanted to understand whose state-
a. Republican. He was a supporter ol Mr. Cleveland. 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 comfls into his mill and a high duty on 
what comes out of it. He has asked for 35 per cent on the prod-
uct that comes out of his mill. _ 

Mr. HOAR, Will my colleague state how it is with McFarlin? 
Mr. LODGE. McFarlin 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 has always 

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 mirrorityof New England manufacturers, is absolutely in-
defensible and impossible. , 

' Mr. BUTLER. The Senator must settle that with his con· 
stituents. I am simply reading from the testimony 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 lea-st; they have 
taken that ground publicly over and over again. 

Mr. BUTLER. We have had two or three biographical 
sketches of Mr. Tobey and these other gentlemen, and we are 
very glad to get them . . I know nothing about them of my own 
knowledge. I am simply reading from the RECORD When 
Mr. To bey, with all of his earnestness and zeal for free coal and 
free iron ore and free raw material generally and free pig iron, 
was brought 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 might have upon the rest of the world. 

It is of that that 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 
insist upon bringing in coal and iron ore free. When the question 
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 no such statement, and nothing 
analogous to it. -

Mr. BUTLER. That was the inference at least, from what 
the Senator said. That is what Mr. Tobey says and what, I take 
it, every New Eng land manufacturer would say. Tpen, Mr. Tobey 
goes on to say: 

Q. Do I understand you to advocate the remov:Ll or duties upon articles 
manufactured from iron and steel? 

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

coal? 
The WITNESS. Who would get the benefit so far as the sale of crude iron 

is concerned, do you mean? I do not fully understand your question. 
Q. Who would get the benefit or the removal or duty, it any accrued, to 

any portion or the community? 
A. I think the population of New England would ultimately receive the 

benefit. 

lf 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 
theliberalityof people entirely beyond the point where we ought 
to be expected to go. -

I say frankly that I suppQ.se we have not a pound 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 coal and· iron without any hesitation. I have 
no apologies to make for it. I shall vote for it for the reason 
that I tbink every article of that kind ought to be made to con
tribute reasonablv to the revenues of the Government, and if 
protection resultg~from it I" see no reason why there should be 
any com plaint. 

I do not hesitate to say that in my view the proper way to frame 
a tariff bill is , as I have said, to put all articles that ought re8t
sonably to be expected to contribute to the_ necessary revenues 
of the Government upon the dutiable list; and if incidental pro
tection results from 1t 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. Y~s; I amperfectlywillingtovote 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 oL 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 this country. I have noprej
udice or feeling against them, but when they come and demand 
that these articles shall be put upon the free list I think we have 
a right to demand in reply that they must consent to a reduction 
all along the line; and if that can be done I shall be quite will-
ing to put iron ore on the fre-e list. · 

This gentleman in the course of his testimony indulged in a 
great many reflections of not a very 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 Ne\V 
Eng land was languishing and perishing from the face of the 
earth. When I asked the gentleman where it had gone he said 
it had gone to Pennsylvania and Maryland and the South. 

Mr. HOAR. It had gone where natural gas had been discov-
ered. . 

Mr. BUTLER. I asked him the question and he said, 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 argum~nt t.o t!tke 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. I am glad to 
say in ·regard to that Senator that while manifesting a very ear
nest and almostexcitablenaturein regard to matters upon which 
he has a deep conviction, during the time I hav~ 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
nity, or an act of personal justice, without finding a response to 
the appeal. ·· 

I do not understand that the Senator has read what he has 
rea-d 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 sentfments 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 Ne\v England. 

My colleague, in the speech which he made a little while ago, 
read it from a late Democratic candidate for governor; and that 
gentleman, who ha-d been urging free raw material protection 
Ior manufactures in regard to the matter we buy and the matter 
we sell, and urging the election for local offices of men without 
regard to their opinions, has recently, 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
fare the people of Massa<Jhusetts, 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.' 

Mr. 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. I am 
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. 

Mr. BUTLER. I read the statement. 
Mr. B;OAR. The Senator from South Carolina ren,d 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 I am 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 t.arUf 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, 
wherefreightofthe iron and freight of the coal and freight of the 
lime enter largely into the product, if we could strike down the 
iron production of this cotmtry 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 O)Jr 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. · 

If thiswere a sectionalandnotanAmericanquestion, it might 
be done. I suppose the same thingmightpossibly be true to a lim
ited extent in regard to wool. But the people of Massachusetts 
repudiate that doctrine. If under a protective tariff America 
has become and can hereafter remain the great iJ;on producer ot 
the world for mankind, as it is now, if such a story, rivaling almost 
the cre~tion of oriental imagination, which the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN] read from the census of his State, 
can go on, let the manufacture 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 wes·t of the Alleghanies. 
It is an American question. I know, and I mean to know so far 
as my votes are cast upon this .floor, no distinction oetween 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 an illustrious representative of New Eng
land was taunted upon this floor with his vote for some disbnt 
local improvement benefiting at once and directly" the commu
nity of a distant State, he replied that if a public work begin
ning in South Carolina and ending in South · Carolina wer,13 of 
importance enoug-h t.o be a national b~nefit 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 patl'iotism 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.-

Undoubtedly 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 irO!!. manufac
turer who found that Birmingham and Atlanta were becoming his 
rivals and that he must turn his attention to something else, may 
have wanted to strike down American manufactures and get the 
advantage of liis proximity to the seaboard to get his material 
by employing the pauper labor oi other climes; but the doctrine 
never has 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 is all 
that we ask. If you put the tax upon our material give us a com
pensatory duty and protection upon the product which we make 
rom that material. 

I should like (and perhaps this is a good time) to ask for an 
explanation-! 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 to strike this out, it is contrary to our principles; 
we have been denouncing specific duties and we have been de
nouncing protective duties"-- · 

Mr. B U'rLER. The Senator has not heard me denounce them. 
Mr. HOAR. "And now you are putting upon a chief. neces

sary of life a specific duty amounting to 90 per cent ad valorem; 
we beg you in charity to ourprinciples 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 principle 
of tariff. We say, "Put in your duty on coal, though it bear 
hard on some Ml1Ssachusetts industries. M Put in your duty on 
the American product of iron. Protect your steel and your , 
wool. -And we will stand by it. We will apply our doctrine to 
the rest of the country which we ask you to apply to us. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator do that, Mr. President? 
Mr. HOAR. What will the Senator from South Carolina do 

-in r~gard 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 large reduction on the articles that the rice 
planter uses? If he will , I will meet hi.m 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 cent3 or even a dollar a ton on iron, with a proper 
account. ' , 

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 
tQ.e 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 manufa'Jture- 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 th-eir seats in the Sen
ate. U you p\lt on proper protection I will go with_you. If you 
puf on a pretense of protection1 that presents a very different 
queshlon. . · 

Mr. BUTLER. Now, see: where the Serrator finds himself. 
He gets up and asks me if I will consent to strike off the duty on 
rice; and when I tell 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. I deny it. That 
is what the Senator said. 

M1·. BUTLER. Then I have entirely misunderstood ,the Sena-
t.or: _ 

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 adifference in the 
point of view. _ 

Mr. BUTLER. I certainly misunderstood everything the 
Senator has been saying, for I do not think he-understands it him-
self. · 

Mr. HOAR. We will see about it. 
Mr. BUTLER. 'fhe Senator can not very well make other 

people comprehend what be does not understand. 
Mr. HOAR. I do not think it is worth while to yield to an 

interruption for such criticism. 
Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him 

to make a correction? He was' referring a while ago to the de
nunciation 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. BU'rLER. Yes; I suppose just about as much as the Sena.o 
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 snar~? ' 

Mr. BUTLER. I think there are m3.ny articles upon which 
specific duties must be laid and a great many upon which ad va
lorem duties must be laid. I do not think 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. - · · 
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Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator favor a. specific or an ad ve.lo- , Mr. HOAR. The average opinion of the manufactur~r ol 
New England? rem duty on rice? -

Mr. BUTLER. It is perfectly immaterial to me. 
Mt'. HOAR. Entirely immaterial? 
Mr. BUTLER. It is immaterial. 
Mr. HOAR. Is the 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 articlea 
which the rice planter uses I say to him, yes. 

Mr. HOAR. I will reduce .them tothatpercentagewith great 
pleasure. We do not ask anything more. 

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

Mr. HOAR. I am glad to have the Senators practical testi
mony to the gross and outr,ageous injustice of the bill which we 
have before us.. 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, no, Mr. President. 
Mr. HOAR. I say, oh, yes. 
Mr. BUTLER. That is a matter of argument. 
Mr. HOAR. The Senator who represents rice is com-pelled to 

admit, as its representative, that, in his judgm,ent, it ought to 
be reduced to a duty not above that which is accorded to the 
manufactur ing industr ies of New England and to an ad valorem 
inste3.d of a specific dut-y. Now, this bill does exactly the con
trary, and th erefore 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--

Lr. BUTLER. I admitted that, with a qua.lified stl>tement. 
Mr. HOAR. That is the substl.nce of the Senator's admis

sion. 
:Mr. BUTLER. II the Senator will just consent to reduce 

evervthing else in the same proportion I wiU a~ree to it. 
Mr. HOAR. Everything else is 1'educed 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 can not-
Mr. HOAR. What industry has received-
J\.ir. BUTLER. I can not-
Mr. HOAR. Let me finish my st!l.tement. Rice is pt·oduced 

directly from the soil by the rudest form of agricultural labor, 
and the lowest paid class of agricultural labor in this country, 
so far as I know. Now, oan the Senator name a single manufac
ture of New England, requiring the highest.manufacturing skill, 

· paid for at a wage of from two to three dollars or four dollars a 
day, on which this bill proposes half the rate of duty a-d valorem 
which it proposes on rice? I p!Lu~e for a l'eply. 

Mr. BUTLER. I can not at thlS 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 thousan~ 
years. 

Mr. President, whatsortof an attack is it upon the selfishness 
of the New England protective principle when they are willing 
(and show their wil,lingness by their votes not by their silence) 
to give the r ast of the country adequate protection, although it 
is their material that is protected, and to giv'B 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 
go abroad. I say it is very strange when the Senator from South 
Carolina makes that charg-e and still stands here admitting that 
his own party associates have got a duty on the cheaply raised 
rice o! South Carolina, a necessary of life, the common food of 
the poor throughout the whole country, of more than double, 
indeed, of more than keble the average protection we ask or 
get for ourselves. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator has put up 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 not attacked New England industries, 

but the Senator is extremely .sensitive when I read a statement 
from a New England man, 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 
U he did not say what I shall state? If he did not I will take it . 
back. After the Senator had read that doctrine of Mr. Tobey, 

·which he denounced as selfishness and sectionalism, did he not 
add that that re_presented--

Mr, BUTLER. That it appeared to represent. 

Mr. BUTLER. That it appeared to represent the opinion of 
the average manufacturer of New England, becaus~ 

Mr. HOAR. That is what I am stating. 
Mr. BUTLER. Because a manufacturer of New England had 

.said it. I had no right to say that themanhad st3.ted what was 
true. Now, the Senator gets mto 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. I am afraid 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 liat 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 great to do about the rate of duty on rice. It is 
a very small industry in my State at b3st. 
_ Mr. LINDSAY. The bill makes a 25per cent reduction on it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am 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 quite willing to 
consent to it. I have not made any to do about rice, but it is a 
sort of Mte rwi'r. Every time I say anything about the tariff, th~ 
Senator from Massa{)husetts and the Senator from Rhode Island 
and other Senators get up and raise a great · hullabaloo about 
:rice. _ 

Now, strike rice off if that will be any gratification to you. 
It does not disturb me in the slightest. I think the dut_y on rice 
is perhaps pretty high. I am frank to say .so. There is no 
doubt about that, but it is a very limited .a~ic.ultural industry 
in my part of the world, and really it is about the only thing in 
the bill where "a farmer does get protection. Simply bec.auae 
the ag-ricultural people -are .engaged in it, the Senator from 
Mru:;sachusetts wants to de.stroy it. That is about the English 
of it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 1iay I ask the Senator .a question? 
Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 
Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator disclaims caring anything 

-about the duty on rice. I suppose he has done so ever since he 
has been in the Senate, and he thinks he or his State escapes 
irom 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 not care anything about_ it and 
.his State does not care anything about it, year after year when 
tariffs are revised there is a hundred per cent ad valorem rate of 
duty on cleaned rice? If the selfishnessof the Senator is not chal
lenged ana he is indifferent about it, is not the selfishness of the 
Senator's State chall-enged when it is engaged through its Sen
ators and Representatives in destroying the New England in
dustries and yet gets a hundred per cent duty on rice? 

Mr. BUTLER. In the first place, the .Sena..tor makes an en
tire misstatement when hesays the State is making a. to do about 
it. I have not heard any representation from the State here at · 
all on the subject. I have received two or three telegrams from 
rice planters, and I take it they are like the Senator from New 
Hampshire and the Senator fro-m Massachusetts; they are selfish, 
and if the pork is being di-vided out, I take it they want their 
share of it. That is the only principle I can see. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But collars and cuffs get only 55, and most 
of the other articles get only 30 or 40. Wlly 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 fuaction. 
Mr. BUTLER. Well, call it 100 in order to 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 gat to submit to what the Democrats do. · 

Mr. BUTLER. What has my consent to do with it? I am 
only one--

Mr. HOAR. Becaus~ the majority are making the bill. 
Mr. BUTLER. l 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 W'e are compromising-. 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~ 
snit ol a compromise, and so it will be, I suppose, with eve!y 
tariff bill ever mad.e here. 
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The Senator from New-Hampshire says that I will not escape 

crlticlsm. I am not desiring to avoid criticism. He can -criti
cise me until the -end of the session, so far as I atn concerned; it 
lis not going to .provoke me into doing w)lat is not rig.ht about 
rice or any other schedule in the bill. If the Senator from Mas
sachusetts and the Senator from New Hampshire can have any 
comfort whatever in making war on rice, they a.re entirely wel
come to it. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to add .wbat I meant to say before I sat 
down, that when any manufacturer in New England has been 
led to utter any £uch sentiment as that which the Senator from 
South Carolina...has criticised in Mr. Tobey's communication he 
either leaves ihe Republican party and goes over to the Demo
Cl'at", as most of the gentlemen whose names he has read as far 
as I know them, or he very soon changes his mind. 

Mr. CHANDLE-R. The Senator from Massachusetts a little 
while ao-o complimented the Senator from 'South Carolina upon 
his enl~rged nationality; tbat he is 11. man of brQad national 
views, a-nd his readiness to -act in this body on broad national 
considerations. 

Me. BUTLER. Can not the Senator confirm that? 
· Mr. CHANDLER. I was about to say that I would not injure 
the Senator from Massachusetts by adding my testimony to that 
effect, but I would take occa.Eion tocomplimentthe Senatbrfrom 
South Carolina upon the possession of one quality, and that is, 
extreme ad1.·oltness. 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 about it at aU;" 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 tb.e 
most valuable Senator t-o his constituents that there is on this 
floor, because when the rest of us want -8Jlytbing 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 S-outh 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 whi1e 
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 kno~ whether a rate of 
duty would not be aboutl50percent upon.some productof South 
Carolina if he were really to get up and earnestly insist upon it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President,anobservation whichjust 
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 
gre9.t relatively as was made on ricer we might come to some 
understanding. 

A reference to the b.ill now under discussion shOWf!. that while 
there is under the existing law a tariff duty of 9 .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 tree list. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I refer to manufa-etures -of wool. The 

proposition is to reduce the duty on manufactures of wool65 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 that I 
do not propose to do so if I can get a higher rate. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then we are not likely to get on common 
ground. 

Mr. GALLINGER. No. Neither do I believe the Senator 
will vote to put rice on the free list, which amoment ag.o he sug
gested he was willing to do. 

Mr. President, there is no question 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 
say 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 su-ch man. I 
think it is safe for me to say that very few in the States of Con
necticut, Rhode Island, Maine, and Vermont havejoined in that 
demand. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 

Hampshire yield to the Senator trom Maine? 
Mr. GALLINGER. With pleasure. 
Mr. FRYE. There was one man in Maine, and since the new 

s-chedule has been expos::!d to the pul;>lic he is no longer in favor 
of free raw material. 

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

. 

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, advoca:ting doctrines that would 
destroy the industry of mining in this countrya~d transfer it to 
foreign lands. . 

The answer to this proposition for free raw materws is made 
by the Republican Senators from New Engl~nd, everv one of 
whom is against it and will vote against it whenever an oppor
tunity is presented to them. We have no ..sympathy with that 
demand. It is contrary to our conviction of what is rigb.t 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 w..hich they proposed to walk 
into the Democratic camp, where they are mostly all to-day. 

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 Senatozfrom Massachusett.s[Mr. ROAR] has very truthfully 
said that the glass manufacture had gone from New England to 
Pen.nsyl vania-and other States where natural gas had been dis
covered. It was a question of ~el and nothing else, and that 
solved the question so far as the manufacture of glassware in 
NewEngland was concerned. The same is true ofthemanufac
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 our attention to other 
lines of industry to give support and employment to our people. 

I believe, as every New England Republican Senator does, in 
adequately protecting not only m~m:ufacturedgoods, but also the 
so-called raw materials, -such as wool 1 lumber, i_ron ore, coal, etc. 

It has -always been rather interesting and somewhat amusing 
to me to hear this talk about raw materials. A few days. ago we 
discussed the question of granite. Our Democratic friends rose 
up and said, "Why, that is raw material and it ought not to be 
protected." Now1-some of the most extensive granite quarries 
in the world are situated 3 miles from tbe State capitol in the 
city of Concord, N. R., and yet wb..en that granite is taken 
from those quarries, transported _by wagon to the railroad 
cars, put npon the cars, and carried 3 miles to the sheds w];lere 
the blocks that a;re ...going into our beautiful Library BuiRling 
here are worked out by human labor, the granite is ~hen worth 
five times as much as it is whenitisin thequ~W-riea 3miles away. 

Four-fifths of the value of those granite blocks, before a d1·ill 
or a chisel or a hammer touches them .in those sb.eds, is placed 
there by human labor and nothing else, and the talk of it being 
raw materiaJ is utter and unmitigated nonsense. I do not know 
but that I might say truthfully that nine-tenths ol the value of 
those blocks is labor and notrawmaterial. And yet intelligent 
Senato1'a stand 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 gre:1t deal of sympathy with the definition that the 
distinguished Congressman from Maine [Mr. REED] gave of ·raw 
materials when be 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 tlie Democratic party is consist
ent in sending their eloquent advocates into Ne'\-V England as 
they have done-and they have beeninmyownlittleSt_ temore 
than once saying to our people that if the Democrats were put 
in power they would give to the New England manufacturers 
this socal!ed free ra~ material whicb. 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 years in · 
our section of the country-I say the question as to whether the ~ 
Democratic party after such representations is consistent or not 
in putting a duty on coal-and iron ore 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 ma;ny men in the 
New England States. That kind or 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 R-epublicans, left our ranks on the issue of free raw 
materials 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 allies. 

Mr. President, I can not refrain from calling the attention of 
our Democratic iriends to a gathering of tar iff reformers that 
was held in Boston three or four days ago. It was the last din
nerior ·the seas-on of the Tarifi Reform Club, composed mostly 
of gentlemen who were formerly Republicans., but w:h.o ol la.\e 

-
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years have shouted and voted for "Cleveland and reform." 
They discussed the bill that we are now considering. The 
meeting was presided over by Hon. Henry L. Pierce, a former 
member of the R.e'publican party, but a gentleman who, notwith
standing his tariff reform proclivities, has been wise and thrifty 
enough to see that chocolate and cocoa have a duty upon them 
in this bill quite as lar;ge as the McKinley tariff law gave to 
those products. He is a manufacturer of thpsearticles. So Mr. 
Pierce, while prea.ching tariff reform in Boston, is very careful 
to exert his influence 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 was a 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 contt·oversy. The 
next gentleman was Mr. Henry W. Lamb, a distinguished citi
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. 
Lamb delivered himself as follows: 

I am one or those free traders who have tor a long time thoroughly be
lieved in the moderate policy called t ariff retorm 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 lie at the foundation or our manuracturingindustries. Tariff 
reform struck at the root of the evil. It was honest it honestly applied. 
It was also just. It was as fair a way a~ossible of undoing the great wrong 
and injustice of our pro tective system without sacrificing great interests 
that had become accustomed to protection by more than thirty years of it. 

Now this Gorman bill- , 
You will observe that Mr. Lamb calls the presect tariff 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 tarlfr reform. On the contrary, its present 
rates areotten prohibitory, and were either dictated by protected interests 
through treacherous Democrats, 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 does not pursue the policy 
or tt·ee materials, anti 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 
and then with the Democratic party of :MassachJ.Isetts. He is a 
very prominent member of the so-called Tariff Reform League 
of that 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.Jeft out of 
his speech. He said: • 

I desire merely to record my dissent to the current reasons given by tariff 
reformers for welcoming the passage of t~e 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 its suc
cess. It I were a member of the House when the measure is returned for 
conference, my vote would be unyieldingly against it. Its betrayal or princi
ples b~ 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 
party to power. 

With the vigorously opposing parties, it goes without saying that legisla
tion can only be reached on the line or agreement, one -gaining what is pos· 
sible and the other conceding what it must. But the compromise we are 
asked to accept 1s not between the Republican and Democratic parties, but 
the abject surrender or the Democratic majority to the base and unscrupu
lous Democratic minority. 

The present pitiful plight 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 beginning of his second term. He 
owed nothing to the spoilsmen. It was because he forgot expediency and 
adhered strictly to principle that the peopl~ exalted him. How does it hap
pen that a single year reverses the picture and that the rotten and rejected 
stone of Hlllis!ll has become the head of the corner? History 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. H subsequently adhered to With that inspirej stubbornness that 
led him to risk reelection rather than weaken his testimony. he would not 
occupy the humiliating position or a President who has not only lost his 
grasp on his party, but on the people. The !ormer·mighthavedeserted him, 
but the people never. In order to comply with "pra.ctica.l " advice, to ac
complish.Dne reform by the sacrifice or another, he pa.rted with his clear
ness of vision and lost his way. To bring about the repeal of the silver in
iquity he used the spoils at omce, swayed by the politician's and the devil ' s 
maxim, "To uo a great good it is justifiable to do a little evil." The sacri
.flee of civil service was not atoned for by the repeal of the Sherm~n law. 
Better a thousand times to have been true to the first, regardless of conse· 
quences, and appealed to the nation for support, never yet withheld when 
he asked it for a principle. 

- . ..... 
_ That sop to CE!rberus gave the scepter to his enemies. The waning spoils
men waxed agam and grew imperious. They are in the saddle and that un
shaken popular confidence in the President'sclear-sightedness and firmness 
has vanished. So marked ts the change that low comedians upon the stage 
who wish to raise a ribald laugh have but to mention Mr. Cleveland with 
disparagement. How short a time ago his na.me was greeted With irrepres
sible applause. 

We come to the parting of-the ways again. The question to be decided is 
"Shall the boon of a small reduction of duties in the Senate ta.ritf bill be ac! 
cepted rather than no bill?" The tempOJ;'izers say " Yes.•· It seems to me 
that he who cares for his party or his country will best serve both by a thuder
ous "No." 

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 
enthroneTammany at Washington. Moreover, nothing substantialis gained. 
Gentlemen, there is a day after to-day, and to settle the present difficulty by 
a sacrifice or vrinciple to the Senatorial highwayman is to breed di1ll.culties 
like bacilli. Makeshifts 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 present temptation strik
ing down the poisoned chalice the enemies of self-government are putting 
to your ~i:(>S, s~anding upright for the integrity of the principles you profess, • 
h<?w easy .1t will be to suffer the temporary reverse I Through it strength 
will flow mto your veins. But, conscious of your lapse, apologetic, perpet-
11ally on the defensive, bereft of self-respect, which makes adversity envi· 
able. what comfort is there left? 
If we believe what we profess, that McKinleyism is costly and destructive 

inimical to trade and foster-mother o! strikes and tramps, can we not trust 
it to work for us with the same etrectiveness that slavery ever contributed 
to abolition? 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 !ata.lload and all that it implies. It will not only inherit McKin
leyism, but will ha.ve sought the curse. Can folly go further? 

The report of this gt·eat speech by this son of a great man 
says th!l.t some of the members applauded Mr. Garrison's re
marks while others sat silent in their chairs. They were evi· 
dently divided on the question, just as Democratic Senators are 
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 counky, I shall be glad whenever opportunity 
offers to vote to pla<;e adequ:1.te britfduties upon all the 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 conclude so to do' 
to vote against the proposition of the committee to place adut; 
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 so pointedly said, that the attitude of the Democratic 
party to-day in view of its declarations on the stump in New 
England and elsewhere, and in view of its declaration in its last 
national platform th!tt high protective rates were unconstitu· 
tional and the McKinley act was "the culminating atrocity of 
class legislation," is utterlyinconsistentandabsurd. It willcer· 
tainly require a great deal of politiG-al 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 an amendment 
submi-tted by me some time since to the cotton schedule of the 
bill\ and I ask th::~.t the modified amendment 'Qe printed. 

Mr. HALE. What is the paper submitted by the Senator? 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Some time since I gave noti.ce 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 
modifi.ca.tion 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 pending bill 

on a previous occasion I endeavored to find out from Senators 
in charge of the pending measure upon what principle the bill 
was constructed. I was unable to do so. It is not a revenue bill, 
because if passed it will not provide sufficient revenue from du
ties upon imports to maintain the Government. It is not a pro
tective bill, because 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 satisfactor) 
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 dissatisfied 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 spect!icle of the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. VEST], while he discusses the amendments offered by the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] and supports them, saying 
emphatically over and over again that the bill is not satisfactory 
to him; that he believes in free raw materials, but '' t4at the bill 
is the best we could get and we have done the beflt we could." 
This morning I understood him to state substantially that he 
·should go back to the people of Missouri, give them his view3 
in regard to duties upon imports, and inform them that he is in 
favor of fl'ee 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 
a way out in one of theN orth western 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 piano, 
and the best musician they -could obtain was a young g·irllO or 
12 years of age who had not had much instr~ICtion. Fearing that 
the miners and cowboys, all of whom carried revolvers, would 
not be please.d with the mucic, the management put up overthe 
piano a sign, "Don:t shoot at the girl; she does the best she 
knowshO\v." [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 b :1llets, 
the ballot, no sign of that kind placed over tb .:; Democratic 
party, or over the Administration, or over the m:1~ority in the 
Senate will s·we it from the righteous indignation of the people 
of the United States. 

The Senator from South Carolina[ Mr. BUTLERl has read elab
orately from the statement of a Mr. To~ey, a witness .who ~as 
examined before the Senate Select Committee on Relatwns with 
Ca,nada, of which the honorable Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. HOAR] was chairman and of which I am a member. Ire
member Mr. Tobey's testimony. The committee heard the tes
timony of everyone who offer·ed him.;;elf 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 h ad 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. -

"Tbe tt·ouble 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 S~ates of. the Union, bad be
come depressed, and that the iron mdustries of Mas3achusetts 
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 questions which I put to him on cross
examination, I drew out o 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: 

Q. You have given us a very interesting pape ·upon this subject, and are 
perhaps informed. I would like to have you tell us how the prices of the 
products or iron and steel manufactures correspond to-day with the prices 
at the breaking out of the war. Take tacks, steel rails, engines, and ma
chinery of all kinds. What has been the eliect, on the prices of those arti· 
cles. or the tariff legislation and other forces operating together? 

A. I think that throughout the world the prices of iron goods are lower 
now 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 doa s the amount or the product in the United St.ates correspond 

with the amount or the product in 1860? 
A. It is 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 g'reater than 
then. I asked him: 

Q. The United States has become a very formidable competitor with all 
the world in the manufacture or iron and steel? 

He answered: 
A. I think so, undoubtedly. 
Q. Has that been a factor in reducing the prices? 
A. I should say unquestionably 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 decrease the price of those articles very largely? 

A. Undoubtedly. · 
Q. Do I understand yon to advocate the removal or duties upon articles 

manufactured !rom iron and steel? 
A. Not at all, sir. 

While asking to have the duties removed from iron ore and 
coal the witness did not dedira any reduction of duties upon the 
products of iron and steel. .. 

Q. Who would get the benefit of the reduction of duty upon pig iron and 
coal? , 

The WITNESS. Who would get the benefit so fat· as the sale of crude iron 
is concerned, do you mean? I do·not fully unde:rs :an l your question. 

Q. Who would get the benefit of the removal of duty, H any accrued to 
any portion of the communi try. 

He says: 
I think the population of New England would ultimately receive the ben-

efit. _ 
Q. Your complaint now is that under existing duties you ca,n notma.intain 

iron or steel manufactures in New England? 
A. Yes, sir. ' 
Q. Your object in removing the duty would be to buUd up those manufac

tures? 
A. Undoubtedly. 
Q. Do you think that would reduce the price of m:.mufactured articles in 

the United States materi:1lly ? 
A. I think it would iu New England, but th~t is so sm:111 a corner of the 

United Btate3 that Derhaps 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 no considerable reduction in the products of iron
throughout the country. Then I asked him: 

Q. Why should yon not extend your argument further , a t least to those 
who have to pay for small. articles, and admit the articles manufactured 
from iron and steel free of duty in oraer that the consumers might obtain 
them as cheaply as possible; why should you not look beyond the manufac
turers to the consumers? 

A. If I were looking only for the methods in which iron and steel goods 
should be m ade as cheap as possible to the consumer I think I s~ould not 
advocate the importation of goods free . for the reason that I think the clos
ing of our immense manufacturing industries )"t ere would create such a de
mand abroad for manufactured goods that the prices upon them would be 
enormously advanced and that our people would h:we to pay for that ad
vance. 

I wonder if the Senator from South Carolina (Mr. BUTLER], 
who read the testil:hony 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 tha,t the admission 
of imported goods free would de. troy our American industries, 
and that prices would b3 higher in the end than they are now? 

Q. Then you do not believe that the removal of duties upon manufactured 
goods would reduce the price; you think wh n foreign countries obtain the 
monopoly of manufactures the prices would be increased? 

A. If the removal 6f duties close.J our establishments here I think the 
prices would advance, and I think the immed iate eliect of the removal of 
duties wo<Ild be to close our manufa::turing establis~ments here, and that 
they would rem:l.in closed until th3 rate of wages in America. became equal 
to the rate of wages in foreign cou.1tries. 

Mr. FRYE. Is that Mr. Tobey's testimony? 
Mr. DOLPH. I read from the testimony of Mr. Tobey, who 

was cited here as an authority upon the question of free iron ore, 
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 yon sup-

pose are produced in New England? . ~ 
A. I think, sir, that New England has no advantages for producing cotton 

goods that are not free to all other States in the Union; that by the industry 
and enterprise of her people they have succeeded in establishing large cotton 
industries in Massachusetts, and make to-day-! am not infvrmed as to the 
exact percentage, but a very large proportion of the cotton goods that are 
used in the United States. · 

Q. Nevertheless, the fact is that New Englan:l is manufacturing a very 
large ammmt 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 etrect of the removal of duty from cotton fabrics 

upon your cotton manufactures here in New England? 
A. I think the eliect would be to hasten the movement which is already 

going on in the manufacture of cotton in the Southern States instead of 
New England. I think the removal of duties upon cotton goods would 
hasten the development of cotton manu1'acturing in the Southern States, 
where the cotton is produced. 

Q. Would it have any further effect upon the business of New England? 
A. Yes; I think it wonld very largely have the effect, if an absolute re

moval of duties were made, of closing all the cotton factories in New Eng-
land. -
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Q. So that the great industry of New England real!y exists and thrives, i! 
a.t all, by reason o! the duty upon cotton manufactures? 

A. Yes; I do not think that the New England cotton manufacturers could 
at present make goods to compete with the English manulacturers, with
out reducing the price or 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 duty. 
Q. How about wool? 
A. !should beverystronglyin favor of the admission of wool ""ithoutany 

duty. 
Q. So you speak in this elaborate and able pape1· which you have pre

sented for the interests of the manufacturers? 
A. I spoke for the interests of iron manufacturers. I didn't touch that 

question pm·ely and simply in that connection; 1 spoke, of course, of the in
terests of the people who buy their goods from there. I mean the iron man
ufacturers are the only ones whom I speak for in that paper, not that they 
are the only people whose interests I ha-ve considered. 

So it 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 
reduced 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 manufacturers of New England can be main
tained and can manufactm·e in spite of the competition of Penn
sylvania. 

The 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 upon 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. I a.m 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. Will the Senator from Oregon yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Several times while the Senator from 

Ore <Yon was making his speech heretofore, I asked him if he was 
not egoing to seek to find the principle, if there was one, upon 
which the bill was being constructed. Heseemed to me to evade 
or put off that duty. and he is now approaching the topic which 
I thought 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 want of a quorum is sug
gested. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an
swered to their names: 
Aldrich, 
Bate, 
Berry, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Brice, 
Call, 
Camden, 
Cameron, 

- Chandler, 
Cockrell, 
Coke, 
Dolph, 

Dubois, 
Faulkner, 
Frye, 
Gallinger, 
George, 
Gordon, 
Gorman, 
Hale, 
Harris, 
Hawley, 
Hoar, 
Hunton, 
Jones, Ark. 

McLaurtn, 
McMillan, 
Martin, 
Mills, 
Morrill, 
Murphy, 
Palmer, 
Pasco, 
Patton, 
Peffer, 
Perkins, 
Pettigrew, 
Platt, 

Power, 
Pugh, 
Quay, 
Roach, 
Sherman, 
Teller, 
Turpie, 
Vest, 
Voorhees, 
White. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-nine Senators have 
answered to their names~ A quoruiP. i£ 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 was unable to do so· 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 concerns the South and 
to destroy pretty much everythi-g_g 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 take the duty 
from rice, that he is willing, and to try to make it appear that 
the majority of the Senate are forcing a protective duty upon a 
product of his State. The Senator knows very well that · the 
duty on rice will not be taken off or modified. 

Then, under the bill as it is now made, there is a protective duty 
upon sugar, a product of Louisiana. I am told that the duties 
that are provided in the b:j.ll 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 cotton 
fabrics is to be upon a class of c::>tton goods that are manufac
tured in New England and the Northern 'States. 

Mr. PLATT. 'rhecommittee have changed the cotton sched
ule in some way to ·day. 

Mr. DOLPH. I am reminded by the Senator from Connecti
cut that the duties are to be still furthe1· ch_anged, and while the 
amendment has not been read I shall be curious, until it is read, 
to know whether it is not an inc-rease of duties upon cotton goods 
manufactured in the South and a reduction upon those manufac
tured in New England. 

Then there is another principle upon which the bill seems to 
be made up. It is to be a 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 McKinley law? Who is it that is complaining 
about protective duties? It is not the manufacturers of this 
country; it ia.not the laboring men of this country; it is not the 
producers of raw material; but there have come up from every 
foreign country having any foreign trade with the Unit-ed 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 a speech l;>y Leon Chotteau, a 
member of the London Cobden Club, delegate of tho French 
committee to the United States, delivered at a public meeting 
organized by the Chamber of Commerce of St. Etienne (Loire), 
October 4, 1893. In his speech at this meeting this gentleman 
said; 

'l'he great Republic of the West possesses elements of vitality that insure -
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 gl.'Elat 
weight. If the Congress at Washington adopts a wise law, practical In its 
effects, at once its influence extends far and wida, like a refreslling and fer
tilizing dew. On the contrary, if the House or Re"]Jresentative and the Sen
ate of the United States unite in a thought of hatred, and inflict on their 
contemporaries a dark McKinley bill, which on that accoup.t is the more 
fierce and thxeatening, at once fright seizes on every soul, labor loses that 
security whicn 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. It is France that this 
speaker is now talking about: 

To show that the United States is by no means refractory to n.n accord 
with France, Europe, and the industrlal world, I may here 1·emind you that, 
by re1Hecting Mr. Grover Cleveland to the Presidency on the 4th or March 
last, and the consequent return to power of the Democrats in the two Houses, 
the Americans have accomplished a real economical evolution. 

Proceeding, he says: 
The spoliated citizens ca t their eyes on Mr. Grover Cleveland, and Mr. 

Cleveland was elected President of the great Republic. 
Concerning the abolition of the t:triff now in force, he declared in January 

last: 
"We have not been 1·eturned for any other purpose.,. 
A short time after, on the 4th of March, the new President emphatically 

said: 
"The people of the United States have to-day decreed that, so fa.I' as the ex

ecutive and the legislative powers were concerned, the control or this Gov
ernment should pass into the hands of the political party which pledged it
self, in the most absolute m~:~.nner, to bring abrmt the reform in the tariffs.'' 

Again, he says: -
Tbe better to convince ourselves of the necessity there is to get the bill 

abolished, let us seek togethei' what influence this measme, which includes 
entrance dues at times exceeding 60 per cent oo valorem, has exerted on for
eign produce entering the American frontier. 

From statistics furnished by the Treasury Department at Washington, 
the exports from all countries to the United States amounted to 789,000,000 
in 1890 (June 30), and to 27,000,000 in 1892. 

We have here, there!o1·e, an increase of !33,000,000~ 1892 as compared with 
1890. 
It would seem in consequence, since those who sell to the United States 

have sold more, that the McKinley bill has 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 
scrutiny reveals the following fact: _ 

In 1 90 the taxod products exported to the United Stat-es amounted to the 
sum of $507,000,000. In 1892 they had fallen to $369,000,000. Hence a real dimi
nution in the exports of all countries to the United States amounting in 1892, 
as compared with 1890, to $138,000,000. 

Then he goes on to state where the e losses have occurred. He 
says: 
If we examine Europa separately, we notice that the taxed products from 

Europe erooxted to the United States were subjected in 1892, as compared 
with 1890, to a depreciation of 74,300,000, 'l'heir value, effectively, fell from 
$376,700,000 in 1 90 to $302,400,000 in 189:1• 

Mr. 'HARRIS. From what does the Senator from Oregon 
~read? 

Mr. DOLPH. I am reading from a speech of L eon Chotteau, 
member of the London Cobden Club, delegate of the French 
committee to the United States, delivered at a publio meeting 
organized by the Chamber of Commerce of St. Etienne (Loire), 
Octo'ber 4, 1893. It will become interesting pretty soon, when 
I read some correspondence between this gentleman and Chair
man WILSON, of the House Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course it wil.l. 
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1894. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from Oregon will :Qermit 
me, I simply desire to put in the RECORD thefactthat Monsieur 
Chotteau 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 the legislative debates, give us an account-

That is, the -people of France-
of the proceedings, and enaeaovor to get the desires and wishes which we 
ha-ve imp:\rted to him 'incorporated in the new law. 

He was here in an official capacity, representing the yeaple of 
France, to guide us to a certa.in extent in framing the tariff law 
in their interest rather than the interest of the people of the 
United 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 tho -United States and the loss of trade with the United 
States iu 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 St;ates. He continues: -
In applying the distinction of taxed and untaxed- products, and of ta:x:ed 

products only, as regards the exports from the p-rincipal countries of Europe 
to tll.e United States in the years 1890 and 1892, we find: 

Countries. 
Taxed and Taxed prod-

untaxed prod- nets alone. 
nets together. 

France -------··-----·····------ -- ------- ______ .... 
Belgium .. _____ ._·---·-·--· __ .... -----··· ________ _ 
England ____________ . ___ . ______ ··--··-- ____ ----·-·· 
Austria-Hungary ___________ .. -~----·· ____ .... ___ _ 
Denmark ____________ ··----·- .... -----·-· __ .:_. _____ _ 
Germany ________ -·-· __________ -------- ________ ··--
Greece _____ .. _______ ... ··-- ________ ·-------··-- ___ _ 
Italy _____ .... ---------- .. ----.--------·------------
Netherlands ------------------------------------
Portugal_. ___ .. ---· .•.. _____ ..... ····-·------~----

~;::!~: =====: == = ===== ::: = :::::::::::::: ===~=~::::: 
Sweden and Norway -·------•---------------- ~ 
~~~;;~n~Ui:-oi>ti :::: ::=:::::::~: = :::::::::::::: 

--$9, 100, 000 
+ 937,000 
-30, 000, 000 
~ 1,600,000 ' 

10,000 
. -15, !)30;000 
+ 175,000 + 1,800,000 
-6,200,000 
+ 482,000 + 921,000 

81,000 
+ 220,()()(11 
-1,245,000 + 602,000 

-$6, 300, 000 
- 484,000 
-34, 800, 000 
- 5, 900,000 

54,000 
-22,771, 000 
- 1,085,800 + 1,200~000 + 6,300,000 + 149,000 + 1,067,000 
- 677,000 + 168;000 
-1.,733,000 + 42,000 

Thus, you see that F.rance,.instead of incurring-a loss of$.9,100,000, shows a 
deficit of olliy $5,300,000, whiCh is stili a high figure. 

You further remark that our friends, the Belgian;;, instead of gaining 
$93'7\000, lose in reality $484.,000. 

What part does St. Etienne play in the movement . brought on -by the 
McKinley bill? Y.our chief'industry is the manufacture of ribbon. 

That is the principal industry of the town where this meet
ing was held. 

From 1890 to 1892 the silks of the different countries exporting to the 
United States fell from$38,685,374 to $31,173,894, showing-a. decrease of $7,512,-
480. France figures in this decrease for$l,ll2,037. 

The ribbons, which you have so long manufactured with so much prac
tical knowledge and taste, and indeed wherein you excel, as is only fair, 
particularly claim your attention. Youinquire-whetherthe McKinley bill 
has been useful or baneful to your industry. 

In order to enlighten you, I find the following figures: 

SlLK RIBBONS. 

Exports from different countries to the Unit-ed States. 

Countries. 1890 I 1892 
(Juna30). (June 30). 

.Aust:rJ.a.-Hungary, --·-····--- ------·---·-- $4-,250 
Belgium--=-- --- .••. ____ --··---------------... 553 
France ... ------------------------------------ 1, 197,755 
Germany--·····------·-·-···---------------- M8,355 
England __ .... ----·-------~----------------~- 28,290 

~~~~t~iii============== == =~==::::::::::::. . ~~ Cuba __________________ ···---·--------- ___ .... 2 
Switzerland .... ____ ........ ----.----·-- 589,101 

~=~c<>===~ ===~====~== =~~~=:..:: ~====== :-::: :::: ===~ :::: 

$1,293 . 

-·-·74(388-
142,864 
12,502 

27 
10 

746,260 
99 

326 

Differ· 
ence. 

- $2,917 
553 

- -458,367 
- 5,471 
- 15,788 

197 
6 
2 

+157, 159 
+ 99 + 326 

5015 
constantly increased. It was 50,0()0,000 of fra~cs in 1833; it was set down .at 
103,000.000 in 1889. 

Again he says: 
I shollld accomplish only a portion of my task if .I tailed to cn:ll yuur atten· 

tton to the administrattve McKinley bill. 
There are, then, two McKinley bills: the custom-house bill, of which I have 

just SI>Oken, and the adminiStrative bill, about which I Will now say a few 
words. 

This latter is dated June 10, 1890. 
It should have come after the custom-house bill, of October 1,1890, since 

its object was to insure the execution of the said custom-house bill. 
It came out first, however. 
How was this? 

- Because the authors of that iniqUitous la-w. wished to replace, as regaTdS 
the importer, the judicial pow& by-the administrative authority. 

Such an exclusion from the ortiinar'y 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 last. 

Then they p:iSSed resolutions at the meeting: 
Whereas the Democratic party, whose platform is to afford the United 

States a truly liberal economic system, has come to power: 
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 fmther whereas a new gene-ral tariff can not be applied in the Unit.ed 
States before the yeaT 1895, -

Ha ve_resolved: 
That friendly and courteous entreaties be urgently made to the -Congress 

and "Government at Washington with the objeet of obtaining at an early 
date a mor.e libemllaw which-shall considerably reduce the present rates, 
until the day when a new· tariff shallhave been pa,ssed. · 

- I will quote from a letter from Mr. Leon Cho.tteau to Hon. 
WILLIAM L. WILSON, chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means of the Homre of Representatives. 

He says: 
Mr. PRESID"ENT: y;Qu have just acce-pted the high mission of preparing a 

new project of American custom-house tariff. . 
There ean be no doubt that you w111 be able to 'compass this diffl..cult task 

in the well ordered interest of the United States, France, and the whole of 
Europ~ 

In the fiscal year 1892 the-United States saw their foreign trade assume 
proportions such as they had never expected since the war of Independence. 
Consider that your imports and exports combined reached $1,857,000,000 
(:t827,000,000 for imports and $1,030,000,000 for exports). · 

Hence, a sum of $202,000,000, showing the increment of your foreign sales 
ovel' and above your purchases abroad. 

That is the kind of argument that this foreigne.r addresses to 
the chairman ofthe.Comm.ittee on WaysandMeansof 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 sinale 
year, should be repeaJ..ed. Not reading· connec~y, I proc;ed 
to quote: 

Em·ope exported to your shores in 1890 $449,000,000 worth of goods, and 
$394,000,000-worth. in 1892. Tlre result is a decrease- of $58,000,000 lost by the 
Eurpopean expm·ters. 

That is another argument addresse-d to the Ron. WILLIAM 
L. WILSON as to why the McKinley law should be repealed, be
ca\1Se in the year 1892 theTe·we1'e lost $58,000,000 to European 
exporters. . 

:Mr. ALDRICH. Wlll the Senator from Oregon allow me to 
ask him -a g. uestion ?- · 
_ Mr. BDLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is.nothing I know of in the laws of 
the United States or those of France which prevents a foreigner 
entering into a correspondence of this -kind' with and making 
suggestions to the. chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
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 an.r sympathy with any mov-ement 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. 

Total---- ------·--------·------------ 1,968,486 1;644,769 -323,717 'l'hat sum shows the infiuence exerted by-the McKinley bill on this side or 
the Atlantic. · 

France, being the chief exporting country, has therefore sold less to the 
Ame-ricans by $456,367, thanks to the McKinle~ bill. 
f"tin his remarkable work, "The Chrun.ber of Com.II1erce of St. Etienne and the industries of its circumscription," M. Lucien 'l'hiollier, the learned sec
retary of your Chamber of Commerce, states: 

"The worst blow given to the indus try o! St. Etienne came from. the United 
States. After the war or secession, and protected by exaggerated rates, 
numerous factories were established ali Paterson, and they are to-day well 
nigh sufficient for the American supply. 

The United States, which since 1830 was. the grea.t and chief customer of 
th"e St. Etienne manufacture, which took from it the third of its production, 
now asks of it special articles only. From 30,000,000, which was the yearly
figure for 1860,: the expo-rts-of all kinds of 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 ribbon, properly so called, figuresin this sum for only 
3;854,128"francs·. The·rest, 8,537,998· frlmcs, is -made up of velvet ribbons re
quired by the fashions. In spite of this vexatio.us competition, and of the 
heavy custom-house clu-es it ha.s to pay, the. ~o.duction at St. Etienne has 

What is that sum? The sum of $58,000,000 lost by European 
exporters. 

That sum shows the influence exerted by-the McKinley bill on this side of ' 
the Atlantic. Of these-$58;000,000, $36,000,000 were wrested from England: -

Wrested! That-is a strong word. I suppose he means wrong
fully taken by force, taken under the McKinley 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 $58,000,000 would. ha..ve exceeded sixty-four millions, if other Eu
ropean countries had not extribited a slight increase in the amount of their 
sales to your countrymen: Italy, Belgium, Sweden and Norway, and Rus· 
siain Europe. 
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Then he proceeds: 
If the misfortunes of others should ever cause us to be unmindful of our 

own troubles, France might be readily comforted; for England, which al
ready sufl'ers by you a prejudice of $30,000,000, is, moreover, bound to an ad
ditional purchase of American goods amoun~ing to nearly $50,000,000. 

He takes some degree of comfort in the losses to France from 
the fact 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 au answer from Hon. WILLIAM L. 
WILSON, of which I will read a single extract: 

I trust that the results of our labors to reform and reduce the existing sys
tem of taritr duties may lea:i to such larger commercial intercourse be
t ween 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 not have used the words "our labors" with ref
erence to France. 

Mr. DOLPH. I did not read the whole of the letter. I will 
read it: 

COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, JJ. C., October 4, 1893. 
DEAR Sr&: I am 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 a<'cept my sincere thanks. . 

I have also received several documents, in which I find published a letter 
addressed to myself. I have read it with much pleasure, and am glad to learn 
that you take so close and intelligent an interest in the prospective tari.tr 
leg'.slation 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 tari.tr duties may lead to such larger commercial intercourse be, 
tween our respective countries as will result in great and permanent benefit 
to both or them. 

. Very sincerely, yours, 
W. L. WILSON. 

Monsiem· LEON CROTTEAU. 

Mr. President, I repeat that it is mainly foreign countries and 
the citizens of foreign countries who have objected to the McKin
lev act. It is the importers into this country, the manufacturers 
of products abroad whocomplainoi the high rates of duty. The 
bill by the removal of duties upon several articles that are 
called raw materials by the majorityin 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 i~ is in the intere13t of the 
'United States. 

Then, I do not know but that l 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 th_e 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. , 

But -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 prod\lcts of manufactures. There is to be a reasonable 
duty upon manufactures of cotton; there are still protective 
duties upon woolen manufactures taken in connection with free 
wool· several manufacturing industries, and especially those of 
the South, are to receive full protection, and the free-trade prin
ciple, the tariff-for-reform principle, is to be applied only to prod
ucts 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 tbeir flocks of sheep, and the industry of the men 
who fell the trees in the forests and cut them into lumber are to 
be crippled or destroyed by placing their products upon the free 
lister by greatly reducing duties. 

Mr. BmRRY. Will the Senator from Oregon permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. DODPH. Certainly. 
Mr. BERRY. Does not the Senator from Oregon think that 

he and others on the other side of the Chambee, who, for the 
sole purpose of delaying the passage of the bill, are making long 

speeches, to which nobody listens a.nd which nobody reads, and 
who are using filibustering tactics, continuing them day by day, 
are infl icting really more damage on the business interests of 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 respectful 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, l 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: 

I have the honor to inform you that the French committee for fur thering 
thea.bolitionof the McKinley bill was completed November 16, 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 js M. Henry 

Petit, manufacturer, in the firm of Gros, Roman & Co.· the vice
president isM. Louis Tabourier, manufacturer· the delegate in 
France and in the United States isM. Leon Chotteau, barrititer, 
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 fir·m 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 
co3perating 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 Club in 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 ts just time for us to commence to 
talk; ~nd I am glad the Senator f_rom Or~gon i 3 occupying the 
attentiOn of the Senate to-day as mterestmgly 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-
kansas. _ 

Mr. DOLPH. ::M;r. President, I have my own convictions on 
this question of the tariff. I take no ad vice from anyone as 
to what course I shall pursue in regard to the pending bill. 
I stated recently in a very few words that this bill, if it should 
become a law, would be destructive of every great industry in 
my State. In fact, the threat of the legislation proposed by this 
bill and by the success of the Democratic party has had the ef
fect to demoralize every industry in the State. To-day, while 
the manufacturing industries in Oregon are not g-reat, there are 
not one-half so many people employed 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 e 'lstern Oregon can not be sold at a price which 
would justify its transportation to the seaboard, and every in
dustry in the State 'is pat·alyzed. I believe that if this bill 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 had been going on for two 
vears. 
~ Mr. DANIEL. I understood the Senator to say so. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think I said that there were not one-hal! 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 existing 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 thiscountryhasenjoyed; there will never be 
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 
prevent the passage of the bill I shoCJ.ld do it, whether it should 
be 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 listening at that 
time. It is immaterial to me whether anybody reads what I say 
or not. I generally discharge my duty according to my own con
victions, without asking any question or any advice from any
body, and then I am se.tisfied with the consciousness of duty per
formed. 

Mr. President, I said that this bill was a sectional bill, and I 
want to say that there are strong protests against it which come 
up from the South. I quoted on a former occasion the statement 
of one W. A. McCorkle, the Democratic governor of West Vir
ginia-and I will read but a sentence from it now-before the 
Ways 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. I mean to say that we were raised up :ts a buffer 
for armies to march against, when men pursued each other with cannon. 
We are to-davin that same border warfare in the gre~t 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. It is a 
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 theW. 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 con
dition up to the time the tari.II was lowered on Canadian lumber in 1890 and 
reduced to $1 per M feet, soon after which we began to feel the e.IIects, and 
our prices as well as our demand for Western stock began to decrease, and 
so continued until the panic came on last summer, and yet our prices for 
home consumption are about the same as heretofore, And th.ese low prices 
caused by Canadian competition are not only hurting the manufacturers, 
but are seriously a.IIecting the poor manandb.is 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, 
whil" many have been closed. The very men whom the Democratic party 
are evidently trying to aid are really being chastised with the Canadian 
tariff rod. * * * 

Further on he says: 
I' 

Ten years ago I was engaged in the lumber business at Bozeman, Ala .. and 
we received $24 per 1,000 fee~ for first and second boards. Now we get ·only 
112 per 1,000 feet for the same. We got $24for first and second flooring; now 
we get only $12. We got $13..50 for common flooring, for which we now get 
only f8, and have but little demand for it at these low figures. Stiff compe
tition bas brought lumber to what it now is. 

would then keep an eye on us, and in <'ase we started up again would lower 
their prices at will, thus keeping us out, and from time to time advancing 
prices. I have often seen the stronger work the weaker out, ::~.nd then put , 
up prices to pay for the fight. 

Then he says-and this is a sort oi a threat: 

Only one side of the tariff has been debated in the South. but our business 
men and our su.IIering 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 
people may see both sides thereof. 

The average mill hasamonthlypay roll of not lessthat$3,000: then for the 
3,781 mills we have monthly pay rolls amounting in aggregate to $11 3H,OOO, or 
$135,082,000 per annum, 75 per cent of which is paid out for actual labor, and 
s used by our poor people. 

i The mere sight of the _Wilson bill caused wages tobecutfrom$1 to 80cents 
per day, and has already thrown thous'l.nds out of employment, many of 
whose families are now in destitute circumstances, being half clad and bav 
ing only corn bread to eat, and some not enough or that. If the above-de 
scribedsitua.tion is caused by the blossomof the Wiisontariff bilt, 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. MILLS]. In accordance with his theory 
of a tariff for revenue, he has been willing to report a bill which 
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 
dustries where he would apply the principle of tariff for revenue . 
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 daes not· 
include the men who are enga.ged in mining iron ore and pre 
paring the raw material. Bythis bill these greatindustriesare 
to be jeopardized and destroyed, and a large portion of the la 
borers employed on them are either to be turned out of employ 
mentor are to be compelled to work for ·wages which will not 
support them in independence and comfort. 

I hope 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
gregate value, the average numher of hands employed, and the ag-
gregate wages paid in California, Colorado, Montana, Nevaaa, 
Oregon, Washington, and Wyoming, with the total, showing 
thatthese States have onl:v three and seven-tenths of the estab 
lishments, three and eight-tenths of the value, three and one 
tenth the number of hands employed,and4 per cent of the wages 
paid. _ 

I 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 submit a table of the thirteen 
Southern States, showing that they have but 16 per cent of the 
establishments,10 per cent of the value, 12 per cent of the hands 
employed, and 10 per cent of wages paid. 

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 myre 
marks. , 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there ob)ection? The Chair 
hears none, and it-is so ordered. 

The tables referred to are as follows: 

Factory system in the Pacific States compared with the Southe1•n and all other 
States. 

Est-ab- Aggregate 
llshments value. reporting. 

State. 
Average 
number Aggregate 
of hands wages. 
employed. 

California.-------------------- 7,923. $146,797,102 83.,642 $51,53.8,780 
Colorado______________________ 1,518 26,651,840 17,067 12,285,734 
Montana---------------------- 289 4,293., 794 2, 696 1, ~48, 213 Nevada_______________________ 95 1,211,269 620 445,503 
Oregon________________________ 1,523. 32,122,051 18,798 11,535,229 
Washington__________________ 1,543 34, 369,73.5 20,366 12,658,614 
Wyoming_____________________ 190 1,411,184 1,144 878,646 

Total. _____ .... ------ ____ --13·-,-08-1-:1-24_6_, 8-56·-,-97_5_1 
____ 1_44_,_33 --3-:~--9-1,-290-,-719 

Again, he says: ' Per ce.nt. 

~=~~;~ilrLr~:, ~~':€!~~~~; ~~l':JJ~~~?~i~ ~~1~~~~~~::::~~~::~:~:~~~~~~~;~~~~~~~ ~~~:~~~:~::: ::::~:::~~:~~~:::::: ~ 5 
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Factory system in the jollowina States C<Jmpared with the Southern and Pacific 
, States. 

State. 

Average 
Establish- Aggregate number of Aggregate 
ments re- value. handsem- wages. 
porting. ployed. 

Connecticut_ ____________ ·____ 6,822 $227, 00!, 496 
Delaware____________________ 1,003 33,695,400 
Idaho________________________ HO 1,048,916 
Ill1nois ______ ------------ ____ 20,482 502,004,512 
Indiana______________________ 7,440 77,513,097 
Kansas______________________ 4, 471 43, 99....6,002 
Maine---------------------- ~ 5,010 80,419,809 
Maryland------------------- 7,485 119,657,316 
Massa.chusetts______________ 26,923 630 032 M1 
Michigan .... __ : ___ ------____ 12, 12'i 262;412: 240 
Minnesota. __ ---------------- 7, 505 127,686,618 
Nebraska____________________ 3,014 37,569,508 
New Hampshire____________ 9,221 249,890,428 
New York___________________ 65,840 1,130,161,195 
NorthDakotn.______________ _ 382 2,894,553 
.Ohio __ ---------------------_ 28, 673 402,793,019 
Pennsylvania . . ----------- - 39,336 990,999,375 
Rhodelsland_ ___________ ____ 3, 3'i7 126,488,401 
South Dakota. __ -------- ___ ; 499 3, 207,796 
Vermont-------------------- 3, 031 32,763,291 
w~ VI!ginia______________ 2, 376 28,118,030 
WJJ consm ------------------ 10,417 246,515,404 

149,939 
21,906 

774 
312,198 
59,174 
32 843 
75:780 

107,054 
485,182 
163,941 
79,629 
23,816 

186,901 
850,084 

1,847 
331,548 
6~,484 
85,976 
2,422 

24,894 
21,969 

132,031 

$i5, 990, 606 
9,892, 387 

324,202 
171,523,579 
25,878, 997 
] 6, 3'28, 485 
26,526, 217 
41,526, 832 

239, 670, 509 
66,347,798 
38,189,239 
12,984,571 
96,509,703 

466,846, 612 
1,002,881 

-158,768,883 
305, 556, 229 
37,927,921 
1,098,418 

10,096,549 
8,330, 997 

51,843,708 ________ , ___________ , ________ , ________ _ 
281, 157 ~56&, ~. 273 1 Total ___ ______________ • 3, 958, 162 1, 939, 163, 383 

Factory system in the Sout-hern States compm·ed with tks Pacific and alL ot!Le1' 
States. 

Esta.blish- A>erage 

State. ments re- Aggregate number of Aggregate - >alue. hands wages. 
porting. employed. 

Alabama. .. ______ ---- _______ ; __ 2,977 $46, 122, 571 - 33,821 $12, 678, 029 

AJ.·kansas --------------=------ 2,073 14,971,614 15,972 5,749, 
Florida----------------------- 805 11,110,304. 13,927 6, 513,068 
Georg.ia. __ •••. _ •••••••••• ------ 4,285 56, 921, 58{) 56,383 17,312,190 

~~~i~~ .. ====~ =====~ :::: ==== 
7,745 79,811,980 65 579 27,761,746 
2, 613 34,754,121 3doot 13,159,564 

~~;~s~y~:_::::::::::::::::::~ 
1,698 14,896,884 15,817 4,913,863 

14,04.5 189, 236, 422 142,924 76,327,907 
North Carolina _______________ 3,667 32,145,995 36",214 1,830,536 
South Carolina.---- ____ ------ 2,382 29,276,261 24,662 6',590, 983 
Tenne see -------------------- 4,559 51,475,092 42,759 16,899,351 
Texas ___________ •. ---·-------- 5,268 46,815,181 39,475 18,586,338 
Virginia--·--------- ·--------- 5, 9l5 63, 456, 799- 59,591 19,6H,850 

Total ____ ------ __ ---- •••• 58,032 671, 594, 804 579,025 233, 966, 319 

Per-cent. 
Establishments •. --------------------------.--------- .... ----------·-·--------- 16 
Value .• __ ... ---··· .••••• -------.---------------------------------- ···------ ----~ 10 

~a::e~ ~~fcl~=-~~ :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ::::::·:: :::: ::::~:::::::::: ~g 
Mr. PLATT. Mr. President- -
Mr. PEFFER. I will ask the-Senator from Connecticut to 

yield to me for a. moment. I desire to propose an amendment, 
which I think ought to be disposed of before the amendment 
proposed by' him ia acted upon, and I rise for the pm·pose of ask
ing him to withdraw his amendment until I may submit one. 

..Mr. 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 ore shall be placed upon the free 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 iu·order- that the Senator may propose _his amend-
ment. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then, Mr. President, I move to amend the 
amendment of the committee, after ~e 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 shted. 

The SECRETARY. After the \'7<>rd · 'pyrites," in line 4, on 
page 21, it is proposed 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 manganiferous iron ore, also tbe dross or residuum 
from burnt pyrites, shall be admitted free of duty. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, the doctrine that raw mate
rials, as they are termed, ought to be free from duty, is either 
sound or. it is unsound. If it is sound, reasoning 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 pur-pose than for revenue only, they ought 
to be levied with a view to protection, and then everything, 
which is produced by labor ought to receive 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 occasion 
to speak when we come to that schedule. Iron are is found in 
every Stat~ in the Union in greater or less quantities. It is 
probably more widely diffused in the arts and sciences than anv 
other one substance. The artictes made from iron ore aro num
berless; they are like the sands of tho 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 ot the Democratic party, Mr. 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 that is true, I now 
come to the question why i t is that the Democratic members ol 
this body insist upon puttingadutyupon it, and I want an answer 
to that question, and I want it from the Demo_crati0 side of the 
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 underst!lnd 
their doctrine. 

The Senator from Ohio [.Mr. SHERMAN] stated it this morning 
very clearly, as he always states everything which hcl under
takes to state. "Free trade all around," said the venerable 
Senator,' or protection all around." Tho Democratic theory 
has been-and I am not saying that it was wron.cr--that iron 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 ans\ver, that! pause that 
any Senator may answer the question. The question is: In 
view of the course of the Democratic party and their doctrine 
upon this subject, why it is proposed to put a duty of anyamount 
upon iron ore.? I ask an answer. I see two, four, seven, eleven, 
thirteen, fifteen Democratic Senators upon the floor. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, there is no pretense of any attempt 
to evade any question at all, and I will answer the Senator from 
~ansa.s 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 manufl{cturing 
interest who honestly believe-and I have no disposition to 
criticise the integrity of tlieir opinions--that there should be 
some tariff taxation upon these articles; but a very large major
ity of the Democratic Senators believe that iron ore should be on 
the free list. 

M.r. 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 was not certain that I did. 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I suppose the Senator from Iowa 

was troubied, as the rest of us are, with the Senator·s answer. 
If the statement of the Senator is true, that a majority of the 
Democratic Senators are in favor of iron ore being upon the free 
list, how does it happen that the Committee orr Finance, which 
is simply the organ of the Senate and the representative of a 
majority of t.he party on the other side, who are res-ponsible for 
legislation, report here a duty? Was not that the trouble '\Vith 
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 Senater on my left will not inter

fere with the answer of the Senator from Missouri to my ques
tion, because 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 rea~onable time to remove all the pangs which 
afflict the Senators upon the other side upon the question of the 
tariff. I know their earnest solieitude, their Christian charity 
toward us in the present contingency, but I can not undertake 
to spend tho ruternoon in :r-elieving the solicitude they feel to
ward us. 

As 1 was going on to say, a large- maJority of the Democratic 
Senators favor placing iron ore upon the free list; but with the 
existing conditions in the Senate and the aQ_solute necessity, as 
we consider, of passing some tariff legislation, it was necessary 
to make concessions to that small portion of Democratic Sen
ators who b~lieve in some duty upon iro~ ore, and we had pre· 

1 

-
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f:'lented to us the contingency either to pass the bill with an im
pprt duty upon iron ore and other articles, or to not pass any 
bill at all. That is the whole of it; and there is no disposition 
to conceal th.e fact. I myself am in favor of free 1ron ore; but 
if I C'3.n not get free iron ore, and can get passed a bill imposing 
p, duty of 40 cents a ton upon iron ore, I am willing to hke that 
40 cents a ton,. instead of 75 cents a ton upon iron ore, which is 
:pow the duty under the McKinley law. I am willing to make 

-· that concession. 
Mr. PEFFER. Then, .Mr. President, I have an answer very 

frankly given, that goes at least partially to the core o~ this mat
ter. I understand the Senator from Missouri to assert that a 
large majority of the Democrati? members of the Senate are in 
tavor of free iron o1·e; but that, m order to secure the support 
of a small minority of the Democratic members of the SE:l_nate, 
the large majority yielded their convictions of duty to the small 
minority, so that a pa-rty measure might pass this body. 
- Then, I put this further question: Is it not true-and I ask it 

9f 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 duty1 and yielded at the request 
of persons who favor it for protection, and protection alone? 

Mr. VEST, Mr. President, as a matter of course, it would be 
impertinent for me to undertake to give the motives of Sena
tors who haVe favored this tax of 40 cents a ton on iron ore. I 
can answer the Senator very distinctly for myself. As to 
whether I think it is a protective duty or noh that depends en
tirelyupon the amount of revenue which must be raised for the 
support of the Government. I have my views in regard to the 
amount. I am willing to give the largest possible liberality in 
the wayof revenue in view of the fact that large exports of gold 
are constantly being made to Europe, and I desire, above all 
things, to avoid the necessity for issuing any more interest
bearing bonds by the Treasury. It seems to me. that under pres
ent contingencies we should make a liberal estimate in regard 
to the revenue necessary for the support of the Government. I 
should not vote for any protective duty 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 to raise enough money from tariff 
taxation and internal revenue to prevent any possibility of in-

. creasing the interes.t-bearing debt of the United States. 
Mr. PEFFER. 1\Il'. President, the Senate will understand 

when we come to discuss the wool schedule, at least to some ex
tent, why I am anxious about 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 I wanted it to be put in the RECORD in t.hat 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 thatT am verynearlyinfullsympathy 
-with that Democratic majority-which favorsfreerawmaterials. 

Indeed, I believe that I am quite. as radical upon this question as 
tlie most radical upon that side of the Chamber, not excepting 
even theintrepid junior SenatorfromTe.xas[Mr. MILLS]. lam 
ready to close every custom-house. in the country and to estab
lish absolute free trade. If Amencan 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 eloquently said, that protootion is 
asked in the interest of the working people. There lies the 
dividing line between my old Republican friends and myself. 
All of this protection cry is said to be in the interest of the 
laborer, that we may maintain a high standard of wages, so that 
ORr laborer.s shall be. able to take care of ~hemselves and their 
families in proper style. Mr. President, with due respect to the 
gentlemen who pursue that argument and who urge it, I do not 
believe that it is a.- correct one. I do not -believe that those 
Senators and speakers and writers who advocate that doctrine 
have thought this subject all over carefully.. It has cost the 
workingmen of the United States a hundred million dollars to 

-m-aintain their present position. 
There has been no increase in the rate of wages at any time 

or under any circumstances by reason of an increaEe of tariff 
duties; and that has not been the intention at any time when 

- tariff dutie3 were raised. On the other hand, it has been 
neces~ary for the. American laborer to fight his way. The strikes 
th-at are going on now and the strikes that have been going on 
auring the last dozen or more years-and they are multiplying 
from year to year-show what a hard-time the American work
ingman has to hold his own in this country. 

· .In 1864 a bill was passed and approved, and it was presented 
in this body and advocated by the. distinguished Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN}, whose footprints we see so frequently in 
the legislation of the last quarter- of a century, authorizing 

-American !llanufacturru-s1 railroad bui1ders,.and oth.er persons 

.. -

to go into foreign countries and contract for labor-and to bring 
workmen here under contracts made in fore_ign co.untries, pay
ing their transportation here, holding a lien upon their wages 
for a year, having a lien upon any real estate they might pur
chase during tha.tyear, 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 hotelsf into om· 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 extent, that they will not work for the wages 
for which they will have to work. I remember bearing or 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 between them extending from the establish
ment to the railway track, in order to keep the two classes 
apart. I need not go 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. Mci\1ILLA~~] ~ this morning 
spoke of the enormous development of the mines in the region 
of-country which he so ably and so honestly and so sincerely 
represents upon this floor. If I were to ask that Senator to tell 
me how many Canadians work in .those mines, how many for· 
eigners of difierent nationalities, I doubt very much_whether 
he would be able to answer that question. If I were to ask him 
how muoh higher the wages there are than 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 tQ 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. I am interested in your people; I am interested -
in you just as much as I am interested in iny own people, for I 
believe that I am at le.ast tall enough, if not broad enough, to 
take in this whole country. I intend tomakeanswerto 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 il·on 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 tosaythatthis amendmentwas proa 
posed in a somewhat different form by my political colleague 
from Nebraska [MrrALLEN}, who is necessarily absent from the 
Chamberr 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 Secretary read 
a few minutes ago. 

Mr. President, I have nothing further to say, except that I un
derstand-and if I am wrong I want to be corrected before being 
seated, for !.shall use the answer which I have already received . 
during the remainder of this discussion and in future, unless I 
have mistmderstood it--I understand that this dutv 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 not correct in that statement I hope 
the correction will be made. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, as I had a colloquy 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 an. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PEFFER] by his proposition and his question has penetrated the 
iundamentai 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 thought in 
his mind, tharr the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. There 
is not one Senator upon ths 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. There is not one happy Senato!' 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 bad policy 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. 

I do not know of any great party which has ever gone to the 
conntry 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 benefit of the few. We declare it 
to be a fundamental principle of the Democratic p::l.l"ty that the Federal 
Government has no constitutional power to impose and collect tarit! duties, 
except for the purposes of revenue only. 

Mr. President, that was adopted not sub sile·ntio, 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 propositions 
in the form of resoluttons, voted them into the _platform, and 
went to the country upon it. There was not in Chicago when 
that plank was adopted any such policy as the Senator from 
Missouri has outlined, that he and his associates are pursuing, 
whsre the majority yielded to the minority. The majority be
lieved in one thing, and that was this 'thing; and they said "the 
majority will rule, and the line of policy of the Democratic party 
is to maintain its principles, and to say so, and to take its 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 Democratic 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 purs·es, next our watches, and 
theya~e now hunting around toseeif they c:m not rob us of some 
rings we have got in our waistcoat pockets." [Laughter.] I do 
not wonderthatthatis the feeling on the other side of the Cham
ber. 

The Senator from Missouri shall not esc::tpe by declaring that 
a duty of 40 cents a ton upon iron ores may be a revenue duty. 
The Senator knows that by the bill he has presented here, or 
that be and his associates have put before this body, that all 
the amendments that have been put upon us, without reckoning 
the income tax and the tax that they lay upon sugar, the two 
thus increasing the House bill ovQr $80,000,000, 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. · 

Thev 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, 
whigh will give them a surplus; and the Senator shall not escape 
by declaring, when he is confronted with a duty upon iron ore, 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; there is not a Senator upon the other side who 
does not know better than that. It is because 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 do not. 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 
the dutiable list he would vote against the bill; and they put it 
in. 

Mr. HALE. Maple sugar was put not upon· the dutiable list 
The Republican party had a policy--

Mr. BUTLER. It was a bounty, I b~lieve. 
Mr. HALE. The Republican par-ty has a policy that, as the 

years go by, will be sa.nctioned, and our people will be grateful 
I or the building up in this country of indus try in every form and 
of the production of sugar that, in the end, will relieve us from 
the tribute that yve 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. 1 

Mr. BUTLER. I shallnotdiscussthewisdomortheunwisdom 
of it; I shall simply discuss the fact that when the McKinley 
bill was under discussion, what I have stated is correct, or a~ 
least it was so underatood; and when the Senator talks about 
compromises, he ought to remember some of the compromises 
on the McKinley bill. 

Mr. HALE. 'l'here were no compromises. 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 approval of 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 this bill. I have read all the reports and bills aad amend- ' 
ments up to this time, but to-day the Se:ijator 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. President, 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; that bill cutoff every
where; that bill did not raise prices either.. (}iven 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 point 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 
profoundly wise tariff legislation were found in the McKinley 
bill. I do not say that in every item 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 
purpose and scope of that bill was as clearly understood by every
body when it passed as the light of day is disclosed when it is 
shining through our windows in the morning. 

There is the difference and 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 tht\t 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 shall say "yes" or ' n9 " in 
approval or dissent; but the mere being driven to the shift of 
passing a bill, the giving away at all stages in order that some
thing shall be saved out of the wreck, is not a proud position for 
a great 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 discu~\on 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 
him and his associates and makes them wriggle, w_}lether he does 
or not, and declares.that this side is consuming time. 

This side will simply consume all the time 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 
tha t this side 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 gre:1t 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
osit ion 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 itell_l 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 ~o 
the heaci of the majority and compels amendments that are 1~ 
our direction , we shall be very glad to see them, but we should 
like to know, as has been inquired, on what pr inciple 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 r agard to tariff questions or anything 
else. While the Senator was speaking, in a reminiscent mood 
I went back to 18 3. I remember very well that midnight scene 
when a tariff bill by 1 majority was forced upon ~he people of 
the United States, many of whose provisions had been voted 
down deliberately in both Houses ot Congress. 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who was one 
of the conferees, has been in the habit of denying that fact; but, 
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 vet in our hearts and 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 both bodies. Here is what Mr. Beck said: 

Much light was tru-'own upon this subject by a controversy that sprung 
UP between Senator SHERMAN and Senator MORRILL. Mr. SHERMAN had 
published an elaborate interview in the Commercial Gazette, of Cincinnati, 
dated March 1{, 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, it 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 the rates 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 language in the debate being: · 

"That about one-half of the cost of these woolen goods is in the cost of the 
raw material, the wool, and the other half is the cost or manufacture. Take 
therefore, a lot of these goods; suppose that the value of the goods imported 
is $1,000, and one-half of that is the cost of the wool, and the other half is the 
cost of manufacture. The duty on $500, the cost of the wool, has already 
beeh fully compensated for and more than compensated for by the specific 
duty. Then, as to the duty as levied, not as 40 per cent of the ~5JO, the cost of 
manufacture, which is all the manufacturer puts upon it, but the duty is 
levied at 40per cent on the thousand, thus giving him a protecti~nof $400, or 
1!0 per cent on the cost or manufacture. It seems to me that iS too large, 
that the relative duties upon wool and woolen goods are unequal and unfair. 
The duty ought to be in proportion to the manufactures. " 

And in the interview above referred to he 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 
on both cotton and woolen goods of certain grades, far in advance of exist
Ing law." 

Mr. MoRRILL answered Mr. SHERMAN in a labored article, dated April28, 
and published in the New York Tribune. He confesses and avoids the 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 
t~spect for the expressed will of the Senate, although neither of them had 
a.ny right to undertake the task of sustaining the action of the body that ap
pointed them, unless they were determined to maintain and uphold its action 
by every honorable means, whet.her 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 says: · 

"'l'hedistinguished Senator is a remarkably cool and sagacious man, but he 
was evidently in a pet, and by this time he will regret some or his rather 
exaggerated and hasty statements. He criticises the fact that two members 
of the conference committee were from New England, and would Eseem to 
indicate that this brought to bear a malign sectional influence, forgetting 
that two of the members or the conferonce committee were from the State 
or Ohio alone, and perhaps, too, sensitively remembering that r.he 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 wert\ raised ~the 

conference committee; so they were on pig and bar iron." -
•.rnese interviews show that the conferees, so called, paid no sort of r espect 

to thoe wishes of the two Houses. They made the tariff which we are now 
cursed with to suit themselves. One accuses the other or increasing the 
burdens on 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 defeat~d 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 commit tee of conference, was an 

unpromising risk. ll anyone was more resplmsible than Senator S:mm
MAN for making the 'harmony and symmetry of the plan ' or the commis· 
sion's iron schedule 'as rough as a 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 malign 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 repel brigadiers were 
again in the saddle attacking New England; but here it seems 
that these grave and reverend Senators at the head of theRe
publican party deliberately' charged each other with sectional 
purposes and with improper conduct as Senators and conferees. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Maine has made a bitter and 
malignant speech; qut I know him, and I am willing to ascrib'e 
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 t 3mperament. . 

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 acgJJ.it 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, I have had a great many contro
versies with the Senator from Missouri in the years he and I 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 a.s 
the representative of the condition of the other side. I was ar
raigning all . of his fellows upon that side oi the Chamber, and 
had no controversy with him. I did not in any way descend to 
any phrase or allusion or taunting speech, bocause I was not ob
liged to, Mr. President; I had plenty of facts, but the si~uation 
upon the other side is such that I was entitled to make th~ ar
raignment I made, not in a bitter personai way or in any way 
transgressing the limits ofordinary parliamentary courtesy. 

I tell the Senator from Missouri that I ·shall take the liberty 
during this controversy, whenever we come to these provisions, 
that neither he nor his associates can read without the mmt
ling blush of shame upon their faces as abandonments of every
thing that they have proclaimed to the American pegple during 
theirpoliticallives, to so arraign that side of the Chamber upon 
all of these propositions. Because ret.ort is made after a fashion 
that has been gone out of the Senate for thirty years and h~ 
only been introduced lately when the new majority has come in, 
I shall not be deterred from arraigning that side as severely, 
Mr. President, as, in my judgment, seems proper under the~.
casion. 

Mr. VEST. Nobody complains of that. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I can not understand tJ;e 

relevancy a discussion of the action taken in regard to th~ tar1ff 
a.ct of 1883 ha.s to the present situation, but as the Senator fl•om 
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. . 

In the first session of the Forty·seventh Congress the Rouse 
of Representatives passed a bill reducing internal-re-venue taxes, 
which was sent to the Senate, but no action was taken upon that 
here. Between the first and second sessions of the Forty·seven th 
Congress the tariff commission, which had been appointed the 
year preceding, made their report to Congress. 

The bill which they reported was introduced in the House of 
llepresenta,tives and in the Senate, and sent iio the appropriate 
committees of the respective Houses. The Senate Finance Com
mittee t'eported to the Senate a bill, not precisely 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, with slight amendments, 
and the Honse commenced the discussion of the measure. They 
pro~eeded, as I recollect now, halfway tJ!rough the metal sched
ule, but were not abll:3 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..iriends as 
an Iq_dependent. 

That bill waa t~ken up in the Senate, considered paragraph 
by p :tragraph, 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 appointed a conference commit
tee. The conference committee, therefore, had before them 
every single paragraph of the measure, free to act upon them as 
they saw fit. 

M r. McPHERSON. May I ask the Senator a question as he 
goes along? 

:Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. _ 
Mr. McPHERSON. Did the House oi Representatives con

sider the bilf at all? 
Mr. ALDRICH. The House of Representatives considered a 

bill which was reported from their committee, and afterwards 
abandoned. They did. not consider even this bill, except in 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 t3.l'iff commission. The Sen
ate bill, unlike the bill of 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 hriff 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 get the billintoconferencewithouttheaotion of the House 
of Representatives at all-! speak now of the rules. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is entirely mistaken in one 
part of his statement. The rates in the bill which passed the 
Senate were lower in nearly every instance than the report of 
the tariff commission, and lower than the rates which had been 
adopted by the Hnuse of R-epresentatives, tn 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 rate of duty, as the Senator 
will notfail to 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 1883or 1884, under 
the bill passed orr the racommendationoi the Senator from Rhode 
Island and the Senator from Iowa; which was the bill known as 
t~e Allison bill and .not the bill reported by the Tariff Commis
slOn--

Mt:. ALDRICH. The Senator is a little mixed in his history. 
He is speaking of the tariff of 1888. 

Mr. McPHERSON. No, I am speaking of the tariff of 1883. 
The result of the whole thing was that one year subsequent to 

the passage oi that law the average rate of duty 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 statemen.t which l was making-. He makes a 

mistake of five years in..hi.s history; but still-we should not miml 
that. _ 

As to whether the r.ates in the Senate bill were below the bill 
recommended by the Tariff ·commission, there call be no ques
tion. I think the Senator will B.r.,&ree that I was more or less 
familiar with that bill; and I know that the bill reported to t he 
Senate ,committee contained rates which were in every sohed ule 
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 be upon the reven·ue or upon an ave'!'"age 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. -

But! 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 Rouse nonconcur
red in the amendment. It is not material to the question which 
I am now discussing how they did it. They adopted a rule , a 
course which is likely, I presume, to be followed .in the House 
again i1 this bill p3.Sses 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? . 

Mr. McPHERSON. !-expect the House of Representatives 
will be able to take up the bill under the present rules of the 
House 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 timel as the Senator remembers, 
it required a two-thirds vote to take up a bill for consideration, 
and a new rule was introduced and passed which enabled the 
House to take up the bill by a simple .majority vote for the pur
pose of nonconcurring in the Senat-e amendments, and not for 
the purpose of concurring. 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 back from the conference committee, it was a bill con
fessedly made in conierence. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am getting to the point, if the Senator does 
not interrupt me too much. 

The Senator should remember one thing, which he may pos
sibly have forg·otten, that at that time we were in the second 
session of a Congress. The bill did not finally pa.ss the Senate, 
as I remember, until after the 20th of February, and that Con
gress expired by limitation on the 4th of March. If any bill was 
to be pas-sed, and there was a general disposition on the part of 
all that some bill sbould be passed, it was necessary that action 
should be taken at once, that is, 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 respect; as to the rates i.e. the bill. When 
tlie members of the conference on the -part of the two Houses 
met in the Finance Committee Toom 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, i1 the Senator will permit me, 1 should like to ask him one 
question. 

Mr. ALDRIQH. Certainly. 
:Mr. VEST. Does the Senator hold that where neither House 

of Congress has voted for a duty, a conference committee has 
the right to put it in their report and incorporate it in the bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Do I understand the Sena'tor to say where 
neither House has acted? 

Mr. VEST. Where neither House has voted upon p. duty, 
when the matter has not been considered, can a conference 
committee make a new bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly not. I have not claimed anything • 
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. CertainJy iron ore was in the bill as it went 
from the Senate. 

Mr. McPHERSON. If the Senator will yield to me a mo
ment, I wish to say that the tal'iff commission reported in favor 
of a duty of 50 cents a ton.on iron ore, and the House of Repre
sentatives had voted for a duty of 50 cents a ton~-

1\Ir. ALDRICH. The House of Representatives had never 
voted upon any item of the bill ·whioh we sent to them. 
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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 r eached to about the middle of the metal 
schedule. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The bill from the Senate was never before 
the House of Represen~tives at all for consideration by items. 

Mr. McPHERSON. If the Senator will p ermit 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 disagreementrather1 between the 
tariff commission, the House of Represents.tives, and the Sen
ate , by fixing· the duty at 75 cents a ton. 

Now, I want to know how any conference committee -can go to 
work and put in a t :uiff bill a rate or duty which has not ·been 
agreed to by either House1 and which is in excess of any r ate 
voted upon by either House? 

Mr. PLATT. Then, the position of the Senator is that the 
conf~rence committee could not change -any item of ~he bill as . 
it left the Senate because the House had not acted upon it? 

1\!r. McPHERSON. They could have changed it anywhere 
between the limits fixed by the two Houses, but they·could not 
raise the rate ·Of duty from 50 cents a ton, agreed upon by both 
Houses, to 75 cents, which had never been voted by either 
House. -

Mr. PLATT. But, as I understand, the other House h ad 
taken no action upon the tariff biH, and, therefore, had not acted 
upon any single item in the bill which left the SeP:ate; had not 
come to any action. If the Senator's position is right, then it 
follows that the conference~ommittee could not change by either 
putting up or down2.nyitem which was in the bill as it left the 
Senate. 

Mr. McPHERSON. But the Senator is not exactly correct 
as to his understanding of the action of the House of Represent. 
atives. It -will be remembered that when the tariff commission's 
bill was reported to Congress of courBe it was sent to the other 
House. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was sent to both Houses. 
Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator from Rhode Island is quite 

correct in saying that they took up the bill and g?t nearly 
through the me_tal schedule before they came to a pomt where 
they could proceed no further. But in reachingthatpointthey 
covered iron ore, and fixed the rate of duty at 50 cents per ton. 
The tariff commission had recommened 150 cents per ton. The 
Senate bill carried with it a duty of -50 cents a ton. The con
ference committee, when they got tne 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 competency 
of a conference committee to take such action? 

Mr. PLATT. .Certainly, I think so. If the other Ho11Se had 
acted finally upon a bill, agreeing with the f?enateupon an item, 
that could not be changed, but the House d1d not.aet upon any 
single item of the tariff bill. 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 present time. You might as 
)Vellsay that because the act of 1789 fixed the rate of duty upon 
something, therefore this conference committee were bound by 
that action. The bill, which was introduced in the House by 
the member from Pennsylvania, which was eonsidered 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 Senate and oi 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 shoulft 
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 do not .think the 
Senator will argue anything of thatkind. 

Mr. ALDRICH;. The ·conference ·committee could ·certainly 
do that, under the circumstances stated, and if the Senate and 
House concur in the action uf the conference, the bill becomes 
a law. Take this bill Iron ore, lor instance, is put on the free 
list in the House, and 40 cents a ton is put on in the Senate. 
The conference committee can agree upon any rate between 40 
cents and the free list on either extreme. There can not be any 
question about that, I suppose. -

Mr. McPHERSON. Truly, nobody questions that it may do 
it between 40 cents and nothing, but as to going above 40 cents 
pert.on-- . 

Mr. ALDRICH. They can not do i~ because there is a dis
agreement between the two Houses from nothing to 40 cents a 
ton. That is the only question which g'oes into conference. In 
the caEe to which I alluded all questions affecting every item of 
tha,t bill went into conference free iri.>m any such limi~ation, 
and there was absolutely no line of rates that the conference 
committee were bound to follow. There was no action which 
bound the conference committove on the part of the House or the 
Senate as to any particular rates. Now, what happened in the 
Senate? The usual conference was 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· 
:fe.rence, was also chairman of the Appropriations Committee 
then, and he was not able to seeve upon the conference , and I 
was put 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 tha 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 ol the bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. In what year was that? 
Mr. ALDRICH. In 1883. 
J\fr. VEST and M1·. VOORHEES. Tha.t is right. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Bayard and Mr. Beck the next day .after 

they were :appointed declined to serve. Then the "Presiding 
Officer o1 the Sen-ate tried to appoint in turn 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 Virgin~ Gen. Mahone, and the Sen: 
a tor from Iowa, Mr. McDill, I believe. We met, and after threa 
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 freely admit I voted for the bill, and I 
thought I had good and sufficient reason for it. 

Mr. ,ALDRICH. I have no doubt the Senator did. 
Mr. McPHERSON. We had been for two long years engaged 

in an agitation of the tariff question. We had tried to enact 
legislation in Congress. We were unable to do it. We then de
clded to appoint a tariff commissionJ and they spent an entire 
year. in trying to get ready to make some report to Congress. 
The country had been practieally convulsed; iactories were do· 
ing nothing; fi res 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 wouli:l 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 instruction. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was commending the Senator from New 
Jersey for his action on that ooeasion. I did not mean to criti
cise him at all. 

The point I was about to make was that no question was ever 
made in either House or in the co-nference, 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 criticism was made in the Senate at the time by any member 
on the other .side ol the Chamber .as to our action on that occasion. 
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 eonference committee raised the rates upon 
cotton goods above the existing law or above the law as it ex· 
isted prifrr to tbat time. · 
Mr~ McPHERSONA You put iron ore upon a higher rate of 

duty than either the Rouse or the Senate recommendoo. You 
put steel rails upon the dutiable list at a higher rate of dutv 
than either theHouS"eorthe.Senatehad recommended. You put 
ce1"$ain Qualities ;OJ 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 my 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 was put in in the 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 [M.r. Beck],1or whom no man in this Cham
ber had a higher respect than myself. 

It was made in astatementpcepared foradoptionas a minority 
report on the act of 1888, the Mills bill, so called. That state
ment was prepared when the Senatorfrom Kentucky was ill 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 report. That it was not 
contradicted at the time was owing to the fact I have just stated 
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 reg-ard 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 ps.rliamentary law which govern confer
ence committees. 

I regret that the Senator from Missouri should have felt 
obliged to bring this matter in here, ·because, as I said before, I 
believe it h~s no relevancy whatever to the consideration of the 
question now before the Senate, and no relevancy whatever in 
its 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 
committee 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 party. " 

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. You are 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 protective-duty? 
Mr. ALDRICH. 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. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 

yield to the Senator from .Ohio? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Iwillyieldafterihave finished my sentence. 

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, in order that the bill mightp~ss this body. 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 Rhode Island to the sta
tistica found in this prepared copy of the bill bearing upon that 
question. 

The importation of iron ore for the three fiscal years 1890, 1891, 
aad1892averaged 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 t::ltates 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 und-erstand, the effect of levying 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; averaged 
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. ALDRICH. 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? 

Mr. BRICE. I am unable to st!:Lte 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 have been imported instead of 1,000,000 at a duty of 40 
cents per ton. 

Mr. HALE. I should 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 c!ear line of thought. He has brought out very 
clearly why it is that he believes upon one pf 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 thls duty, not high, as a revenue duty. 
Not as a member of the Finance Committee, but as high in the 
councils of his party 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 else, 
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, jf .the basis here• of excuse for 
a certain duty is as indicated, first by the Senator from Mis
souri, followed by the Senator from Ohio, that this lower rate 
of duty is revenue, and will bring money into the Government, 
I shall want somebody to explain to me why it was that a rata 
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, but I have lumber in my mind 
now, as distinctively an 'illustration in opposition to what tha 
Senator has said. I wish he could tellmewhyit is that the rule 
has not been followed with lumber. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator a question._ 
Mr. BRICE. In..answer to the question of the Senator from 

Maine, I will state that when the lumber schedule is under con
sideration will 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
cept the paragraph under immediate consideration. 

Mr. HALE. I know; but the Senator understands that if a 
discussion on the tariff bill an.d upon the items in the schedules 
only related to the distinct subjects-matter, his rule might be a 
good one, but we are all the time told that certain things are 
done because a rule ap-plies. we · have just been told by the 
Senator that a rule apphes to 40 per cent upon iron ore,1 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. 

Mr. CHANDLE.R. The Senator from Maine seems to be try
ing in his anxiety to get a duty 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 discriminating be
tween lumber and wool because lumber is a product of Maine 
and wool is a product of Ohio. I do not think 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 Ohio 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 this coun
tJ•y 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 revenue 
duties, and then we are approaching one step nearer getting this 
economic question out of politics. -

Mr. ALDRICH. I have already alluded to the disposition on 
the part of Senators on the other side of the Chambe_r to call a 
duty which was put upon an article in which their own State 
was interested a rev.enue 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 opinion is 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 cents a 
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 
2,00Q,003 tons per annum if this bill becomes a law, with a rate 
of duty of 40 cents a ton. Three million tons of forei2'n 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. 

I should be glad to know if it is as true as has sometimes been 
intimated-I think it has been intimated 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 thee.ffectofthe 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 fixing 
revenue rates upon the various articles provided for in the bill. 

Is 40 per cent ad va.lorem 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: 
[Office of the Jura.gua Iron Company, Limited, 208 South Fourth street.l 

PHILADELPHIA, March 9, 18U. 
Sm: I see by the published reports of the tari11 bill a.s reported to the Fi

nance Committee of the Senate that it proposes a specific duty of iO cents 
per ton on iron ore. . 

The Juragua Iron Company Limited, a Pennsylvania corporation, of 
which company I a.m chairman, 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 ship at Santiago de Cuba was ~l.B per 
ton tor theyea.r ending December 31, 1893: 

Forty cents per ton specific duty on $1.14 per ton is over 35 per cent ad va
lorem, while the proposed duty on pig iron and steel rails (of which this iron 
ore is the raw material) is only 22s per cent ad valorem, thus making the 
proposed duty on the raw material12! per cent higher than it is on the fin
ished manufacture. 

On behalf of my company I have to ask your help and assistance in having 
this anomaly corrected. 

Respectfully, 

Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
L. S. BENT, Chairman. 

M6mber of Finance Committee, United States Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Luther S. Bent is a gentleman whose author
ity has been frequently quoted in this Chamber in previous tar
iii discussions by the Senator from Maryland and other Senators. 
He told us that if we would put iron ore on the free list he would 
ma]re 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 4.0 per cent is the ideal rate that ought to be im
posed in all cases. 

If so, I shall have frequent occasion in the 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 that I 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 on-his 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 that the Senator 
should say that he is in favor of a revenue duty upon iron ore, 
and! 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 comers as 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 distinctive proposition, and I for one hope, owing to 
the pressure of business, as it is a late hour, that on this dis
tinctive. matter, which is a test in one degree, we may get the 
expression of the Senate Then we can go on with the schedule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the SenatorfromKansas[Mr. PEF.FER]to theamend
mentof the committae. The amendment to the amendment will ~ 
be 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," so as to read: 

Iron ore, including manganiferous iron ore, also the dross or residuum 
from burnt pyrites, shall pe admitted free of duty. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have ~he yeas and nays on the amend-
ment to the amendment. · 

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). I am paired with 

the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. I do not see 
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). I am paired with 
the Senator from North _ Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGHj, 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 his name was called). I am 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." 

The roll call was concluded. _ 
-Mr. CAFFERY. I am paired with theSenator-fromMontana. 

[Mr. POWER]. 
Mr. BATE. Has the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. 

MORRILL] voted? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 
Mr. BATE. I am paired with him, and will not vote. Other-

wise I should vote " nay." -
Mr. CHANDLER. I am paired with the junior Senator from 

New York [Mr. MURPHY]. Not knowing 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. I am paired with the senior Senator from Illi• 
nois [Mr~ CULLOM]. 

The result was announced-yeas 4, nays 46; as follows: 
YEAS-4. 

Allen, Hill, Kyle, Pe1!er. 
NAYS-46. 

Aldrich, Butler. Faulkner, Hawley, 
Allison, Cockrell, Frye, Hoar, 
Berry, Coke. George, Hunton, 
Bla.ckburn, Daniel, Gorman, Irby, 
Blanchard, Davis, Hale, Jarvis, 
Brice, Dolph, Harris. Jones, Ark. 
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1..indsa.y, 
Lodge, 
McMillan, 
Manderson, 
Martin, 
Mills. 

Mitchell, Oregon Rol.ch, 
Pasco, Shennan, 
Perkins, Shoup, 
Platt, Squire, 
Pugh, Teller, 
Ransom, Turpie, 

NOT VOTING-3:>. 
Bate. Dubois, McPherson. 
Caffery, Gallinger, Mitchell, Wis. 
Call, Gibson, · Morgan, -
Camden, Gordon, Morrill, 
Cameron, Gray, Murphy, 
Carey, Hansbrough,_ Palmer, 
Chandler, Higgins. Patton, 
Cullom, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, 
D'.LXon. McLaurin, Power, 

Vilas, 
Voorhees, 
Walsh, 
White. 

Proctor, 
Quay, 
Smith, 
Stewart, 
Vest. 
Washburn, 
Wllson, 
Wolcott. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. PLATT. I now renew my amendment. · 
Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Copnecticut will allow me, 

as it has become settled that there <is no chance for free iron ore 
so long as there is a Democratic Senat-e, I hope we will go on 
now and consider the schedules of the bill under the amend· 
ments to be offered. 

Mr. PLATT. In line 4, before the word "cents," I move to 
strike out "forty" and insert ''sixty." 

The VICE·PRESIDENT. The amendmenlT proposed by the 
Senator from Connectic'J.t to the amendment oi the committee 
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. PLA.TT. Mr. President, I move this amendment because 

I am a protectionist, and because ;r wish to vote for protective 
duties for all industries. As a New England man, sine~ there 
has been so much said· in this discussion about our desiring in 
New England to secure protective duties for ourselves with a.l: 
leged indifference to the other industries of the country, I do 
not wish to let that suggestion pass without notice. We mine 
no iron ore to speak of in Ne.w England. There is a little mined 
in one county in my State, a little in Berkshire County, Ma.ss., 
and a very little in Maine, but the production of iron ore in New 
England is so small that i~ cuts no figure in the great production 
of iron ore in this country. 

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 cos.l, and we do not 
want free wool, for the r~ason that we are protectionists, and 
we desire that there shall he extended to eve1·y industry in the 
United States, whether it be mining,farming,ormanufacturing, 
the same protection which we believe to be good for our own in· 
dustries in New England. 

We believe in protection a!f a system; we believe that every 
industry in the United St9.tes 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 
propose to stand by it no matter what its immediate effect may. 
be 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 country. 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 
McKinley act than he ever prospered under any other tariff leg· 
islation in this country. This hlk about prot~ction being for 

·the benefit of the manufacturers and against the interests of the 
consumers is, to speak as resP.ectfully as I can, an nmitigated 
humbug. 

I wish to say a few more words about New Engla.ndinconnec· 
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 o1 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 to feel that, ruinous as 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 veryfirstpersonswhowillemergefrom the 
ruin and begin again to travel the road of prosperity will be the 
people of the State of Connecticut. I do not stand hereto plead 
for New England or Connecticut. I stand here to plead for the 
whole country and for every industr,1 in the country. · 

Senators 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 "immense 
profits." I do not know why they desire t-o pull them down, 
even if they are wealthy. I have never yet arrived in my con· 
sideration ol economic questions to that condition of mind where 
I can suppose that this country will be any better off when all 
the w~ealth of the country is destroyed. I have never arrived at 
that-condition ~..mind in considering economic questions where 
I have supposed that all the people of this country can have full 
employment at good wages when thel'e is nobody to employ 
them, when there is nobody to carry on business, and when 
there is no capital to invest in business. I am astonished at the 
iden. that the laboring man, the workingman, is in some myste
rious way to ba 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 1n this matter as 
a manufacturing section of the eountry. The time was, indeed, 
in the earlyhistoryof our countrywhen theNewEnglandStates 
t-ook ad vantage of the established policy of the Government to 
protect manufactures, but any other section of the country could 
have 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· 
chanica; they would have been looking out in advance ,of the 
times to see what the wants of the people were going to be in the 
future and trying to anted~te those wants and to supplythemas 
they should arise. We are not to be taken to bsk because we 
availed ourselves of the policy of this country, of this American 
policy, to protect manufactures, and have built 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 manufactm:·· 
ing.industries of the country were carried on in New England, 
and I have ta.day hlen the census returns and made some cal
culations. I find tliat the whole capital invested in manufac· 
turing in the United States is $6,524,475,305, of ·which the six 
New England States have $1,176,078,498, if r· have made a cor· 
rectfooting, and the restof the United States has$5,348,396,80'7. 
About one-sixth of the manuia.cturing 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 interesting subject, and I should like to pursue 
it a little more in detail. I will first give the capital in the New 
England States. Massachusetts has $630,032,341; Connecticut, 
$227,004,496; Maine, $80,419,809; New Hampshire, $79,375,160; 
Rhode Island, $126,483,.401; Vermont, $32,763,291; 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
fol'niahas$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, $33,695,400;' the District of Co· 
lumbia, this little ten·mile square, has $28,865,089; Georgia. has 
$56,921,580. Georgia is more interested in this matter than is 
the State of Vermont. Illinois has $502,004,512, more than twice 
as much as Connecticut. Indiana has $132,405,366, mol'e than 
Rhode Island. Iowa has $77,513,097. Iowa has practically the 
E?ame amount oi manuiacturingcapitalas New Hampshire. Kan· 
sas has $43,926,002. 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 $79,8l1,9~0, almost identically the same 
manufacturing capital as has the State of New Hampshire. 
Louisiana has $3!, 754,121, a little more than Vermont. Mary· 
land has $119,667,316, nearly as muoh 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 $189,236,4:22, more than Rhode Island and Vermont 
combined. Nebraska has more than Vermont, $37,569,508. 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 $32~ 7 45,995, practically the same as Vermont. 
Ohio has $!02,793,019, much more than the State of Connecticut 
and alittle less than the State of Massachusetts. I now come to 
Oregon. I think the Senator from Oregon [1v~r. 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 
shafts of invective and ridicule -are launched by the persons who 
are defending the bill. 

Oregon has $3a,122,051; Pennsylvania has $990,999,375, as 
much as Massa®usetts and half as much more; and here comes 
Sout.h Carolina, almost up to Vermont in manufacturing capi· 
tal , $29,276,261; Tennessee has $51,475,092; Texas has $46,815,-
181; Virginiq, has $63,456,799, twice as much as the State ofVer· 
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 anay of figures let no man talk about 
the protective system being sectional and for the benefit of New 
E~la.nd. The manufactures which we .established fifty, sev
enty-five,_and one hundred years ago under the protective sys
tem adopted in the first year of our national existence under the 
Constitution grew and developed there, and then as the sons of 
New Egg-land 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 a very small proportion of the manufactured goods. 
Yet, because there is some prejudice against New England, the 
protective system is assailed because, forsooth, it is supposed it 
will inure particularly to the benefit of New England. 

:M.r. HOAR. Mayi'ask the Senator from Connecticut a ques
tion? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 
Mr. HOAR. I propose to ask the Senator if the table which 

he bas read shows also the percentage orproportionof increase 
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 varts of the United States form not only a very large com
parative percentage of the manufactures of the country, but a. 
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 they show 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 I 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 West and South, 
you are striking down your own people. Do not delude your
selves with the idea that this blow which you are aiming at the 
protective system will fall heaviest or with deadliest effect upon 
the people 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. MITCHELL 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 ol Connecticmt in the manu
facture of vig iron and pipe? 

Mr. PLATT. There is veey little pig iron manufactured in 
Litchfield County, in the town of Salisbury. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I wish it understood that I quite 
agree with everything the Senator from Connecticu~ has said in 
the last ten or fifteen minutt>__s. I do not think that the question 
of protection is one in which New England alone is especially in
terested. One company in Oregon, within6 miles of the city of 
Portland, has $1,500,000 invested in the manufacture of pig iron 
and pipe. . 

Mr. FRYE. That is more money than the whole of New Eng
land has invested in that industry. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Perhaps that is more money 
than all New England has invested in the business. For this 
reason I am decidedly in favo-r of the amendment 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 a pound of iron ore in the State of Oregon or not, because, 
as the Senator has very well stated., there . must be some princi
ple about the matter, and it must be general and not .Emctional. 

Mr. PLATT. I have referred someV~[hat to the supposition 
that there are in New England certain men who desire free raw 
materials in order that they may manufacture more cheaply and 
by retaining protective dutie.s upon their products make )llOl.'e 

', . 

money. That has been the motive at the bottom 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 free 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 ethics 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 manufacturers of 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 versons, 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. -

If it be true that a duty of 40 cents a ton 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 the men 
engaged in mining occupations in this country are to be turned 
out upon the cold charities of the heartless world. It does not 
mean that they are to t!\ke lower wages. When you reduce by 
one-half or one-third the miningofironorein 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. 
lt 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. I believe that is to be just the re
sult of a duty of 40 cents a ton on iron ore. That is why I am 
opposed to it. I do not know what the rest of the Senators upon 
this side of the Chamber may do. I do not know how far I may 
conform my will to their jttdgment if they should decide to do 
otherwise than what I think is ri~ht and just in tbis matter, 
but for myself I do not want t.J vote for a duty of 40 cents a ton 
on ore any more than I want to vow 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 ce~ts a ton the industry may strug
gle along in some way in this country, but it will be at the 
expense oi turning out of employment from a third to a half 
of the miners \vho are engaged in it and the reduction of the 
wages of the rest of them to a basis which will enable the min~
owner to compete with the industry in Cuba and elsewhere. 

A lett;er was read here showing how -our people are investing 
their capital and have invested their cap~ta.l in foreign coun
tries in the mining of iron ore. Let a duty of only 40 cents a 
ton be put on iron ore, and you transfer not only labor, business, 
and industry but capital from this country to countries whe~e 
iron ore may be more easily and chearly mined. 

For that reason, unlesa 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 is a revenue duty; it is a revenue duty at 
the expense of American indus~ries, American capital, and Amer
ican labor. The pending bill is constructed just along the lines 
I have indicated by reference to this duty. I am out of patience 
with the talk that the bill is a vrotecti'e 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
gated capital has not been able to make its voice felt, the in
dustries are to be slaughtered and the workingmen are to be 
ruined. 

In a paper which was read here this morning something was 
said to 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 does not seem to have had the success with the 
committee that the greater wealth represented 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 business in- suc
cessful competition with the bnsiness of other countries. f 
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 seize<} upon the 
estate of the elder brother, and h~J so worked upon the court 
and the judge, and corruption and bribery were so prevalent 
that it wa-s quite probable that he was going to succeed and thus 
oust his brother out oi his rights. The attorney in the case 
complained to Lord Chief Justice Hale, ~d the lord chief 
justice went down there and putting on a complete suit of the 
miller's best, disguised himself as a miller I think I will read 
this account of his actions. It is very interesting. 

Armea with a 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 ca.me on, he walked, like an ignorant country 
fellow, backwards and forwards along the county hall. He had a thousand 
eyes within him, and when the court began to fill, he found out the poor fel-
low who was plaii).t ilf. , 

As soon as he came into the hall the miller drew up to him. "Honest 
friend," said he, " how is your cause likely to go to-day?" ·• Why," replied 
the plainti!f, " my cause is in a very precarious situation, and if I lose it I 
am ruined for life. " " Well, honest friend," replied the miller, "if you will 
take my advice I will let you into a secret, which perhaps you do not know. 
Every Englishman has the right and privilege to ('Xcept against any one 
juryman through the whole twelve. Now, do you insist upon your privilege, 
without giving a reaso~why, and, if possible, get me chosen in his room, 
and I will do you all the service in my power." 

Accordingly, when the clerk had called over the names of t.he 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 
against that gentlemen?". I mean, my lord, to assert my privilege as an 
Englishman, without giving a reason why." 

The judge, who had been highly bribed, in order to conceal it by a show of 
candor, and having a confidence in the su~eriority of his party, said, ·•well, 
sir, as you claim your privilege in one mstance I will grant 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, ap.d looking round the court. " My Lord, there is that miller 
in the court; we will have him, if you please." Accordingly, the miller was 
chosen. 

As soon as the clerk of the court had given tllem all their oaths, a little 
dexrerous fellow came into the apartment and slipped 10 guineas into the 
hands of eleven jurymen, and gave the miller but five, He observed that 
they were all bribed as well a.s himself, and said to his next neighbor, in a 
whisper," How much have you got?" ''Ten pieces," said he. But he con
cealed what he had got himself. The cause was o~ened by the plainti!f's 
counsel, and all the scraps of evidence they could p1ck up were adduced in 
his favor. 

The younger 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 pleaded upon this accumulated evidence and 
everything went with a full tide in favor of the younger brother. The judge 
summed up the evidence with great gravity and deliberation: "And now, 
gentlemen of the jury," said he, "lay your heads together and bring tn your 
verdict as you shall deem most just." 

They waited but a few minutes before they determined in favor of the 
younger brother. The judge said, "Gentlemen, are you agreed, and who 
shall speak for you? " 11 We are all agreed, my lord," rep11ed one, 11 our 
foreman shall speak tor us." "Hold, my lord," replied the miller, ''we are 
not all agreed." 11 vVhy," said the judge in a very surly manner, "what's 
the ma.tter with you? What reasons have you for disagreeing?" 

"I have several reasons, my lord," replied the miller; "the first is, they 
have given to all these gentlemen of the jury ten broad pieces of gold a.nd 
to me but five; which, you know, is not fair. Besides, I have many objec
tions to make to the false reasonings of the pleaders and the contradictory 
evidence of the witness.es" Upon this, the miller began to discourse, which 
discovered such penetration of judgment, such extensive knowledge of law, 
and was expressed with such enegetic and manly eloquence, that aston
ished the judge and the whole court. 

As he was going on with his powerful demonstrations the judge, in a sur
prise of soul, stopped him. " Where did you come from, and who are you?" 
"I came from Westminst-er Hall," replied the miller; "my name is Matthew 
Hale. I am Lord Chief Justice of the King's Bench. I have observed the 
iniquity of your proceedings this day; therefore, come down from a seat 
which you are no ways worthy to hold. You are one of the corrupt parties 
in this iniquitous business. 1 will come up this moment and try the cause 

• all over again." 

If Mr. Rockefeller is reallv 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 g-old, 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 
established 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 
people; that it was building up the few, the great robber barons, 
with their concentrated capital and their combinations; and the 
Democrats carried ~he election of 1892 because they made some 
people believe that- theie cha.rges were true, when they were 
untrue. _ 

I believe in protecting every industry. I would not discrimi
nate against capital eng-aged in industry, nor would I discrimi
nate fori t. . 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. It is a 
bill to protect and foster accumulated capital and concentrated 
business, and to destroy capital which has not grea.tly accumu
lated or combined. It is a bill to protect and enable the great 
corporations and the great industries, with their great accumu
lations or 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
ciety as of our social order, they have no consideration in the 
bill. 

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 graduat~:~d by the extent of the capital 
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 oppm·tunity, as it appears, for a man to 
emerge from the ranks of the workina-men and by commencing 
in a small way build up a business which shall be profitable and 
bring him a reasonable accumulatiQn of capital, is one of the 
things in this country that ms.y well engage the profoundest 
thought of the political economist. 

That thing has been changing, not only here, but alLover the 
world. The time used to be when the manufaeturer employed 
a few hands, met the man who wanted to come 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 aggregat-io 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 employe, saw him every day, took an interest in his family. 
The employe 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 has 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, orevenfarming. The capitalist 
no longer meets the man who desires to be employed. There is 
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 employe 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 tbis condition of things be
came necessary. 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 on in 
this country. Yet capital combines. England is the home or 
combinations and trusts-free-trade England. That is the di· 
rection of the age. It has many advantages, but it has this one 
thing to be dreaded and feared, and that is that the workingmen 
will not respect the interests or the rights of the capiblists. 

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 1 
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 industries and 
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 dut:v of 40 cents a ton on coal is but an 
illustration of this whole bill, an illustration which will drive 
out the small mines, which will concentrate the business into a 
few hands. There have beenafewfree 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 practic~lly con
trol in one combined capital the woolen manufacturing business 
of the United States. That is just what this bill is framed to 
bring about. , 

I repel the charge that protection has been to enable com
bined capital and trusts to make money, with the assertion that 
this bill il it passes will compel the smaller industries to com
bine in order for s&lf-preservation; and it will be luck3 i:f by 
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further combinations of capital among the small and struggling 
establishments of the country they keep from bankruptcy. 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 
thine-s, 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. I prefer to go on in the morning. I am not 
quite through. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move 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. 

}fONDAY, May 21, 1894. 

The House met at 12o'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. Speaker, I desire to make a correc

tion of the RECORD. On page 4952, in a colloquy between the gen
tleman from Pennsylvania LMr. MAHON] and myself, it appears 
from the RECORD that he asked me whether I had not been ab
sent a 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 by stating that I was absent thirteen days oj 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 ot members ot Congress (it the newspapers are to be credited) 
a dollar .would not buy as much then as it will buy to-day. 

The .phrase in parenthesis "if the newspapers are to be et•ed
ited,J~ -ought to be transposed so as to make thesentence read: 

It might perhaps buy more members or Congress, it the newspapers are to 
be credited. 

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 m~mbers 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 
privilege in connection with what occurred between myself and 
he gentleman 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. 
MAHON] asked me a question upon which, of course, I can but 
put one interpretation. When I make my statement I will give 
the gentleman an opportunity to say whether or not I am tore
bin that interpretation. 

As I understand the gentleman's language, his object was to 
put me in the attitude of insincerity in my-utterance by show
ing that I was contending that the law was in force when in 

February I had acted in contravention of that opinion by accept
ing my salary for time when I was absent. 

I 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 retired 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 -certainly 
to new members of the House-had never been presented. I had 
never examined the law, and in fact did not know its precise 
provisions. 

Now, with this explanation, I ask the gentleman trom Penn
sy 1 vania if he in tended to convey, or would desire now to create 
the impression that in my expressions on this question I wa'3 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 opDortunity, 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 thegentleman,did he hear myex

planation about what transpired between the gentleman from 
Iowa and myself as to the time when my attention was called 
t~ the law on the subject and when my opinion was formed? If 
the gentleman did not hear, I will r13peat what I said. I asked 
the gentleman whether his purpose was to impress upon the 
House the idea that I was insincere in what I 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 between my act in 
February last and my act on the floor the other day. 

Mr. MAHON. I will answer the question. I listen~d to the 
gentleman's speech in which he was condemning members for 
receiving salary for time when they had 'Qeen 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 s.tated 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 
tothe Sergoeant-at-Arnis. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Then I understand the purpose of the 
gentleman; he simply wanted to know what my then position 
was in regard to the propriety of the return of that money. His 
purpose was not to reflect upon the sincerity of my position. 

Mr. MAHON. No, sir. 
Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Speaker, I did intend to say to the 

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 
wh9.t 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 at all; but when
ever you touch his pocket he would assail Christ himself as a 
thief, if that was the occasion of the controversy." The gentle
man from Pennsylvania has disclaimed any purpose to impugn 
my motives; and I know the remark does not apply to him. 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 Treast:J.'Y 
to exchange in behalf of the United States, deeds of land with 
the Pemaquid Land Company, of Maine, in settlement of a dis
puted boundary of the PemaquidPoint(Maine)lightstation; and 

- Joint resolution (S. R. 4!3) 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. already appropriated and unexpended they can add to the build-
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I present the credentials of Ron. Paul ing a third story, and next year, or whenever it becomes neces

J. Sorg, representative-elect from the Third Congressional dis- sary to do so, the additional appropriation can be made for the 
trict of Ohio, for the unexpired term of my late colleague Judge completion of the work. This addition to the building now pro
Honk. posed is necessary, as shown by the report oi the Postmaster-

The credentials having been read, Mr. Sorg was escorted to General and others, and can be added at a cost of about $50,000; 
the Clerk's deskbyMr. OUTHWAITE, and was greeted with ap- whereas, if this work is not done now it will cost pe1·haps a 
plause from the Democratic side. · The oath of office was then hundred thousand dollars or $150,000 to make the necessary ad
administered by the Speaker, and there was renewed applause dition after the building shall ha-ve been completed. 
as Mr. Sorg retired to his seat. Mr. BURROWS. What was the original amount appropri-

ated for this purpose? 
CHANDELEUR LIGHT STATION. Mr. BELL of Texas. One hundred and seventy-five-thousand 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 1rom the Act- dollars. 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, recommending an amendment to Mr. BURROWS. Is there a United States court held there? 

_the sundry civil appropriation bill, providing for the reestab- Mr. BELL of Texas. No, sir . 
. lishmentnpon a safer site near by! the Chandeleur (Louisiana) Mr. BURROWS. No court? 
light station, which was wrecked October 18, 1893; wbich was Mr. BELL of Texas. No; but 1 will state to the gentleman 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be that this is the .headquarters of the eleventh railway mail 
printed. division. 

ROBERT CALDW.ELL. Mr. BURROWS. It seems to meJ Mr. Speaker, that an ap-
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the propriation of $175,000 just for a post-office ought to be sufficient. 

clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting copy of the findings .Mr. BEIJ:j of Texas. , It is not alone for a post-office, but for 
ofthatcourtinthecaseoiRobertCaldwellvs. The United Sbtes; these additional qrrartei'S. As I have stated. this is the head
which was referred to the Committee on War-claims, and or- quarters of the eleventh division of the Railway Mail Service, 
dered to b.e printed. which requires forty-odd men. That division embraces the 

LEAVE oF ABSENCE. States of Louisiana, Texas, pad of Arkansas, the Indian Terri-
By unanimous-consent, leave of absence was.granted as follows: tory and New Mexieo. It takes up a great deal o.f space to ac-
To Mr. SICKLES, for one week, on account of sickness. commodate the employes who have their headquarters and do 
To Mr. HITT, for two days, on account of sickness. their work there. 

Mr. COOMBS. Have you a communication from the Post-
- LEAVE TO "PRINT. mas tar-General recommending this? 

By unanimous consent, l-eave was ~granted to .M.r. CAMINETTI : Mr. BELL of Texas. There is a communication from the Post
to print cerhin remarks in the RECORD on that portion :of the master-General; but the facts ..are all embodied in the report. 
agricultural bill concerning experiments in the manufacture of We also took proof, whicn:wa.s submitted before the committee, 
sugar. in support of the increase asked, and this extension is unani-

OKDER OF BUSINESS. mously recommended by the committee. ' 
Mr. DOCKERY. M-r. Speaker, I will not callior the regular , Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman .allow .nie 

order until there has been .one recognition on either side of the a question'? 
House: after which I will insist upon it. Mr. BELL of Texas. Certainly. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, FORT WORTH, TEX. Mr. WILSON of Washington. What are the gross receipts of 
the post-office there? 

Me. BELL o.f Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent Mr. BELL of Texas. In 1893, $54,654. 
far the present consideration of the bill (H. R.1950) to authorize Mr. WILSON of Wasnington. Mr. Speaker, it is with the ut-
the construction of an additional story to the publie building in most reluctance that 1 interrupt the gentleman in a matter that 
Fort Worth~ Tex. - is no doubt very close to him and his locality. But after six 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be.read,afterwhlch theC.hah· years of constant effort-for I have steadily endeavored to get 
will ask for objection. some appropriation {)I' snme ·recognition for a public bnilding in 

The bill was read, as follows: my State where we have over $1UO,OOO of postal receipts, in one 
Beit,enactcd,etc. ThattheSecretaryoftheTreasurybe, andheishereby, city here we have customs offioers, a United States oourt, 

authorized and directe.l to construct an additional or third story to the 
public building bein~ e!""..,eted in the city of Fort worth, Tex., not to exceed collector of internal revenue, etc.-I do not think it fair that 
m cost the sum or ~5u, ooo. we should yield to the demands of other parts of the country 

Mr. BELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report be when ours are so much more pressing. We have been unable as 
read, which will fully explain the necessity for ·this action . yet to get a report from the committee as far as the Northwest 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the report will is intere.sted, and yet .here is a gentlem-an coming up here, who 
be read. is already supplied with a puolic building, and where they have 

The report (by Mr. ABBOTT) was read, as follows: no United States court, seeking an additional appropriation in 
The Committee on Public Buildings -and Grounds, to whom was referred order to put another story on the building in these times when 

the bill (H. R. 1950) for "the eonstructiono.r an -addition to the-public build- nobody else can get recognition for a site. 
ingin Fort Worth, Tex .. beg leave to report: Mr. BELL of Texas. I think tne gentleman is mistaken--

The committ-ee finds that the city of Forth Worth had in1883 a population Mr. WILSON of Washin!!ton. Now, 1·.f we are goi'ng +o have of about 8,000, -which had increased in 1893 to about 35,000. .. " 
-The post-office receipts in 1883 were !15.000; for 1893, 15!,654.. In 1883 th~e any public buildings authorized by this CongTess, if we are go

were six employes in the post-office department; in 1893, twenty-four. At inO' to get any reports from the Committ e on Publ' c B "ldi vresent there are 4,000 squa.re ieet occupied for post-ofl:lce purposes, and r- · · e 1 
Ul ngs 

there will, in the next1ewyears, be required from 8,000 to 10,000 square feet and Grounds1 I think it will only be fair-it will only be just 
of !Space. ·and right-:to give some recognition to my State with its 70,000 

The city has eleven outlets by ra.il, and is growing very rapidly, and it is square miles of territory, with four Unit-ed States courts, but 
the headquarters of the eleventh division o.r the Railway Mail Service. It no public buildin!! whatever in the geo!!ranhlC. boundaries of the the growth of the city should be in the future anything like as great as it ~ ~ r:-
has been in the past the build:1ngnow provided :for will beutterlyinadequa.te whole State. [Applause.J 
to the demand. At present1ihetirsta.ndsecondstories have been completed. Now, sir, we have some rights as well as the gentleman from 
An additional story can be added at a. oost of $50,000, whereas it would re- T d if h. · · ill. d d quire a much great-er amount t.han thattoma.ke the additions whlch wm exas, an t IS committee IS w mg to go forwar aru report 
soon be necessary to the building unless the third story is added. the bill.s before it and bring them .here and ask for a day where 

In view ot these facts the committee recommends the passage of the bill we can all come in and .sta;nd on -our respective merits and have 
The SPEAKER. Is there obje.ction to the -present ·oon"Sider- the same consideration, I am willing that the gentleman should 

ation of the bill? have whatever his ability, his industry, or his<£eaJ. will get for 
Mr. COOMBS. I wish to reserv.e the right of objection until him. But I am not willing that Texas shallhaveapublic build

! can hear Jrom the gentleman and ask one or two questions in ing and that the State of Washington shall have none. [Applause 
connection with the matter. o.n the Republican side.] I want that distinctly understood. 

Mr. BELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a little Mr. BELL of Texas. Let me ask the gentleman to allow me 
explanation about this, after whichJ feel assured that there will to make a little further explanation. Let us see if the cases are 
be no objection to it. at all paralleL This bnilding is in the course of construction . 

Some years af!O a bill was passed providing for the .erection It has alreaC.y reached the point where it is necessary to add the 
of a public building at Fort Worth. This work has been pro· third stor:y, if it is to be added at all , and it has been proven be
grassing very slowly, and the building has now reaohed that fore the committee to be necessary. 
atage in its construction wbere they can add a third story with- Mr. WILSON of Washington. I have not even gotthe founda-
out incurring any very gre.a.t amount of additional expense. tion laid yet for11 public building in Washington. 

If this bill, which increases the limit of the cost but does not Mr. BELL of Texas. Let me explain that we have now got to 
make an appropriation! is passed, with .tha money that .has been that p_oint where it is :necessary to add this story, if it is to be 
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added at R.ll. We ai'e not asking for an additionaJ. appropriation, not change the law in accordance with which the rest of the per
but simply to get the privilege to extend the building, for which manent appropriations have 1>een made? 
an~ppropriation w.as made se-veral years ago. Mr.TIOCKERY. It does not. 

Mr. COOMBS. It will require an appropriation later to pro- Mr. REED. That is, I understand that there are some chanO'es 
vide for th:iB extra story? made in salaries in this appropriation bill, and this clause ;ill 

Mr. BELL of Texas. Of course it will. · have th.e effect of not only changing the appropriations for this 
.Mr. KILGORE. Will m_y colleague -allow me ·ro ask hlm a year, but of changing the law so a.s to conform to this? 

question? Mr. DOCKERY. It does not. This paragraph only provides 
Mr. BELL of Texas.. Certainly. that the amount carried in this bill shall be in full compens3>-
Mr. KILGORE. I understand you to sa_y this ·enlargement tion. It is the usual phraseology carried in all appropriation · 

.is necessaPytoaccommodatethe fo-rce employed therein operat- bills in all Congresses. ' 
in.g the headquarters of the eleventh division-of the.Railway Mr. REED. Why, no; this full-compensation cla'.l.Se is not 
Mail Service? carried in all the bills. 

Mr. BELL of Texas. For that and other purposes. Mr. DOCKERY. 0, yes . 
.Mr. KILGORE. That is already located th.eie? Mr. REED. It has been for s!Jm-e time, but it has not alwavs 
Mr. BELL of Texas. Yes., and it was proved to the satisfac- been--so, and the effect-of it is-- · ·· 

iion of the committee that in less than the time that will be fi!r. DOCKERY. I will.s.a.y to the gentleman from Maine that 
consumed in completing the building' this ~nl.argement will be it has been in the law slnce 1887. 
absolutely necessary. Mr. REED. I think that must be an error . 

.Mr. WILSON of W&Shingto.n. Row many railroads .c.enter Mr. CANNON .aflllin.ois. li the gentleman will permit me, 
there? it went out on a point oi .o.raer in the Forty-eighth Congress, 
t 1\ir. BELL o1 Texas. We have eleven outlets by rail. made by Col. Mo.rriaon. It went out of .all the bills , on the 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 1 I have eight railroads in my ground tha.t the words we.re legislative, taken in connect.ion 
town. w1tb. subsequent provisions; and I recollect very well CoL Mor-

Mr. BELL .o1 Texas. Y .ou see this bill does .not provide for rison making the point o1 order. 
the-construction of a new building, but onl_y for-the extension of Mr. DOOKERY. "The gentleman irom Tilinois iB not quite 
one now in coul'Se -of construction. , accurate in :his statement. I .think he will .find on examination 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. One word. I never .object. I that the _pomt of oraer was made in the Forty-ninth Cong-ress, 
want every member upon this fl.oo.r to obtain for bimself.andior and was sustained, ba.cause :the Rolman provision, what is now 
his constituents anything that will ad vance their _p.r-o.sperity .or known as clause "2 oi.Ru1e XXI, was not then a pg;rt of the rule. 
their happiness; bnt I cont-end, sir, that .after battling lor 'Six I think th-e gentlem-an will .:find that to be the case. 
long years for only one public building in my State, it is not .Mr-"REED. Eut this neceBBarily .rihanges--
right that I should be turned downsessionafter-se.ssion,and that Mr~ DOCKERY~ :The :Senate restored it, .and -the cnnferees 
here in these times, when gentlemen on the other -side m-e of the Rouse .agreed to theTestaration. 
preaching eoonomy,. the .first l'e~ognition for .a public building "ltir. REED. .But this changes the _compensation and changes 
.should be to the gentleman from "Texas. tbelaw~ For :instance, w.h.en .a. :Salary that is stated her-e for 

M~·. BELL o1 Texas. I wish .to repeat that this bill -d.oes not -31,000 is Jru· ·$1..,'200, having-- _ 
provide for a new building. Mr. 'DOCKERY, Mr. Chairman, .I ask for order. 1t is -sim-

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I hope we will soon .have re- p1_y impossible forme :to near the gentleman. 
ports out of the committee . I have no doubt they are working ·Mr . .REED. T.hl.sls one oitne results oi your fining people; 
hard and -arduously, and in a short time bills -will he .reported we get so .many .ol them here that we .can not trnns1.ct business. 
from the committ~e. In th-e Fifty-second -Congress no one re- [Laughter.] II a portion of th-e gentlemen on the otbe:r side 
ceived recognition ior .a public buil~ing, and therefore no one would go away .therewoula beno trouble .about transacting busi
had just oanse for complaint. This is the firs tin the Fifty-third ness; but now we .can not hear eacb. other talk. 
Congress, and I should like to know if this is to be thelastof the :Mr. DOCKERY. I fro nat think I nave anything iurther to 
Mohicans? Is anybody else to bB .recognized.? Are there any say., ::M.r. Chair.m.an. 
other reports to come? Are we to have any other pub1ic build- Mr. REED. Is it not a .fact that this changes existing law so 
ing except a third st-ory upon a public building in Fort Worth, far as this bill is concernea? For instance, if a m3.n getting a 
Tex.? salary reduce.d irom $1,.200 to $1,000, he can not get the salary 

Mr. BELL ol Texas. I .hope it-=will not be limited to that. that belong.s to bim~..and .he can not bring snit for the balance in 
. Mr. WILSON of Washington. I hope not. the Court ol Claims. 

Mr. BELL of Texas. I will help you get yours. Mr.. :DOCKERY. "That is the e:ffect; that is exactl_y what is 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the.requestof thegen- intended. 

tleman.fi'om Texas [Mr. BELL]'f Mr~.REED. That is precisel_y what it is intended for, and 
.1\ir. BURROWS. In the inter.est o.f the .,gentlenian from mustoe contrary to existing law. 

Washington, I object. _ _Mr. DOCKERY. -And that is' authorized by a fair construe-
The SPEAKER. The gentleman irom Michigan objects. tion oi clause 2 o.f .Rule XXI. 
Mr.BURROWS. I shall be glad to have this considered when Mr. REED. An.a lf it increases the salary it fues it. Well, 

.other public-buildings bills are considered. - that is what I wanted to ,call attention to. Do you want to fix 
ADDITIONAL JUDGE, NORTHERN DISTRICT ILLINOIS. the salaries that are highei·? 

::Mr. CHILDS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the .1\'lr. DOCKERY. Tofu them lower. 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5649) providing an addi- Mr. REED. You fix them either way you do it. 
·tional district judg-e in the northern district of Illinois.. Mr. DOCKERY. I do not want to fix them so as to increase 

The bill was read at length. salaries. 
The SPEAE:ER. Is there objection to th.e present consider- The CHAIRMAN. "The p'tO jorrn.a amendment will be con-

, ation ol this bill? . sid-erea as withdrawn. 
Mr. STALLINGS. I am trying t.o get -another judge for my The Cle.rk re11.d as1o1low: · 

State, and I des ire that they all come in toQ'ether. I 0 bJ' ect. For compensation of the olllcers, clerks, messengers, and others ln the serv-
~ lee of the Senate, ~17,258. 90, namely: 

LEGISLATIVE,EXECUTIVE,ANDJUDICIALAPPROPRIA'TION13ILL. Mr. DEARMOND. Mr. Cba1r.m~n,·1 offer an amendment. 
And then, on motion of Mr. DOCKERY, the House resolved The Clerk .read as follows: 

itself into the Committee of the Whole Rouse on the state of th U · 1 th f h Amend by striking out the words: e mon or e urt er consideration o.f the bill (H. R. 1097) "For the compensation oT the officers, clerlrn, messengers, -and others in 
n:aking appropriations ior the legislative, executive, and judi- the se-rvtce of the Senate, ~17,258.90," being lines 2, B, and 4, or -pa-ge 2, and 
cial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending Jrm.e il:Jsertin lieuthereoithefollowing: 
30, 1895, and for other purposes, with Mr. RICHARDSON oi Ten- "For comj)ensation of the olllcers, clerks, messengers, and others in the 
nessee in the chair. service o! the Senate, .,50,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. "By order of the House, general debate Mr. DOCKERY. Do'es my colleague intend to Ioliow that up 
thi b.ll · 1 a d th C1 k with amendments reducing all the items? 

onThe sCl~rk ~e~do:: fhl~~ws: e er will read -it by paragraph. Mr. DE .ARMOND~ Y-es, sir; I intend to foTiow it up by 
.amendments on all. 

B e it e~acted, etc., That the 1ol;lowing sums be, and .the same are hereby, · 
"Rppropnated out of any money m the 'l'"reasury not otherwise a-ppropriated 1\Ir. Chairman, it will be n.::>tice d in looking ove1~ the report 
:iJ?.:fnll colJ!.pensation for the service o:f the fiscal yea.r l:lnding .June..30, 1895; that the Senate, consistin_g -at present of 85 members, I believ-e, 
1-or the ObJects hereinafter expre~ed, namely: - , and when full of 88 members, requires the services of 303 em-

J\;Ir. ~EED. I .move to strike out~the l~st 1Word. I should like ployes~ 
to m9.1!-lre.of the gentleman !rom.Mi?sourl [M;.noc:KERY]if the , Mr,., DOCKERY. Mr. C.bairman, I ask for order. I can .no.t 
]>I'DVIB.lOn m theiirstse-venlmes, wl:uch.have JUstbeen::r.ead, does .hear :my .colle-ague 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 ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, it will be observed by 
looking at the. report and the bill that the Senate, with 88mem
bers, would seem to require the services of 303 employes, while 
the House, consisting of 356 Members and 4 Delegates, man
aaes to get along with 300 employes. Now, I understand per
f;ctly, 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 is concerned. The Senate asked 
for a very decided increase, which the House committee declined 
to give. " 

Mr. REED. Is it not probable that the committee, in giving 
the same number of employes to 88 Senators that it does to 356 
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 
employes are not so numerous as the members. 

Now, I have no doubt that the trueexplanationof all this is to 
be found in the fact that the Senate carries upon its pay rolls, 
and pays out of the pu?lic funds, .num~rous gentl~men whose 
services could well be dispensed with w1thout detriment to the 
country and perhaps without serious inconvenience to indi
vidual Senators. This 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
ployes, 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
ployes in a ~enate consisting of eighty-eig?-t members, ~a.rries 
evidence of 1ts own unreasonableness. - It 1s hardly possible to 
conceive of any object that can require the employment of this 
nurp.ber so largely in excess of the proportion in the House, un
less it be that most of them are devoted in some way, directly 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. DOCKERYJ 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. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I would like to have your col
league, who is in charge of the bill, make the explanation. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. No doubt he will do it later if he thinks 
it necessary or appropriate. 

[Here the hammer fell.] , . 
Mr. DOCKERY. I ask that the time of my colleague be ex-

tended five minutes. 
There was no object10n. , 
Mr. DE ARMOND. Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that 
hatever may be the final result with reference to this item, the 

House ought at least to express its 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 to be no reason why seven persons are needed in that body 
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 hoa.ry 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 amountofmisappropriation, useless appropriation, ex
travagant appropriation-if these extra employes are kept in the 
Senate for the purpose of seeking to maintain that relic, that 
memory, that reminiscence, that useless obstruction [laughter], 
''Senatorial courtesy," the House might here and now express 
an opinion upon the subject. It seems to me that now, when the 
question is before us, the House ought to express its opinion by 
reducing this anpropriation. 

If $250,000 instead of over $417,000 be appropriated! the ap
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 have almost 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 to be said, in justice to· the 
Senate, th!l.t the figures which are given in this report of 325 
employes for the House and 303 for the Senate hardly state the 
facts fully with regard to the House. In the figures for 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
ployes of the Senate and to employes 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 th~ compensation of its employes. 
That has always been the ultimate result, 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 employes. 

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. Very 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 dignity of the 
Senate is being encroached upon on his side of the House, and 
I think we ought to_give some attention to the subject. [V1Ugh
ter.] 

Mr. CANNON of ll~nois. For many years, Mr. ·Chairman, 
we have had lectures m the House and out of the House upon the 
extravagance of the Senate, of the House, and of the Adminis
tration. I know that at times within thelasttwentyyears, under 
the eloquence of gentlemen upon the other side, my heart has 
absolutely gone out in longing for a restoration of the days of the 
fathers. ' 

I recollect very well when, under the lead of such gentlemen 
a§ 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 whip in his hand, all spattered with mud: say, 
ing, "Mr. Chief Just10e, administer to me the oath of office."~ 

But the Republican party being in power for many years W(l 

were o.ssured 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 present time. With the Maltby Building, with tb,o 
Senate stables, with the Senate employes, who it seems to me 
must sometimes get in each others way, we find expenses still 
increasing, and under a. Democratic regime. 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 running at such a rate 
as they are running now. Annual committee clerks - clerks to 
committees, many of which do not meet onca a month-and al
most day by day-at lea~tweekbyweek-wehavefurther grants 
of annual clerks and ass1stant 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
pose amendments to this bilJ, because, with yoUl~ 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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multitude of promises you made when we were in power, and 
when your appeal was that you might achieve power so that you 
could bring the admini$tration of the fiscal affairs of the Govern
ment bac_k to the simplicity of the earlier and~better days of the 
Republic. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I do not intend at the open
ing of the consideration of this bill by paragraphs to be 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 it, 
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. It seems 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 having heard""very often since that time 
that this increase was on account of 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 deal of the legislation of 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 that Con-. 
gress was not as economic as I could have desired. 

Mr. REED. The average of virtue was not up to your shnd· 
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 ge:qtleman 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. v. 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 that that 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.l 

Mr, DOCKERY. It is not there; that is true. But there are 
some things in the bill for which the legislation of the Fifty
first Congress is responsible. For instance, the increase of the 
salaries of United States district judges to $5,000 each, under 
the act of February 24, 1891. That increase is carried in this 
bill. 

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 is another i tam. The act of June 27, 1890, in valves 

about $G95,000 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 
$595,000, 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 $186,008. 

Mr. REED. So that with the other amount, about $80,000, 
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 ;tbout $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 f 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 not catch the gentleman's point. 
Mr. REED. Why, do you not remember, the same hundred 

millions that you 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 res~orted 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? fLaughter.] 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ihavenorecollectionof it. Ihopethegen· 
tleman will be a little more specific. 

Mr. REED. Well, suppose I say maneuvering of figures, and 
have that understood to be perfectly parliamentazy and abso
lutely respectful. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. Butwhatha.~ that to do with 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 vourself discussed so frequently on the floor. [Laugh· 
ter.] Do" you not remember during the session of Congress, im
mediat9ly following the Fifty-firstCongress all of the talk which 
was made by irresponsible persons occupying responsible po
sitions about the '-' wasteful e~travagance " of the Fifty-fir~t 
Congress? [L3.ughter.] Do you not remember the fact that 
their appropriation of a thousand millions of dollars was re
garded as a terrible outrage, and an extraordina-ry exhibition of 
the wickedness of the Republican party? _ 

Mt·. DOCKERY. I think there was considerable wickedness 
there. [Laughter.] 

Mr. REED. And do you not remember that we had, immedi
ably following that, a Democratic Cpngress, and a number of 
gentlemen commenced bueiness at that time with a resolution 
somewhi).t in the nature of an invocation; a resolution that my 
colleague [Mr. BOUTELLE] has so well described; and we all 
voted, or at least those of us did who were not too wicked to 

_adopt such a proposition, saying that we would be self-d{mying, 
virtuous, and ~ economica.l in the future? [Laughter]. And yet 
when we came to foot up the figures a.t the end of that Congress 
it appeared that this virtuous body had increased the appropri
ations of its immediate predecessor about a hundred millions of 
dollars. Do you not remember also that the Democratic party, 
explicitly, from that time until now, has been endeavoring1.n 
vain to explain how it was that they succeeded in making so 
much larger appropriations? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not. 
Mr. REED. I think I have in.dicated 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 facts are! 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. Thatladmit to be true. -
The expenditures of the Fifty-first Congress amounted to 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 has evi
dently forgotten his campajgn speech. The appropriations of 
the Fifty-first Congress were, a-S 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 usea. 
I have the printed table here. It is a little ancient, i\ is trueo, 
but still these _are t~e figures. 
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Mr . DINGLEY. Arethose·the figures-prepared by-the cle1·ks 
oi t h e committees whieh the gentleman .holds in his hand? 
Mr~ DOCKERY. Why, e ertainly not, because those figures 

did not include the·indefinite appropriations. Now, it is just as 
-well for t he .srentleman from Matne and .myself to be absolutely 
frank about this matter, because he is entirely con~e~sant with 
it, and knows all about the situation. He knows that the table 
he quotes , which figures out, -as I remember, $98B,OOO,OOO] do not 
include the indefinite appropriations. I .know the gentleman 
will admit that . 

·Mr. DINGLEY. But the gentleman- _ 
.Mr. DOCKERY'! Does not the gentleman adm.it that? 
Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman does not undertake to pre

tendior a moment that the appropriations of the Fifty-second 
Congress were less than the appropriations of the Fifty-first 
Congress.? 

Mr. DOCKERY. 'Why~ I do; certainly~ 
Mr. DINGLEY. 1 think if.I could call upon _the eJerk of the 

committee. which of course I .can n-ot do in _this body, I would 
get a different answer. 

M :', DOCKERY. :Mr. ChaiTm1l.Il, I thinlr this is an unpro.fit
able discussion. The appropriatiollB ni the F.ifty-..second Con

. gress were about $9,000,000 1ess than the appropriations of the 
Fifty-first Congress. I think the .records. of both Congresses 
were not-entir-ely m·editable. . 

Mr. DINGLEY. However that may be, the appropriations 
made by the Nty-seennd Congress -m:ceeaea thooe of the FJtty
iirst. T.hat is a fact nf .history that I .do not ·--cB.r.e to ..have the 
gentleman get away from. 

Mr. DOCKERY. When you take into.account the indefinite 
. appropriations of the Fifty:fir.st Congre£15 and the indflfinite.:ap

propriations of the Fifty-second Congress, the appropr1ations 
of the Fifty-second ~.ere less than those ol .the Fifty-fust by 
$.9,000,000-

Mr. COOMBS. Including tb.e indeftnite appropriations? 
. Mr·. DOCKERY. T.hat statem:entinclude.s theinde.fin1te ap~ 
propr.iatiollS_, .and 1 Ehall be glad at this point to print the ·table 
in the RECORD without reading it, beeause I do not want to get 
into .a politic.aJ. iliscussion here, which -can not possibly influence _ 
a -vote. I want to ·proceed with this :bill. I 'Shall .be glad t.o in
chlde in -the RECORD -th~ table upon wirich 1 make th-e statement, 
and the.n if -the gentleman from Maine desires to reply fu it, he 
ean do so hereafter~ 

Mr. REED. The J;entleman from Missouri is entirely 
wrong--

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman lrom Mis-
aouri fMr. DoCKERY] has expired. _ 

Mr. REED. I desire to address the committee. The gentle
man from.N.issouri [Mr. DOOKERY]is quite wrong in.Bupposing 
this discussion :to be .unp-rafita.ble. You see it is absolutely es· 
sentiaJ. for the progress oi the world that -the Democratic party 
should oe brought Ul_) to the truth of -four years ago. Four 
years .ago, when the Democl'atic "Party were declaiming .against 
the exttTavagance of the .Fifty-.first Congress, we on this side 
k:newthatitwas not so, because we had ta.kenpainstoaseertain 
the fact, and .because we had -every confidence in the-then chair
man of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. CANNON]. 

Now, we have been gradually.a.tworknpon the Democracy of 
that period, -and in Bome .respects we have ,got them up very 
nearly i-6 date, and we expect to do it in time, with respect to 

_ this matter of .appropriations. After awhile, by iteration and 
reiteration nf the truth, we will manage to kill the lie.s that 
were told four years ago; and so it is not unprofitable at all, be
cause I have no doubt that Providence rejoices in the con~er
sion o! a Democrat to the truth -as much as He noes in the stead
f.a:stness of a Republican who is always there. {Laughter on the 
Rep ublican side.] So that this is absolutely profitable, and it is 
proiitable to t he gentleman from ~fi.sso1;1ri [Mr. DOCKERY]. I 
can see him gradually ameliorating under this treatment. 
[U:tughte:r.] He is gradually becoming soiter. Be has reached 
the-stage where he does not want to discuss it any mor-e, because 
the subject has become painful to him. 

I can r-ecollect when it was tripping on .his tongue, -when he 
was _glib w.ith it, whenhewasanxiousior an opportunity to say 
over .something .about it; 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 repent of things he has :said. So 
the first he does if! to back out o£ it and propose to -put it in the 
RECORD, there by showing that he has come to that reasonable 
fear of the truth-which is the beginningof wisdom. 'Now, when. 
we get the whole Democra tic party up to the truth about this, 
and ,get that thing reduced to ali comprehensions, sothatevery
body has az reed to it, why then the Republican party will be in 
a -condition -to hlrn another step forward, and the country too,_ 
and then we will have to wait and bring up the ·nemocr.acy again 
and so on forever and ever. [Laughteron the ~publican .side;] 

Mr. DOCKERY. I -desire to print in the RECORD, without 
occupying the.a.ttentionof the committee further, a table which 
establishes the -accuracy of every statement I have made with 
respect to the appropriations of the Fifty-first Mid F ifty-second 
Congresses; and then gentlemen..can reply to it if they deBir e. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. J,fr. Chair·man I 9-esire to -aak the gentle· 
man if that is a £tatement from the Treasury:-' 

Mr. JOHNSON oflndian9.. Who establishes the -:accuracy of 
the t-able? 

The-cHAIRMAN. ~rhe gentleman from Missouri asks unani
mow; ·consent .to print in the REJORD a table. Is there objec
tion? [After a pause.] The Chajr heaa"-S nona. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Now, I desire-
Mr. REED. What.iB it? 
'Mr. GROSVENOR, I move to strike -out the last word. 
The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order~ 
Mr. BOUTELLE . .M:r. Chairman, I -addressed the Chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognized the gentl-eman from 

Maine, but other gentlemen _are speaking .at the .same time. 
Mr. BOUTELLE . .I .simply Ji-esire o ask if the compilation 

of .figu:res iS-a ~easlll"Ycompila.tion. 
Mr. DOCKERY. ltisprepared in partby the elerksof the 

Committees on .Appropriations .of the Senate and Honse, .and 
where additions nre made they are b.asea .on official statements 
and explained in -that lltatement. 

.Mr. 'BOUTELLE, Additions by wl10m:? 
Mr. DOCKERY. .By the gentlemen connected ·with the-Qom

mittee Dn Apt>ropriations; :and if the -gentleman obje.cts to the 
printing of-the table, I will witbiiraw the "reque-st. 
'MT~ 'BOUTELLE. Not at all; Isimply.vanted to"knuw where 

the oata.tement .emanates from, xnd b.ow o~ial it is in its com
-pilstion. 

Mr. REED. Well_,J willlmve to obje.ct_,iflt'isgoingin With
uut-sui1nnle-ventila.tion and -review. 

The CHAIRMAN. T.he Chair asked:if theTe-wasobjecti.onto 
printing-the table in -the RECORD, :and ther.e w-as no objection . 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the gentleman from Maine objects, I 
withdraw the Tequest. 

The CHAIRMAN. 'The _question is -on ~the amendment ni
fered by the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I move to strike out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, if I understood the gentleman from Illinois 

[Mr. ·CANNON] ~rrectly in some r~marks that he m.ad.e,J: desire 
v-ery respectfully to diSEent from the -purport and effect of his 
suggestion. 1 understood .him .to use some language which pos
sibly might be distorted by some censorio11s persons to mean that 
he criticises the manaso-ement of the Administration of the White 
House in the matter of interposing the obstacle of a private sec
retary between Representatives nf the peo_ple and the head of 
the Democratic :party. I .have l)Ome views t!_Pon that subject 
wbich 1 desire to .submit. -

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. "I will-say that what I stated was 
from Teports being made-to me by Democratic Re_presentatives 
and not from any experience I have had myself. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Assuming, Mr. Chairman, that tb.e 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 Democratic Administration im
bued with Jeffersonian simplicity. These are days of training 
and education, ana of fitness. The operation oi the civil-service 
law has led the American citizen to a higher d-evelopment; it 
has led to securing trained men to come between the Representa
tives o~ this country and their assaults upon the Executive of 
the Government. It is a great thing tha.t you ns.n hire for 
$5,000 a. year an individual supposed to be trained in the art of 
diplomacy and statesmanship1 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 vu1garprocesses 
by which heretofore gentlemen newly ordained to the walks of 
statesmanship have been permitted to approach face foremost 
the Executive ol the Government and -to retire irom the r-oom 
with their banks to the Presiden t-thinkof that . We have in this 
condition of things, therefore, a double guat•d ag-ainst democracy. 
We have first the general -purposes of the Adm.in.istration it
self, and then the representative of the people iB compelled to 
make known his wants and -to state them fully, dis-tinctly, and 
definitely to a trained and ,akillea purveyor -of political wisdom; 
and in his judgment that becomes a sort of a preliminary exam
ination, and if there is any necessity for it going beyond a pre
liminary examination, if this trained -statesman in his wit~dom 
and judgment -decides that :the matter is one that vught not to 
be presente~ to. the "Executiv.e nead {)f the Government, tf he 
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decides that matter, the represent..1.tive -of the common people 
of tbe countr~ is to-be content and he ought ro 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 questions of 
this time, thls 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 1ll'oduce for a pittance oi $5,000 a 
year , one man who knows as much, or is 'aSSumed to be a. check 
upon the knowledge oi 356 men, youha;ve brought about a large 
result with a very small amount of capital. 

It is a ste'{) in the direction oi establishing the conditions of 
Eur,>pean authority and European administration. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
The question was takenon theamendment ofMl'.DEARMDND, 

and it was rejected. 
The Clel'k read as follows: 
Office of Serge:mt-at-Arms :md Doorkeeper: For Serge:mt-a.t-Arms and 

Doorkeeper, S!,500; horse and wagon for his 'W:le, J!20, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary; for clerk to Sergeant-at-Arms., $2,000; .assistant tloor
keepe _, $2,592; and i500 additional whi1e the office of assistant door-Jreeptlr is 
held by Isaac Bassett, the present incumbent; acting assistant doorkeeper, 
12.59:! ; three m~sssn.,o-ers, acting as assistant .door.kee_per.s, at '1,.800 ~ach. 
thir ty-five m e ~engors, at $1,440 each; assistant messenger on the floor or 

. the :- enate, L,440; messenger to Orilc.iaJ Reporter's room, $1,4~; messenger 
in cl.!::trge of storeroom, 1,200; uphols~er and locksmith, $1,440; two car
penters to assist him, a.t ~ ea.ch; eleven -skilled la~rs, at $1,000 each; 
two -janitors, at ~00 each; laPorerln charge ofthe private _passage, !840; two 
female attendants in cha-rge of the ladies' retiring -room, at $7'l0 e-a-ch; -tele
phone operator, $7"20; telephone-page, $600; twenty-fivelaborers-atS120 each; 
sixteen pages for the Senate Chamber, at the rAte ot $2.50 per day each .dur
ing the sessiDu, M,~ in all, 8115,084. -

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairmm, I o:ffer -the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

Tl1e amendment was read,- aslollows: 
Amend by striking out the words, "_and 1lve hundred dollars atlditional 

while the office of assistant doorkeeper is held by Isaac Bassett, the present 
incumbent," being lines 15 and 16, on page 5 ol the l>ill. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. M-r. Chalrman.,_an item the-exact coun
terpart of this, I believe, a_ppeared in the appropriation bill in 
the last Congress. An a.mendment was uffered in this body-and 
that provision was stricken out. Later on the conference com-
mittee, I believe, restored it. ' 
lt is agreeable to us all, Mr. Chairman, to be advised in an 

official way that that excellent old .gentleman, Mr.1saac Bas
sett, is still spared to the world ana to the Senate. I have not 
a particle of doubt tbat 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. Ee is, indeed, a kindly 
appcadng, venerable, dignified old gentleman. 

We are, however, dealing now with the question whetberthe 
people of the United States, after paying .him a .ha:ndsome sal
ary,shallmake him a donation of $500 per ann~ Ithink,Mr. 
Chairman, that possibly this custom -which baa prevailed in the 
Senate for a good while-and for following- it in this bill I do not 
find fault with the Committee on Appropriations, because they 
have had abundant warning that the Senate will insist upon it___:. 
I think, I say, that possibly this custom, apparently generous, 
seemingly praiseworthy at first blush, has gro_wn up in the Sen
ate in blissful moments of forgetfulness. These gentlemen, the 
Senators, by contributing, .say, $6 apiece, nould g-ive to Isaac 
Bassett a little over $500; and the gift, made in that wav, would 
be a graceful testimonial from the men whom he now sei·ve.s and 
to whom he appears as a link with pasteventsand with Senators 
of a past age. 

I have not a doubt that it would be worth to ea.ch one of the 
Senators at least $6 per year-it would be very cheap at $6 per 
year-to have with them this venerable man, who has come 
down 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. 1t would be worth, I sayt much more than $6 a 
year to each one of the Senators, as he looks into the kind and 
open countenance of Isaac Bassett, to fancy that he sees rellected 
there something of the majesty and grandeur that belonged to 
Webster, something of the gra-ce and eloquence that distin
guished Clay, something of the superb logician that_residedin 
Calhoun. 

Now, it would be ungracious .for us to deprive the Senators of 
the glorious privilege 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 leaY.ing it tothe gen
erosity, the patriotism, the veneration for pastthings (inchid
ing " Sena toria.J. courtesy ") on the part of Individual Senators 
to-make up this contribution. Letusmrike theltemfrom the 
bill, and let us soon read in the newsrcapers that these Senators 
have introduced aslightvariati.onin ~ Senatarialcourtesy,".hsv.e 
made to it -a trifling amendment by going down into their -<>wn 

pockets and taking out $f) a-piece fo~ a gift, a $500 testimonial, to 
this old gentleman, instead oi 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 these gen
erous and munificent men, this grand opportunity, and cer
tainly they will not allow it to pass unimproved. In no unkind
ness to Isaac Bass~tt, in no hostility to Isaac Bassett, but with 
a view of prot-ecting the tg,xpayers against the injustice of a 
civil pension Jist and of giving to 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 $21{500 of regular pay, to the .generosity, the 
magnanimity, the -splendor1 and the glory of these dignified 
Senators. [Laughter.] 

[Here the hammer fell,] 
Mr~ DOCKERY. Let us have-a-vote. 
The 'question bejng taken, the amendment of Mr. DE AR

MOND was agreed to; there being-ayes 45, noes 39. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, this bill origin-ated with the 

committee of this.House1 and that committee is responsible lor 
the present coniliti.on of the bill at least. The item of appr_o
priation lor the Senate alone-

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman fromlowa does not offer 
any amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move pro forma to strike out the la-st 
word. 1 was about to remark, Mr. Chairm-an, that the item of 
appropriations in this bill for the Senate. alone aggregates $1,-
455,54:1. 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 country. The appropriations 
made .in ihis bill for the -expenses of the House of Repre-senta
tives aggregate $2, 790,u27. If this sum is divided by 356, the 
total number of Representatives, we find ·that the cost of each 
Representa.tiveis $8,074. In other words, a United States Sena
tor costs the people ol tbis country something more than twice 
as much as-a Member m the House of Representatives. Cel'- . 
tainly it is not the purpose of ourgenerallegislation that this 
should be so, lor the salary of the tw9_ positions is the same, the 
mileage is the same, :and the functions, powers, and duties with 
regard to legislation,are precisely tb~ -same. · 

Now, the House committee is .responsible for this bill as it now 
stands~ 1t ean not be said that the Senate is responsible; it can 
not be said that they control their own expenditures. They 
have had no voice up to tP.is time in the preparation of this bill. 
T.hese large a;nd -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 oi 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 is solely within the volition of an organ 
of this House. And I would be glad if the gentleman in charge 
of this bill would explain why it is that he volunteers, or his 
committee volunteers, t]lese extraordinary and extravagant-ex
pendit~es for the Senate. 

Why is it that as to employes more than four are required to 
care for the personal wants of a. Senator? Why is it that, tak
ing into account the clerks and various other employes, 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 ol expenditure for a Senator; less than half that for a 
Member of the House? Putting it in another way, more than 
$11,000 ont.side of s.alary is the cost of each Senator, while each 
Member of the House .af Representatives costs less than $3,000 
outside of salary. 

1 w~:mld like the chairman of the committee or the gentleman 
who has charge of this bill 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 
questi9n of conference now. This bill is voluntary and initia
tory upon the piD"t 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 hammer fell.] 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, my good friend from Iowa 

[Mr. HEPBURN] is somewhat in er.r·or in his totals. The entire 
expenses o1 the House amount to $2,50±,579.54, or less than 
$7 ,{)0() per membe1·. The entire expenses ol the Senate aggre
gate i1.,038,07R90-

.Mr. HEPBURN I beg the _gentleman's pardon; he is in er
ror there. 

!r. DOCKERY~ Where does the gentleman get the figures 
he haB given? 
.Mr~ EEPBITRN. I get them from the bill. I nave taken 

item by item, :the .agg.re.,ooate At the end of each paragraph. 

• 
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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 baen proved-show that the Senate expenses aggregate 
$1,038,078.90, or nearly--

Mr. HEPBURN. Permit me to say that there are four 
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 by 
the gentleman from Iowa is hardly 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 includes salaries. Now, the 
Senate has but 88 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 salaries and 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 the Ugh tin which I present it. There are four items 
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 
is the total of the items which follow. Therefore you have dupli
cated these items. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No; I think not. I have simply taken the 
items as I have found them in the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will show that the gentleman is mistaken. 
The $417,258 includes all the items which follow, down tQ 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 House as 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 is a 
coordinate branch of this Government. The Senate insists on 
the right to determine theirown 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 not now 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 ()rganization of Congress. It is no 
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 true 
that each House defers to the other in that regard; and can we 
get along in any other way? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentlemanisundoubtedlycorrect. He 
has stated the matter clearly. They claim the right to manage 
their own affairs, and the House has also always done the same 
thing. 

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
narison. While it is a fact that the Senate is· a body much less 
1n membership than the House, yet it is also 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 employes 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 356members, with those 
of the Senate with but 88 members, unless it be also understood 
that the Senate has practically the same organization as the 
House? 

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 krfow 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, that in my judgment 
the expenditures of the other body are in excess of the 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. I only made reference to the matter, not for 
the purpose of entering 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 continuatio~ 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. KILGORE. How was it in the Fifty-first Congress? 
Mr. DOCKERY. The same disparity existed then. A Sen

at9r's worth was in the same proportion in the Fifty-.fint 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: 

BOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

For compensation or members or the House or Representatives and Dele
gates from Territories, SL,SOO,OOO. 

Mr. HAYES. I desire to offer an amendment at this noint. 
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: 
Ou p~ge 10, amend by adding in line •. after the word "salary," the follow· 

ing: 
"Provided, That the Secretary or the Senate and Sergeant-at-Arms or the 

House shall respectively deduct from the monthly payments of each Mem
ber or Delegate the amount or his salary for each day that he has been ab
sent without leave of the Senate or House, as the case may be, unless he as
signs as the reason thE>reror sickness of himsell or a member or his family 
requiring his at.tentlon; and if any leave of absence be revoked the Member 
or Delegate shall, on receiving notice thereof, forthwith return by the ord1· 
nary route of travel under penalty of the deduction from his salary as above 
provided." 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I wish to m~tke 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. 
Mr. BOATNER. , Would it be in order forme to temporarily 

withdraw the amendment in order tofermit 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 •· page 10, insert the following: 
"And it is hereby declared that section 6 of the act approved August 16,1856, 

and section 40 or the Revistd Statutes have been heretofore repealed." 
Mr. DE ARMOND. I make the point of order on that amend-

ment. -
Mr. HAYES. That is clearlynotsubjecttothepointof order, 

as held repeatedly by the present Chairman, a-s well as others. 
If the Chafr desires any argument upon it, he can simply refer 
to his own ruling. 

The CHAffiMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. • 
Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, some time ago there was 

introduced by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGO~] 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. WoL~RTON], who, Ire
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 in force. Later on a minority report was made 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE], 
concurred in by two of his associates [Mr. UPDEGRAFF and Mr. 
CHILDS]. Still later came another minority report, by the gen
tleman from New York [Mr. RAY], concurredjn by the gentle
man from Kansas LMr. BRODERIOK]. Later still a supplemental 
report was made by the gentleman from Pennsy 1 vania [Mr. W Oir 
VERTON]. Owing to some delay that report has not yet rea.ched 
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 question 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. It is a supplemental report by the Com
mittee on the Judiciary, submitted by the gentleman from Penn

_ sylvania [Mr. 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. 

1\fr. 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 CHAIRMAN. 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. I suggest to my friend from Missouri that if 
the argument ma<le 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 CHAffiMAN. The Chair wUl 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 g-entleman from 
Louisiana [_Mr. BOATNER] who expressed his views last Satur
day upon the question. Now, the·propositio_n 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 to the contention of the gentleman from Iowa, that it is the 
proper thing for this committee to declare that a particular 
provision upon the statute books is not the law, to make that 
legislative declaration, 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. I affirm that it is. 

Mr. HAYES. 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 discuesion to that, and let the argu: 
ment upon the merits come up in its order? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I have not touched the merits of the 
proposition. 

Mr. 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 point of order. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Why, of course, the gentleman simply 
misapprehends or misunderstands what I say. I say the in
quiry before this House is directly and pointedly as to whether 
section 4.0 of the Revised Statutes of the United 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 is not the law, the 

point of order which I made against the amendment offered by 
, the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] is not good; and 

so, too, in that case, one objection to the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAYESj would fail. 

Mr. RAY. I desire toask,inorder thatimayunderstandyou 
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 ~e~tleman from Louis-

iana, will be changed. That is a broad question. If so, then the 
amendment of the gentleman from Louisiana is a proposition to 
change existing law. 

Mr. RAY. If the gentleman will allow me. 
Mr. DE ARMOND. I do not wish to be diverted upon the 

point. I can not yield to the gentleman upon that triviality, for 
I am trying to address myself to the question we have before 
this committee, and as to the learned distinction which the gen
tleman makes, !earned according to his standard of learning, he 
can eludicat9 and elaborate that when he gets the floor, and I do 
not care 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 
against the amendment is a ~oodone. Now, mJfirst inquiry is, 
whether or not the majority of the Committee on the Judiciary 
are correct in declaring that there is a 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 
anythin~ 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 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 w:Q.ich can not have force 
and effect except 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 Janguage of the act of 1856. 
Mr. DE ARMOND. Will the gentleman wait a moment for 

that? I am discussing now a fundamental legal proposition. 
Mr. BOATNER. I ask the gentleman's pardon. I will try to 

take the floor when he gets 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. If 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 CHAIRMAN. The Chair wishes to ask the gentleman 

a question with a view to getting at the salient point. The lan
guage 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 this amendment is a repealing amend
ment if the Chair should be of _opinion that section 40 of theRe
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 
proper or not. In other words, the amendment might be par
liamentary 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 view of the case which the .Chair has ~uggested? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I was endeavoring to address myself more 
particularlv. to the point of order on the amendment offered · by _ 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER], unders~ding 
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that·it was temporarily withdrawn in order that the other might 
be offered 

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 orderimadeon 
that amendment and the point of order against the amendment 
of the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER], being in part 
the same,ae.d since both will come before the Chair to be passed 
uponl I thought it might be well to consider the question with 
reference to both; but I shall of course conform to the wish of 
the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not object to that at all. 
Mr. DE ARMOND. The broader question is the one raised 

by the gentleman from Louisiana. His amendment is a propo
sition which involves necessarily an inquiry as to whether the 
provision of law t 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 {!entleman 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 is proper for any 
gentleman, upon the same theory and philosophy, to offer a dec
laration 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 paragraph as to how muc~ money 
shall be appropJ;iated for the salaries of members of the House 
has nothmg 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 wouJ.d be equally competent upon an appro
priation for continrent expenses of the House or for the office 
of the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House, or for the payment of the 
Speaker's salary. Anywhere along in this bill it would be ad
missible, if admissible at aU. 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 
Mr. DE ARMOND. Certainly. 
Mr. DALZELL. Does not 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 

should contain a; provision saying how that appropriation shall 
be made? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Certainly that would be germane; but 
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 mm's 
face, is the law according to the reading of the Revised Stat
utes-is not the law. 

Mr. DALZELL. But if the proposition that-iscontended.ior on 
one side is valid, then this money will be appropriated in a cer
tain way. If, on the other hand,-this law is not inforee, and this 
House has the right to say so, then the money will be appro-
priated in another way. . . 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I do not so understand 1t. This amend
ment has nothing at all to do with the duties of the Ser2'eant
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 
appearing in the statutes as raw is not law-has been repealed. 
Now, let us put this to the test. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman allow me a single suggestion? 
Mr. DEARMOND. Yes, sir. 
Mr. COX. Here is a. declaration that seotion 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 repealing force 
when the construction of the law depends upon the statute it
self? 

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 foreign to the 
purpose.s and objects and effect of this bill as anything could 
be. Gentlemen might just as well undertake to declare by an 
amendment that a certain provision in the Constitution a.s orig
inally written is no longer a constitutional provision-- . 

M:1-. COX. Because it has been repealed. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. They might give any reason, or might 
give no reason. That is a mere matter of phraseology. Any 
gentleman on the same philosophy may pick out of the statutes 
any provision contained iu them and stuff into 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. The affirmative 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 conflict with it? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I think that is probable. 
Mr. McCALL. But it would not be within our 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 inqu,iry which tbe 
Chair submitted to me just before I was turned aside by yield-
ing for questions. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not hear the suggestibn of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, and would be glad if the gen
tleman from Missouri would repeat it. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. The suggestion of th~ gentleman from 
Massachusetts isJ 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 a thin~, 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
pealed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, if the gentleman will indulge the 
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 CHAIRMAN (continuing). Not as towhetherthea.mP.nd
ment is a wise or a proper one !or Congress to enact, but is it 
obnoxious to the rule? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Obnoxious to Rule XXI; that is the fair 
question. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I think so, and a discussion of that is in
volved also in the discussion of the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Louisiana. - · . 

Now, if as a. matter of fact you assume that these provisions 
-of law have been actually 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 
germane to the paragraph under consideration.. So that in 
either event, whether the law survives and the assumption of 
the gentleman is incorrect, or whether it is passed and his as
sumption correct, the amendment is clearly amenable to that 
objection. 

Either way, if the law is repealed or if it is not repealed, the 
amendment of the gentleman from Iowa must fall. If 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 again to the main proposition involved in the 
amendment of the gentleman from Louisiana, and also in the 
proposition of the gentleman from .Iowa. Can a provision simi
lar 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 compensation which the members of the House 
and of the Senate shall receive, as now provided by law? 

That thev 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 dis_tinctly, as completely as any subsequent act 
changing the amount of compensation. The amount which was 
prescribed and fixed by the first section 'Of that act was $6,000 for 
each Senator and Mem"ber 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 law (and there is no question of expediency) a day's pay from 
mor.e than to determine how much salary a Senator or Repre- the $3,000 per annum, why cannotyoudeducta. day's pay, under 
senta.tive s.hould get, and when and how that salary should be specified conditions, from the compensation to be paid at the 
paid to him. Under the act of 1856 it was perfectly consistent rate of $5,000 per annum? 
with the declaration of section 1 that Senators and Members of Mr.. REED. Would the gentleman like an answer? 
the House should each receive $6,000 for a Congress, to be paid Mr. DE ARMOND. Yes. ~ 
in a specified manner; to declare also by section 6 th_at the ab· Mr. REED. Because it said, "Shall be paid at the rate 
sence of either, except when occasioned by the sickness of him- herein provided for," and that "herein provided for" having 
self or his family, would subject the absentee to a corresponding been repealed, there is nothing for it to operate upon. If the 
deduction of pay. law had stated that_there was to be substituted for the earlier 

Section 1 fixed the salary of members of Congress in 1856. provision of the law of 1856 the provision of the law of 1866, . 
Section 6 provides for a deduction, in proportion to the amount why, then, that would carry, by implication, a retention of sec· 
paid, for absence not occasioned by the sickness of the member ' tion 6; but it did not so provide; and this section 6, having 
himself or some member of his immediate family. nothing to operate upon, falls of course. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. That is ln the same sec· Mr. COBB of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow me to say 
tion? • the words" herein provided for" are just the. equivalent of the 

Mr. DE ARMOND. No, sir; different sections. Now, the words "as provided by law." 
fact that the two provisions can stand together isnotchallenged. Mr. DE A_fk"\10ND. I will address myself to the inquiry SUO'· 
I defy any man to challenge it . ..:I:e must challenge the act ik gested by the gentleman from Maine. I am not surprised th~t 
self, for in that act, now here before me, they do stand together, this construction has been put upon th~ words of the statute 
the one no more the law than the other. by others; but I am surprised that it has been put upon the ' 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Is not section 6limited statute by the very able gentleman from Maine. 
to the salaries referred to in section 1? The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not hear a word. Gentle-

Mr. DE ARMOND. I will come to that later. Now, Mr. men must cease conversation or retire to the cloakroom. 
Chairman, I will read this section1 of the act of August16, 1856. Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I am addressing myself 

The CHAIRMAN. What isthe gentleman proposing to read? to the suggestion made by the gentlemanfrom Maine. I am not 
Mr. DE ARMOND. The first section of the a.ct of 1856, fix- surprised at the construction which he suggests has been given 

ing the compensation of members of Congress. It is as follows: to this provision of the law by some gentlemen, though I con-
That the compensation of each Silnator, Represent tive, and Delegate in ~ess I am surprised tha:t it is given to it by him. 

Congress shall~ $5,000 for each CoJ?.gr_ess, and mileage ~s now PJ?Ovided by Mr. REED. And g1 ven by all the gentlemen of the House 
law, ror two sesSl.ons only, to be pald m ma.nner !ollowm~, to mt: On the and of the Senate for the last twenty-ejght years· so that I am 
fi.rstday of each re~ular session each Senator, Representative, and Delegate . od d ' 
shall receive his m11eage for the first session, and on the first day of each m very go company an very nu;nerous company, too. 
month t~ereafter during such session at the rate of ra.ooo ~annum during Mr. DE ARMOND. I am surprlSed that the gentleman from 
the contmua~ce of such session, and a~ the end o! such sess1on he shall r~- Maine who is a lawyer and a man of very great ability as wa 
ceive the res1due of his salary due to him at such time at the rate atoresrud ' h . · h' elf . ' . 
still unpaid· and at too beginning of the secon.d regular session of the all know e Is,comm1ts rms tothatconstructwn, and I think 
Congt·ess each Senator, R~presentative, and Delegate sha.ll r~ceive hlsmile- that when I get through with section 6 he will also be surprised. 
age for such second sess1on, andmo.nt~yduring such sess10u ~o~pensa- Section 6 contains the words upon which the gentleman hinges 
tion at the rate ot ~.000 per annum, until the 4th of March terminatmg the . al . 
congress, and on that day each Senator, Representative, and Delegate shall hiS argument as to the repe of the sect10n. · 
be entitled to recetve the balance of the $6,000 not theretofore paid in the And b~it furtkerenacted, That it shall be the duty of the Sergeant-at-Arms 
monthly installments above directed. or the House and the Secretary of the Senate, respectively, to deduct from 

Th t · t' 1 N I hall t di t" f t.h t 4-~ the monthly payment or members as herein provided for. a 1s sec 10n . ow, c enge con ra c 1on o e s a~~Q-
ment that all subsequent legislation in regard to this matter has I tmderstand the gentleman hinges his argument for there
been legislation upon the subjects embraced in this section 1. peal, by implication, of section 6 upon these words: "As herein 
The changes that have been madellave been changes in the pro· provided for." The gentleman from Maine, perhaps quite in
visions of law as created by this section 1. This section 1 would cautiously, undertook to support his construction by the in terpo
to-day be the law but for those changes. Now, could there stand lation of, 11 at the rate herein provided for." There is the dis
with this section 1 the provision of law which I say, and which tinction. "At the rate herein provided for" is not specified, is 
the majority of the Committee on the Judiciary say, is still ex- not in the section at all. "As herein provided for" means what? 
isting law? It could exist with this section 1, because it did. Does it mean a fixed, specific amount? It does not. It has 
Now, let us read section 6. referen.ce to the monthly payment provided for, rather than its 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. You concede that section amount. 
1 was repealed? Mr. BOATNER. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr.DEARMOND. Theprovisionfixingthesalary,of course. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Instead of $6,000 a Congress, we have now $5,000 a year, and in- Mr. BOATNER. My point of order is that the gentleman is 
stead of payment at the times therein specified, we have pay- not addressing himself to the point of order, but is addressing 
ments .at other times as well, as for instance, beginning a month himself to the merits of the proposition. -
after our term begins instead of not until after our service has Mr. DE ARMOND. Not at all. I am addressing myself to 
begun. the question of order. _ 

Mr. VAN VOORIDS of New York. It was repealed bypass- Mr. BOATNER. I understand that the question before the 
in()' an independent act. committee now is a point of order; and the gentleman is not ad· 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Certainly, sir~ as to amount ofcompensa- dressing himself to the point of order, but to the merits of the 
tion. Now, let me read section 6: - question. I ~ave not heard. ~he ~entleman refer to any rule of 

And be it further enactea, That it shall be the duty of the Sergeant-at-Arms the House which the propos1t10n vwlates or make any argument 
of the House and Secretary of the Senate, respectively, to deduct from the in support of that proposition. 
monthly p~yments of members as herein provided for, the amount or hls Mr DE ARMOND I think Mr Chairman that the Chair-
compensatiOn for each .day that such member shall be~ absent from the · • ' ·. -; ' . 
House or Sena,te. respectively, unless such Representativ_e, Senator, or Dele· m!l'n and the members of the committee. m general Wlll ag:ee 
gate shall al'lslgn as the reason for such absence the s1ckness of himself With me that, whether clearly or otherwlSe, I have been talking 
o rsome member or his family. strictly and directly upon the point of order. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS oi New York. What force do y.ou give .Mr. BOATNER. My inquiry is what is the point of order 
the words "as herein providea?" . and the rule of the House that the 'amendment violates? 

Mr. REED. Sub~titute the words "therein provided." Mr. DE ARMOND. That it changes existing law and does 
Mr .. CRAIN. W~l the gentleman address himself to the not reduce expenditures. · 

question ~ow far thlS sta~ute may have be~n repealed by the But, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Louisiana objects 
construct10n placed upon 1~ for so long a per10d of years by both that I am talking about the merits of this proposition instead of 
Houses and by the account~ officers_ of the Government? addressing myself to the point of order. I have been discussing 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I will come to that later. the question whether this is the law or not, which is the very 
If a .salary of $6,0~ to a mel?~r of Congress fo~ a term can be point of order involved. 

fixe~ m harmony With a proVIswn of law, su~has1s contained in If I were to say that, after the att~mpt upon the other sideof 
sectwn 6, tha~ for certam absences deduct10ns shall be made, the House, by what they claimed to be a privileged resolution, 
then a law ~mg the salary at $5,000 per a~num, or $10,000 per to nullify this act, to r,ender it nugatory, to set it aside; after 
annum, _or $_0,0,00 a. Congr~s, at any sum, will stand also in har- this side of the House had decided upon its enforcement; after 
many ":,lth sect10n 6 or sectwn 40. - the Speaker from his chair had declared he would sign no cer· 

In 18o6 a membe: got $6,000 for the Congress, or $3,000a. year, tificate except in conformity with this law; if I were to direct 
or at the r!1~ of $2t>O a month. In 1866 th~re was a change in myself to the question of propriety involved in these amend· 
the law, g1vmg $10,<?,<>0 for the Congress, $5,000 for the year, or ments, and say .that from our standpoint upon this side, who as
at the rate of $416.66-t per month. If you could deduct under the serted that the law existed and then demanded its observance, 

I ' 
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from the standpoint of the Speaker, w:ho has clearly and boldly. 
declared in•favor of its enforcement, the proposed legislation 
would be bad legislation, which would naturally be proposed 
-and supported on the other side, and as naturally should be op
posed upon this side, then I think I would be speaking to the 
n:erits, and not upon the point of order. 

If I were addressing myself to the question of the merits, I 
would talk about the peculiar merit and the peculiar judgment 
and the extraor.dinary 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. But I address myself to the point of order, and I trust the 
gentleman will now see the distinction between the point of or
der and the so-called merits of a proposition u~terly without 
merit. 

I was speaking, Mr. Chairman, to the suggestion made by the 
gentleman from Maine--

Tbe 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. I ought, perhaps, to beg par
don of the Chair for having qiverged, but having been speak
ing entirely to the point of order, and that not being apparent, 
for some reason unknown to me, tp the gentlE\ID.an from Louisi
ana and to other gentlemen near me, I thought 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 be was making; but being convinced that if this law 
js still upon the statute book the pending amendment would not 
repeal it,and thatif itisalreadyrepealed the amendmentwould 
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 daim that the act of 1866 fixing the salary of members of 
Congress at $5,000 a year is not an independent act, but is a mere 
amendment of the first section of the act of 1856? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I say it had the effect to displace all the 
inconsistent, contradictory, and repugnantprovisions of the act 
of 1856; that it went so far as ,to fix anew the compensation of 
members, but it had nothing to do 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 passed 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 is exactly 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 anhum 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 $3,000, or any other sum. That is my 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 repugnancy 
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 meaning which I submit is not the 
correct one. Upon reflection any lawyer must hesitate to con
cur in their construction. The words ''as herein provided for" 
gentlemen make read "in that amount which would come to 
one per day at the rate hereinbefore specified." Now, the words 
"as herein provided for" have reference to the payments. 

Every month after Congress began 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 LMr. COBB] these words giving 
them their true legal! significance, their proper construction 
as they are used in statute, mean nothing more than 11 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 tpe same result follows as if they are incor· 
porated in it. The section is not ~hanged in its effect; it is not 

c~anged in its substance. It ha~ precisely the same bearing 
w1th 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. theRe-
vised Statutes. · 

Mr. VAN VOOHHIS of New York. But leaving them in con
fii1es their force to that particular act. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. It 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 
compensation 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 11 as herein provided for," but 
becau,!)e it says, in effect, that a day's pay shall be 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 
$8.33!, 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 provided 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 $8.33t for each day's absence?" Sup
pose that were the reading; what would follow? 

Mr. Chairman, jus~ as inevitably as anything upon earth, the 
result would be that under existing law there would still be the 
deduction of $8.33la 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 shaH 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 
for daily absence. 

If you give that effect to the provision, then you must make 
the section read as though it said, 11 and for each day's absence 
except on account of sickness of himself or some member of his 
family, there shall be deducted $8.33!." That must be the read
ing,in effect, if the contention of thegentlemanfromMaineand 
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 $8.33! 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 would you apply' that in another view of · 
the case? The act of 1866did not provide for monthly payments 
at all, but simply that there should be paid to.each Congress
man a salary of $5,000 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 noprovisionformonthlypay
ments, monthly payments were made--

Mr. MAHON. I do not care what the Sergeant-at-Arms may 
have done. I want to hold the gentleman to the law. If the 
a.ct of 1866 provided that each member of Congress should re
ceive a sal,ary of $5,000 per annum, what right has the Sergeant· 
at-Arms under that act to deduct any part of the salary for daily 
absence-? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I will 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 memberofCongress, 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 $5,000 a year; but it left 
the law precisely as it was with reference to monthly p3.yments. 

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 effect. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. That is very easilyreached. 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 this point; it provided how much a member 
of Congress should receive, and it provided when payments 
should be made to him. That is. conceded, of course, by every
body. 
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