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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE. BILLS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, privatebills and resolutions were
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and
referred to the Committes of the Whole House, as follows:

By Mr. COOPER of Texas, from the Committee on War
Claims: A bill (H. R. 2136) for the relief of the Old School Pres-

terian )Church of Helena, Phillips County, Ark. (BEPORT

0. 1025,

By Mr. RICHARDS, from the Committee on Claims: A bill
(8. 73) for the relief of William J. Cornell and Joseph M. Cor-
nell.: (REpPorT NoO. 1026.)

Also, abill (S.223) for the relief of Isham T. Owens, of Mis-
souri, (REPORT No. 1027.) :

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. -
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions was.discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R.
6052) granting a pension to Bernard Clark, and the same was
referred to the Committee on Pensions.

PUBLIC BILLS.

Under clausze 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were
introduced, and saverally referred as follows:

By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H.R.7349) to provide
for the appointment of a public administrator in the Districtof
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 7350) to regulate the
practice in the courts of the United States in jury trials—to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. KIEFER: A bill (H. R. 7351) to provide for the ]l:}eﬂce
ful arbitration and adjustment of difficulties between employers
and employés, to establish.a board of arbitration, and to prevent
hostilities pending the settlement of questions at issue between
the parties affected—to the Committee on Labor.

PRIVATE BILLS, ETEC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXIT, private bills of the following
titles were presented and referred as follows:

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 7352) to remove the charge
of desertion from the military record of William J. Blain—to
the Committee on M.ilitarg airs.

By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. K. 7353) for-the relief of Chris-
tian Frederickson, F'redonia, Kans.—to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

Also, abill (H. R. 7354) for the reliefl J. N. Jacobs, of Coyville,
Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7355) for the reliel of J. P. Swatzell, late
postmaster at Elk City, Kans.—to the Committee onClaims.

By Mr. O'NEILL. of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7356) to remove
the charge of desertion against Henry Briody—to the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. ROBINSOXN of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7357) grant-
ing jurisdiction to the Court of Claims, notwithstanding any
statutory bar, of the claims of J. F. Bailey & Co.—to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

By Mr. SNODGRASS: A bill (H. R. 7358) for the relief of
Mary Sharp College, of Winchester, Tenn.—to the; Committee
on War Claims.

By Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana: A Dbill (H. R. 7359) to pension
Samuel F. Tenant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensiens.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXIT, thefollowing petitionsand papers
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Petition of Albert M.
Hardy and 45 others, of West Swanzey, N. H., praying that [ra-
ternal beneficiary societies,orders,or associations operating upon
the lodge system and providing for the payment of life, sick,
accident, and other benefits to members, be exempt from the
operations of any income: tax which may be enacted—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, memorial of William G. Himrod, relative to filtering
the Potomac water used in the District of Columbia, and pro-

ilg_g a plan therefor—to the Committee on the District of Co-
umbia.

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Memorial of Joseph Holten, of
Aspen, Colo., relative fo. coinage' of silver, issuance of bonds,
ete.—to the Committee on Col , Weights, and Measures.

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of William I. Blain, late of Com-
pany M, Sixty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Infantry Volun-
teers, for removal of charge of desertion—to the Committee on
Military Affairs.
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Also, petition of sundry citizens of Pittsburg, members of va-
rious fraternal beneficiary orders, in favor of the exemption of
such orders from income or other tax—to the Committee on
‘Waysand Means.

By Mr. DE FOREST: Petition of Gerald H. Beard, for legis-
lation to suppress lotteries—to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of 73 citizens of Philadelphia and
15 of West Philadelphia, Pa.; 59 of Denver; Colo.; 42 of Rut-
land, Vt., and 30 of Chicago, Ill., for the passage of House bill
5804, an act to promote the safety of employés upon railroads—
to the Committes on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of Will T. Walker and others,
of Kansas City, Kan., to exempt fraternal aid societies from the
operations of the law relating to income tax—to the Committes
on Ways and Means,

Also, petition of G. M. McGiffin, for the enactment of a law
placing the town of Miami, Ind. T., under Territorial or other
jurisdiction—to the Committee on the Territories. e

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of Modern Woodmen of America,
against the income tax on fraternal societies—to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

Also, protest of Lutheran Church, of Marengo, Towa, against
God in the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HOUK: Papers to accompany Houss bill 7346 for the
relief of Henry Hubbard, of Baltimore, Md.—to the Committee
on Claims,

By Mr. KYLE: Rosolution of Farmers’ Alliance of Panola
County, Miss., protesting against the extension of the time for
the payment by the Central and Union Pacific. Railroads—io the
Committee on Pacific Railroads.

¥

By Mr. MARSHALL: Petition andresolution of laboringpeo- -

ple at Portsmouth and Norfolk, Va., praying for permanent em:
ployment in navy-yard at Norfolk, Va.—to. the Committes on
Naval Affairs.

By Mr. OATES: Papers to accompany House bill 7338, to re-
organize and increase the efficiency of the infantry m&mants,"
United States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Resolution of the Union Veteran Legio
No. 72, of Bridgewater, Pa., protesting against the IEW
House bill No. 5575—to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: Memorial of dealers in leaf to-
bacco in Paducah, Ky., pra; 'mg amendment. to that section of
the Wilson bill relating to {ea. " tobaceco—to the Committee on
Ways and Means. 4

By Mr. WHITING: Protests of the. Evangelical Lutheran
Churches of Utica, Now Haven, Ruth, Kilmanogle, Sterling,
and Port. Hope, all of Michigan, against the passage of House
bill 120—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

SENATEH,
WEDNESDAY, June 6, 1894,

The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m.

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

The Secretary procesded to read the Journal of yesterday's
proceedings; when, on motionof Mr. TELLER and by unanimous
consent, the further reading was dispensed with.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented amemorial of the Congresa
of American Physicians and Surgeons, remonsfrating
the ennctment of legislation: tending to interfere with the ad:
vancement of medicine by means of experiments upon animals
conducted by properly qualified persons; which was referred to
the Committee on the District of Columbia.

He also presented a memorial of the Congress of American
Physiciansand Surgeons, remonstrating against the proposed
reduction of medical officersin the United States Army; which
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations.

Mr. HARRIS presented petitions of D. B. Johnston and sundry
other citizens of Dyersburg; of A. J. Collinsworth and sundry
other citizens of Alamo; of J. E. Hunt andsundry other citizens
of Chattanooga, and of T. H. Lawrence and sundry other citizens
of Eaton, all in the State of Tennessee, praying that the pend-
ing tariff bill be so amended as to exempt fraternal beneficiary
societies, orders, or asseoeiations from taxation; which were
ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. PEFFER. presented a petition of the Coxey Club, of Salem-
Ohio, praying for the passage of the bill to permit public cor:
porations, such as cities, to exercise the same privﬂegaa‘mli
rights in the way of issuing money as donationalbanks,and that

cities be:empowered to issue twenty-year bonds bearing no in- -

terest, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on
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He also presented petitions of W. R. Swift and sundry other
citizens of Ottawa; of C. H. Brooks and sundry other citizens of
Wichita; of George Leis and sundry other citizens of Lawrence,
all in the State of Kansas; and of J. B. Merrell and sundry other
citizens of Vinita, Okla., praying that in the passage of aulg
law providing for the taxation of incomes the funds of mut
life insurance companies and associations be exempted from tax-
ation; which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. FRYE presented a petitionof 44 citizens of York County,
Me., and a petition of 10 citizens of Piscataquis, Me., praying
that in the passage of any law providing for the taxation of in-
comes the funds of mutual life insurance companies and associ-
ations be exempted from taxation; which were ordered to lie
on the table.

Mr. WASHBURN presented sundry petitions of citizens of
Hennepin County, Minn., praying that in the passage of an
law providing for the taxation of incomes the funds of mutu
life insurance companies and associations be exempted from tax-
ation; which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of D.G. Huhn and
sundry other citizens of Saranac, Mich., and the petition of
Millard Mitchell and sundry other citizens of Ionia County,
Mich.; praying for the enactment of legislation to enable the
States to enforce State laws regulating the sale of substitutes for
dairy groducte; which were referred to the Committee on Inter-
state Commerce.

Mr. GORDON presented petitions of W. E. Hayne and sun-
dry other citizens of Fulton County; of Polk Harris and sun-
dry other citizens of Muskogee County, and of Rev. A. M. Wil-
liams, of Savannah, all in the State of Georgia, praying that the
funds of mutual life insurance companies and associations be ex-
erﬁfbed from proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of the Eagle and Phoenix Manu-
facturing Company of Columbus, Ga., praying that aniline col-
orglbe placed upon the free list; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

Mr. HALE presented petitions of William T. Haines and 22
other citizensof Kennebec County; of J. W. Fairbanks and 16
other citizens of Franklin County; of F. E. Voter and 43 other
citizens of Franklin County; of John L. Crosby and 42 other eciti-
zens of Penobscot County, and of George C. Upham and 72 other
citizens of Aroostook County, all in the State of Maine, pray-
ing that mutual life insurance companies and associations be ex-
emptedfrom the proposed income-tax provision of the pending
tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. VEST presented the petition of Henry Kemper and sun-
dry other citizens of St. Charles County, Mo., praying thatmu-
tual life insurance companies and associations be exempted from
the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of L. W. Moody and 26
other citizens of New Haven, Conn., praying thatin the {?:ssa.ge
of any law providing for the taxation of incomes the funds of
mutual life insurance companies and associations be exemp ted
from taxation; which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented the petition of Charles Raymond and 11
other citizens of South Norwalk, Conn., praying that fraternal
beneficiary societies, orders, or associations be exempted from
the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of Local Assembly, No.
5530, Knights of Labor, of Krebs, Ind. T., praying that an inves-
tigation be made by the Interior Department as to the cause of
the strikes of coal miners in that Territory; which was referred
to the Committee on Education and Labor.

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Ipresentthe petitionof E. E. White,
of Washington, D, C., formerly special United States Indian
agent in charge of the Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita Indian
Agency, Ind. T., praying that certain relief be granted him for
the performance of duties whilst in charge of that agency. I
move that the petition be printed as a document, and referred
to the Committee on Appropriations.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. QUAY presented petitions of N. D. Jones and 227 other
citizens of Alleghen Coun};:y; of Joseph W. Miller and 46 other
citizens of Butler; OFO. B. Fry and 65 other citizens of Luzerne
County; of Alfred H.Love and 16 other citizens of Philadelphia
County; of Robert P. Clarke and 22 other citizens of Allegheny
County; of R. Mackenzie and 43 other citizens of Pennsylvania;
of R. 1. Orr and 21 other citizens of Allegheny County; of D.
M. McFarland and 43 other citizens of Chester County; of G. B.
M. Metzger and 87 other citizens of Philadelphia; of J. A. Tay-
lor and 8 other citizens of Pittsburg; of W. H. White and 19
other citizens of Lackawanna County; of Charles J. Harrison
and 91 other citizens of Somerset County; of T. C. Parsons and

19 other citizens of Blair County; of Albert Reynolds and 21
other citizens of Jefferson County; of J. S. Hall and 38 other
citizens of Butler County; of T. P. Day and 43 other citizens of
Allegheny County, and of W, J. Morgan and 65 other citizens
of Philadelphia, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying that
mutual life insurance companies and associations ge exempted
from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table.

JOHN M. SWIFT.

_Mr, GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on Pen-
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S.1846) granting an in-
crease of pension to John M. Swift, to report it adversely and
move its indefinite postponement, and to submit a substitute
bill for the one referred to the committee.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senate bill 1846 will be postponed
idefinitely, and the original bill will be read by its title.

The bill (S. 2088) granting an increase of pension to John M,
Swilt was read the first time by its title.

Mr. GALLINGER. The bill proposes to increase the pension
of an old soldier who is insane and in destitution, and I ask unani-
mou: consent that it be now considered. It will take but a mo-
ment.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ' The bill will be read at length.

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows:

Be it enacted, efe., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is hereby,
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John M. Swift, of Oregon,
late of Company A, First Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay ‘gnlm
a pension at the rate of 150 per month in lien of that which he is now recelv-
ing, payable to his legally constituted guardian.

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

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment.

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the order of business?

Mr. GALLINGER. I have just reported the bill.

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear just one word of ex-
planation. What are the facts in the case?

Mr. GALLINGER. Thissoldierhad an armyservice of three
years. He had a hospital record for heart disease, and the dis-
ease has continued from that time to the present; and yet he
never applied for an increase of pension. He might have had
an increased pension for twenty-five years if he had applied for
it. He alleges heart disease, rheumatism, and sunstroke re-
ceived at Gettysburg, but he has been unable, the lapse of time
havini been so0 at, to establish to the satisfaction of the Bu-
reau that he did receive sunstroke. He is now hopelessly in-
sane, requiring the constant care of another person.

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill is all right.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

DEARBORN ARSENAL GROUNDS.

Mr. CAREY. I am directed by the Committee on Publig
Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill(H. R.
3715) granting to the village of Dearborn certain lands for vil-
lage purposes, to report it without amendment, and I ask unani-
mous consent for its present consideration.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr. COCKRELL. Was the tract known as Dearborn Arse
turned over to the Interior Department by the War Department

Mr. CAREY. I will state for the information of the Senate
that this grant has been reported upon favorably by the Secre-
tary of the Interior. Itisan old arsenal building, and has no
value whatever except in a historical point of view, and the

ople of the village of Dearborn, Mich., are very anxious to

ave it reserved.

Mr. COCKRELL. Itisan old abandoned arsenal turned over
by the War Department?

Mr.CAREY. It has been turned overto the Interior Depart-
ment, and they have reported that there is no objection to the
pas:age of the bill.

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

SELECT COMMITTEE ON RELIEF TO UNEMPLOYED PERSONS.

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am directed by the Committes on
Rules, to whom was referred the petition of Morrison I. Swift
and other citizens of New England, praying for certain measures
for the relief of existing pubTic distress, to report a resolution;
and I ask for its present consideration.

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and
agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That a special committee of five Senators on the ex.isu.nq q:!buc
distress be appointed by the President of the Senate, to whom shal re-

ferred the petition of Morrison I. Swift and others, and all other pstitions
for measures of relief of such distress.

>
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SENATORIAL INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE.

Mr. GRAY, from the special committee appdinted to investi-
E.kta attempts at bribery, ete., submitted itional testimony
en by the committee; which was ordered to be printed.

TARIFF BULLETINS.

Mr. VOORHEES. I reportfrom the Committes on Finance
Tariff Bulletins Nos. 40 to 44, inclusive, being replies to tariff
inguiries in regard to agricultural products and provisions,
epirits, wines, and other beverages, and cotton manufactures.
I ask that the bulletins be printed.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Mr. HAWLEY introduced abill (8. 2089) to remove the charge
of desertion now standing against the name of Bartholomew
Mulcahy and grant him anhonorabledischarge; which was read
tAwﬂi’cg by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military

airs,

He also introduced a bill (S. 2090) to remove the charge of de-
sertion and grantan honorabledischarge to Helmuth F. Sceckel;
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

Mr, ALEEN introduced a bill (S. 2091) to preserve the purit
of national legislation, and for other purposes; which was re
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

AMENDMENT TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL.

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

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN RESERVATION IN NEBRASKA.

Mr. ALLEN. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to
call up the bill (S. 1995) granting to the Eastern Nebraska and
Gulf Railway Company right of way through the Omaha and
‘Winnebago Indian Reservation in the State of Nebraska.

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported
from the Committee on Indian Affairs with amendments.

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 8, after the word
“Indian,” to strike out ‘‘Reservation ” and insert * Reserva-
tions;"” so as to read:

That there is hereby granted to the Eastern Nebraska and Gulf Railway
Oompa.ng, a corporation organized and extstln%under and by virtue of the
laws of the State of Nebraska, and its assigns, the righht. of way for the con-
struction of its pr ed rallroad through the Omaha and Winnebago In-
dian Reservations, in said State.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in section1, line 9, before the word
“ feet,” to strike out ** seventy-five,” and insert * fifty;” so as to

Such right of way shall be 50 feet in wiath on each side of the central line
of said rallroad, and said com?:;.:l{v shall also have the right to take from
the lands adjacent to the line o d road material, stones, and earth neces-
sary for the construction of said railroad.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 15, after the word
“amount,” to strikeout ‘‘ three,” and insert ““two;” and in line
18, after the word ‘‘said,” to strike out ‘‘ reservation * and in-
sert “ reservations;” so as o read:

Also, grounds adjacent to such right of way for station buildings, depots,
machine shops, side tracks, turn-outs, and water statlon, not to exceed in
amount 200 feet in width and 3,000 feet in length for each station, to the ex-
tent of two stations within the limits of said reservations.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was to add to section 2 the following
additional proviso:

Provided further, That sald ralilway company shall construct and main-
taln continually all fences, roads, and highways, crossings and necessary
bridges over said railway whenever said roads and hi%hways do now or ma
hereafter cross sald rallway’s right of wayor may be by ths proper authori-
ties 1aid out across the same: Providsd further, That sald railway shall be
constructed through said reservations within three years after the passage
of this dact, or the rights herein granted shall be forfeited as to that portion
of the road not constructed.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was to add as an additional section:

SEc. 3. That Congress may at any time amend, alter, or repeal this act, and
the right of way hereby granted shall not be assigned or transferred in any
form whatever, except as to mortgages or other liens that may be given or
secured thereon to aid in the construction thereof.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amend-
ments were concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting to the
Eastern Nebraska and Gulf R.z:li.lwag1 Company right of way
through the Omaha and Winnebago Indian Reservations, in the
State of Nebraska.” .

HELEN L. DENT.

Mr. TELLER. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill
{S. 1508) granting an increase of pension to Helen L. Dent.

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

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with
an amendment, in line 7, before the word *‘dollars” to strike
cau;':d “‘seventy-five” and insert ‘‘fifty;” so as to make the bill
read: :

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is hereby,
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to tne provi-
slons and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Helen L. Dent, widow
of the late Frederick T. Dent, colonel retired, United States Army, at the
rate of 850 peg month in lien of the sum of §30 per month now received.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

LEECH LAKE INDIAN RESERVATION.

Mr. WASHBURN. I ask unanimous consent for the present
consideration of the bill (S. 2000) granting to the Brainerd and
Northern Minnesota Railway Company a right of way through
the Leech Lake Indian Reservation, in the State of Minnesota.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

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

MRS. ANN BRADFORD..

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask for the present consideration of the
bill ];S. 237) to pension Mrs. Ann Bradford, mother of William
K. Bradford.

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

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with
amendments, in line 4, to strike out ‘‘subject to the provisions
and limitations of the pension laws,” and at the end of the bill
to add ‘‘and to pay her a Bﬁenﬁion at the rate of 825 per month;”
s0 as to make the bill read:

Bzit enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is hereby,
authorized and directed to place on the psnsionrolls the name of Ann Brad-
ford, mother of William K. Bradford, late of Company B, Seventy-sixth Mis- *
souri Enrolled Militia Volunteers, and to pay her a pension at the rate of
§25 per month. )

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amend-
ments were concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

ASSISTANT PAYMASTERS IN THE NAVY,

Mr. HALE. Iask the Senate to take up the bill (S.1954) to
amend section 1379, chapter 1, Title XV, Revised Statutes of
the United States.

By unanimous consent,the Senate,as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that the
limitation as to age contained in section 1379 of the Revised
Statutes of the United States, relating to appointment of assist-
ant paymasters in the United States Navy to fill vacancies that
may now or hereafter exist in said grade, shall not apply to
such of the graduates of the Naval Academy aswere at sea upon
duty at the time of the passage and approval of the act of Con-
gress approved August 5, 1882, who were discharged thereunder
at the end of their two years’ cruise, after passing successf
all the examinationsrequired of them; but tEis amendments
not be construed as giving any preference in the appointment
of assistant paymasters to the graduates except as to waiving ,
the limitation of age.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- °

dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third tfme,
and passed.

Mr. HALE. Let the title be amended by adding the words
“in relation to appointments of assistant paymasters in the
Navy.” I think that alwaysthe title should show the subject-
matter of a bill. :

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Withoutobjection the title will be
amended as indicated.

Mr. VOORHEES. I rose to ask for the consideration of the
bill, but I will not trespass upon the regular order.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of half past 10 o'clock
having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished
business.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O.

.
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ToWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed
to the amendments of the Senate to the following bills:

A 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 Pennsylvania; and

A bﬁl (H. R. 6448) to authorize the New York and New Jersey
Bridge Companies to construct and maintain a bridge across the.
Hudson River between New York City and the State of New
Jersey.

' ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

The message also anncunced that the Speaker of the House
hadsigned the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon
signed by the Vice-President: :

A bill (S. 1424) to amend section 8 of ** An act toauthorize the
construction of a bridge across the Calumet River,” approved
March 1, 1503;

A bill (H. R. 82) to authorize the Missouri River Power Com-
pany of Montana to construct a dam acrossthe Missouri River;
and

A Dbill (H. R.5779) togrant certainlands tothe township board
of Inwood Township, Michigan, for cemetery purposes.

THE REVENUE BILL.

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

'I‘hc?1 VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be re-
sumed..

The Secretary read as follows:

SUHEDULE F.—TOBACCO AND- MANUFACTURES OF.

184, On all 1saf tobacco, on such part thereof as is wrapper tobaccéo and
suitable for cigar wrappsars, if unstemmed, $1 per pound; if stemmed, $1.25
per pound. -

Mr. TONES of Arkansas. I propose, as an.amendment to the
paragraph which has just been read, what is printed in connec-
tion wir.g iton page 41, in small type,leavingout the words ‘‘ and

cents ' after the words ‘‘one dollar,” in line 9; and in line

" 10 striking out ** two dollars” and inserting “one: dollar;” so

#

that the paragraph will have the same rate imposed as when the
bill came from the House of Representatives.
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas, which will be stated.
The SECRETARY. It is:proposed to strike:out paragraph 184
and insert:
184. Wrapper tobacco, unstemmed, imported in any bale, box, package, or
in bulk, §1 per pound; if stemmed, §1.25 per pound.
Mr.PLATT. Mr. President, tosay thatthe proposition comes
as a surprise at this time, without notice, is perhaps o express
. my astonishment mildly. If I understand the presen$ proposi-
tion, it is to leave the duty as it was fixed by the biil as it came
from the House of Representatives. Am I correct?
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The same rate as proposed in the
bill as it came from the House of Representatives.
Mr. PLATT. We used to have in New England when I was
a boy a kind of giving that was called *‘Indian giving,” which
was to give and take back; and I do not know that we could say
s meaner thing to one another as boys than tosay, “ You arean
Indian giver.” I do not want to say any mean thing about this
matter just now, but it strikes me that this is what we used to
understand as “ Indian giving,” and that the committee are
“Tndian givers” in this respect.
It will not only be surprising, but very sad news fo the Dem-
ocratic friends of the committee in Connecticut and Massachu-

setts and Pennsylvania and Wisconsin and Ohio, where leaf to- |

bacco is grown which is suitable for cigars.

I think that I myself never had any conversation with the
committee on the subject of this duty, but I know the repre-
sentatives of the leaf-tobacco-growing industry in my State were

'here and presented their case to the committee; and, as I un-
derstood, the committee informed them that the amendment as
it appears in the bill would be proposed, and they went home
satisfied, or, if not satisfied,content,as they supposed they must
be. it not being as much as they felt it ought to be.

This proposition, therefore, will come to them very much like
thunder out of a clear sky. Of course, there is no criticism of
the committee to be indulged in if, alter having informed the
representatives of that interest what duty they would recom-
mend, they change their minds, and in the Senate take it back.

I do not know just exactly how to treat the subject, because,
if' T had supposed it possible that the amendment suggested by
the com:ﬂtbea on the 7th of May would not be adhered to, I
should have been ready for a discussion of the subject, and fo
show that the amendment ought to be adhered to.

Mr, CULLOM. May I ask the Senator whether the amend-
ment as reported in this bill was originally reported in the bill,
or is ik one of the four hundred amendments?

| Mr. PLATT. It isone of the four hundred.
Mr. CULLOM.. Did the hillas odgina]ly reported contain the
provision as it came from the House? j

Mr. PLATT. Itdid. :

Mr. CULLOM. So the Senate committeereported in favor of
tho provision &8 it came from the House?

Mr. PLATT. They did.

Mr. CULLOM. Then the subcommittee reported an amend-
ment in the batch of four hundred changing it, and now they
propose to put it back.

Mr. PLATT., Exaetly.

Mr. President, I shall venture to make some observations on
this duty. Probably theywill be fruitless; and I shall be unable
to deal with the subject as I should if I had had any intimation
whatever that the committee was not going to adhere to its
amendment,

If there is a.ng duty which is a revenue duty, it is the duty on
tobacco. We had a discussion on the subject of the duty on
sugar as to whether that was a revenue duty or a protective duty.
That question might be open to discussion, but that the duty on
tobacco is a revenue duby is scarcely open to discussion. Itisa
revenue duty. Iwill notsay,however, that whenahighrevenua
duty is placed upon tobacco it does not, to some extent, operate
as a protective duty. If certainly operates to encourage the

rowth of leaf tobacco in this country, but it does not operate to

argely diminish the importations of leaf tobacco.

The duty on unstemmed leaf tobacco at present is $2a pound.
I'may not be able to state exactly the amount of revenue which
has been derived from that duty during the past year, but my
impression is that it was about $5,000,000 for the year ending
June 30, 1883, and that it will amount to 5,000,000 for the year
ending June 30,1894, Those figures are suﬁﬁolent.ly accuratefor
the purposes of my argument, although I do not pretend that
they are precisely accurate. The operation of this provision as
it came from the House, and the acceptance of itas itis now
proposed by the committee, is to throw away $2,500,000 a year of
revenue, without benefiting any human being.

Mr. CULLLOM. In this country.

Mr. PLATT. This revenue harmed nobody in the country
except the importers of high-priced Havana cigars, and the
duty did not harm them; but an unnecessary and abnormal in-
crease of duty on cigars made at the time when the duty was
increased on leaf tobacco did somewhat diminish the importa-
tion.of high-priced foreign ci&aﬂ from the year 1890 up to this
time, but the imposition of this increased duty upon leaf to-
bacco harmed no one, and the throwing away ofyhnﬂ) of i, the
throwing away of from #2,500,000 to $3,500,000 of revenue every
year for the Government will benefit nobody. So, in this re-
spect, it is an absolute revenue duty.

‘We have been told that the Government needed revenue ver,
much. Whyshould we throwaway this revenue, Mr. President?
As on all etheritems in the bill, we are afforded no explanation
whatever. Does not the Government need revenue? Does nof
the d&zt 103)1 leaf tobacco yield arevenue, which is being received
now ? ’

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senatorstate howmuch it is proposed
to reduce the duty?

Mr. PLATT. ¥rom $2,500,000 to $3,000,000, the duty being
reduced just one-half, from $2 a pound to $1 a pound. [ speak
from recollection only, but the amount I give certainly falls
| within the exact figures.

Mr. CHANDLER. Is that based upon the same quantity of
importation?

Mr. PLATT. The same quantity of importation.

Mr.CHANDLER. Will not the importations increase?

Mr. PLATT. I donotbelieve that importations will largely
increase. The course of the msrket seems to show that this
importation of leaf tobacco is anomalous. The increase of the
' duty did not largely diminish the imports, and it is doubtiul, at
least, if a decrease of the duty would largely increase them.

Do we not receive this revenue? Do we not need it daily?
Are not our revenues running behind at the rate of $6,000,000 a
month? Why, then, should we diminish by $200,000 & month,
more or less, the amount of our receipts? :

I can not understand it. Without explanation certainly no
one can understand it. It is not according to any Democratic
principle, if, indeed, there be a Democratic principle upon this
subject; and I should like some explanation of the reasons why
| the committee have changed their minds.. After having once
changed their minds, subsequent to the report of the Finance
Committee, by making thisduty adollaranda half a pound, they
have now changed their minds again and gone back toa dollar
| a pound. The dollar and a half a pound which is recommended
by tﬁa committes would be a decrease of 25 per centon the pres-

entiduty.
3 Therg is another view which this action seems very strange,
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Mr. President. So far as the effect upon the industries of this
country are concerned, the duty of 82 a pound on leaf tobacco
was for the benefit of an agricultural industry, for the benefit of
the growers of leaf tobacco used for wrapping cigars. Why this
blow should be aimed at an agricultural industry is a matter
which may well be inquired into,and exactly why it is that
having as it seems in the interest of the agriculturist proposed
to raise this duty from a dollar a pound, as left by the House
bill, to a dollar and a half a pound, and having }i‘ro%osed to
raise the duty on other agricultural products in the bill, the
committee should now take it back, unless they are going to
take back all the other proposed increases of duty upon agri-
cultural products, I can not understand.

If the committee would inform us that they have concluded
that their proposition to increase the duties upon agricultural
produets in bill above the rates in the House bill was wrong,
was not advisable, and that the taking of this back was only a
part of the general plan fo take back all the proposed increases
on agricultural products, then I suppose our Democratic farm-
ers in Connecticutand elsewhere would say, as the Senators from
Louisiana say, * Well, it is pretty hard on us, but we are loyal
to the Democratic party, and we must take the medicine which
is given us and be content with it; ” but do the committee pro-
pose to take back all these Eroposed increases in the duties upon
agricultural produets which have been proposed by what are
known as the Jones amendments? If not, why do they single
out this agricultural industry to take back the proposed increase
of duty upon it?

Mr. President, the only suggestion that I have ever heard in
opposition to the duty of $2 a pound ison the part of some small
cigar-makers in the countrﬂ who have been persuaded that in
some way it operated to their disadvantage. It is not frue.
They admit, I believe, that it does not operate to the advanfage
of the large cigar-makers, but they think that in some way it
requires a good deal of money to purchase the leaf, and that
the small cigar-makers, who have not much capital, are per-
haps somiewhat embarrassed by having to pay out a larger sum
for leaf by reason of the increased duty uponleaf tobacco. That
is all I have ever heard in Epoait.ion to it,and there can not be
ve:g much to thaf, because the small capital of the small cigar-
makers is turned over rapidly, It does not require capital tobe
advanced and remain a long time before it is turned.

The increase of the duty certainly did not inerease the price
of domestic cigars in this country. That was a bugaboo at the
{ime the dufy was put on, that every person who used cigars in
the country would gave to pay more for his eigars. Thatisnot
true, except in the caseof those gentlemen who insist on smok-
ing very high-priced foreign cigars. It is true that the in-
creased duty put on cigars at the same time the increased duty
was put on wrapper leaf tobacco increased the price of foreign-
madecigars, but it operated tostimulate the American industry
and it operated to do another thing. It operated to improve
the quality of American-made ecigars.

Unlike sugar, tobacco is a luxury. Cigars are a luxury, and
men need not use them. A man need not use tobacco if he does
not wish to. He canabstain from the use of it and be better off.
It is not a food like sugar. It does not enter into universal use
as does sugar. It is not used by man, woman, and child asis
sugar. It is a luxury, but luxury as it is the American con-
sumer of cigars has, since the imposition of the duty, got a bet-
ter quality of American-made cigar for less money than he did
before. I go a step further than that. He has been enabled
to obtain us good a quality as the best foreign-made imported
cigar for about half the pries which he formerly paid for the
best qualit:g imported foreign cigar.

I think the propused taking back of the amendment, which we
had a right to believe had been fixed, will come with somewhat
as much surprise to the Senators from Florida as it will to the
Democratic farmers of Connecticut, Massachusetts, Pennsyl-
vania, and Wisconsin, because upon the increase of the duty
upon leaf tobaceo, and the increase of the duty upon ci at
the same time, many cigarmakers in Cuba came over to Florida
and established in Florida the industry of making precisely the
same cigar which had been imported to this country under the
highest prices paid for cigars.

1f T am not mistaken, the Senators from Florida will say
whether I am or not, the result has been the building up not
only of the industry but of towns in Florida, until now in Flor-
ida they are making about half as many cigars as were formerly
imported from Havana. In other words, half of the Havana
cigar business has, by the operation of the present duty n
leaf tobaceo and eigars, been transferred from Havana to Igf;,r-
ida, to the benefit of the people in this country who smoke ci-
gars; thatis tosay, they are now getting for a half, or alittle more
than half in price as good a cigar as they formerly got by im-

portation. The result of the proposed change in duty will be
to break up all that. :

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Connecticut permit me?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Connecticut
yield to the Senator from Missouri?

Mr. PLATT. Certainly.

Mr. VEST. It is useless todisguise the {act that great differ-
ence of opinion exists upon this side of the Chamber even in re-
gard to this duty. It is true, as the Senator from Connecticut
says, that tobacco is an article of luxury and that it is la.rg:llﬁ
a question of revenue. If the Senator from Connecticut wi
permit me to make a very brief statement, the facts will justify
the difference of opinion which exists.

T'wo dollars a pound on wrapper leaf tobacco will be an equiv]
alent of 238 per cent, and that is the duty in the McKinley act.
If we make it $1 a pound, one-half, the duty of course is 119 per
cent. We imported in 1893 $1,979,657 worth of Sumatra to-
bacco. We exported in 1893 $22,202 704 worth of leaf tobaceo.
We imported from the Netherlands 5,372,202 pounds. We ex-
ported to the Netherlands 13,528,530 pounds, and of sterhs and
trimmings 362,220 worth or 4,639,718 pounds.

Me. PASCO. Has the Senator from Missouri the figures as
to the duty collected upon the amount imported in 18937

Mr. VEST. No; but they can easily be had.

Mr. PASCO. It amounts to $10,749,530.

Mr. VEST. Isimply read these statistics to show that, so far
as the interests are concerned in this eountry, so far as protee-
tion, to speak plainly, isconcerned, there is no necessity for these
high duties. We export a vastly larger amount than we im-

rt.
poMr. PLATT. Asthe Senator from Missouri is inferrupting
me, will he allow an interruption from me right there?

Mr. VEST. Certainly. :

Mr. PLATT. The export is of that kind of tobacco which is
made into plugs, which this duty does not touch.

Mr. VEST. The exports include a large quantity of leaf to-
bacco that we export also.

Mr. PLATT. We export no leaf tobacco for cigars.

Mr. VEST. We export some leal tobacco unquestionably. -

Mr. PLATT. Not tospeak of.

Mr. VEST. And we exporf a large quantity of plug tobacco
and smoking tobacco cut up, used in pipes and otherwise. Bu#
I did not ecare to go into thediscussion. A difference of opinion
exists with us upon this side in regard to this duty without un-
dertaking to say what exists upon the other side, and I make
this suggestion—my colleague on the committee was entirely
authorized to make the report—that we go back to the House
provision; and I suggest that we now consider the amendments
as made and before Senate; in other words, that we go back
to the House provision, and this matter afterwards cun con-
sidered if necessary in the Senate. Imake thissuggestion togo
back to the House provision in order tosave time and to preveut
the lengthy debate which is inevitable if the motion to amend
now made is E'resaad. Y

Mr. PLATT. I think that proposition is very right and fair.
I would have made it myself l.lp I1had thoughtit would in any way
be accepted. But to fix this matter now so that it is to remain,
and there is to be no contention between the House and the Sen-
ate, and it is to be considered as fixed, I felt would be a very de-
cided injustice. If the amendment of the committes can be
adopted pro forma and let us look this matter up and get our
statistics together and discuss it when the bill comes into the
Senate, I shall be guite content.

Mr. VEST. I make the suggestion at the instance of my col-
league on the committee for two reasons: First, tosave time; and
second, because the amendments were put before the Senate
suddenly thismorning and might have taken Senators interested
in the matter upon both sides of the Chamber by surprise.

Mr. PLATT. It certainly did.

Mr. VEST. We can afterwards consider this matter if nec-
essary in the Senate.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands from the
Senator from Missouri that the amendment submitted by the
Senator from Arkansas is withdrawn. :

Mr. VEST. Ifis withdrawn, and we are to consider the text
of the bill before the Senate. ;

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do nof think the Senator from
Missouri expressed it exactly.

Mr. VEST. Not all the amendments are withdrawn.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, [ was directed by the majority of
the members of the Finance Committee to change the p:
amendment and reduce the rate from $1.50 to $1 a , and
instead of $2.25 to make it $1.25, retaining the phraseology of
the amendment as it was proposed, and not returning to the
phraseology.of the House provision.
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Mr. CULLOM. Simply changing the amount of duty?

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Restoring it to what was proposed
by the committee in the first place.

Mr, PLATT. Can we have consent now that the amendment
as originally &mpoﬁed shall be pro forma adopted, with the un-

at this matter is to come up again when it comes

into the Senate?

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That isexactly the proposition.

Mr. PASCO. The Jones amendment.

Mr. PLATT. I think that is fair all around.

Mr, VEST. That is now before the Senate in the text of the

bill.

Mr. PLATT. Yes; because we would have a struggle about
this if it were insisted upon at this time.

Mr. HAWLEY. 1 am veryglad tohear the proposition made
by the Senator from Missouri. I think it is in the interest of
fair pl;l?r. That is all T desire to say about it.

Mr. VOORHEES. Iam very earnestly in favor of returning
to the bill on this point as it came from the House of Represent-
atives; but when the Senator from Connecticut expressed his
surprise it occurred to me for the first time that perhaps suffi-
cient notice had not been given to those interested in a different
view of the subject. I suggested then thatit mightbe well that
this matter in some way or form might go over until a later date,
when we could take it up after fuller consideration than it has
this morning and without impeding the progress of business. I
say this much because I desire to define my own position in re-
gard to the question itself.

I do not believe that the duty on this quality of tobacco ou%!;t.
to be as high as is proposed by the amendments which are be-
fore this body, and I would gladly return to the provisions of
the bill as it came from the other House. At the same time I
entirely concur with the suggestion made by the Senator from
Missouri and the Senator from Arkansas as to the matter going
over for the present.

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to glace on record a request of Cigar
Makers’ Local Union, No. 56, of Leavenworth, Kans., askin
that in the arrangement of the })rovisiona of the pending bill
leaf tobacco or such part thereof as is commonly known as wrap-
per tobacco and suitable for cigar wrappers, if unstemmed,
Bha.lldba placed at $1 per pound, and if stemmed at 81.25 per

und.
poMr. PLATT. There have been quite a number of similar
petitions from small local cigar unions in the United States,
and, as I said, I believe they are based upon a total misconcep-
tion of the facts.

Mr. PEFFER. Iam notat all familiar with the business of
cigar making nor with cigar smoking, indeed, but I thought it
was fair to this union that their request should be placed upon
record at this time.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Has the Senator from Connecticut
yielded the floor?

Mr. PLATT. I have not yet, butif the suggestion made Eg
the Senator from Missouri can be adopted I shall be very gl
to sit down.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas., I presume there is no objection to

t.

Mr. ALDRICH. There seems to be more or less harmony in
regard to this question, but the harmony is a little confusing to
people not in the small circle who have been considering the
matter. I should be glad to havethe Secretary read the amend-
ment which it is proposed to adopt in Committee of the Whole.
I must confess that I was not able to follow the statement made
by the Senator from Missouri and the Senator from Connecticut.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendmeut will be stated.

The SECRETARY. Strike out paragraph 184 and insert:

Wrapper tobacco, unstemmed, imported in an‘fr bale, box, package, or in
bulk, $1.50 per pound; if stemmed, §2.25 per pound.*
Mr. ALDRICH. Is that all the amendment?

Mr. PLATT. Tt is all as tothat point.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is all of it.

Mr. PASCO. Iam glad that thisarrangement is going tobe
made. This is a subject which a great mauny people in my State
are interested in. I wish to put into the RECORD a table of im-

rts of leaf tobacco from The Netherlands since 1885, showing

at the high duty upon tobacco has not prevented importation;
on the contrary, the amount imported has for some time been on
the increase, and the duty at the existing rate is really arevenue
duty. The amount collected on the imports from The Nether-
lands in 1893 amounted to $10,749.530. I should like to put the
table in the RECORD.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection it isso ordered.
t.hﬁht.a ﬁASCO. I am glad the matter is going over. I submit

8, .

Imports of leaf tobacco from The Netherlands during each fiscal
June 80, from 1585 to 1893, indu’?ius. ?aar fading

mest |

uty

Years. Pounds. | Dollars. | o009 Duty.

po
2,217,919 | 81,881, 404 ] 52 | 81,148, 817. 88
4,000,519 | 3,804,166 | 55 | 52| 2 080,260.88
4,213,836 | 3,651,840 b5 52 | 2,190,934.72
5,801,472 | 5,634,765 | 55| 52| 8,047, 06544
b, 024, 455 | 4,333,463 55 b2 2.512,716.3
| 9,794,000 | 9,037,388 55 52 | 4,002,100,

4,008,545 | 4,682,403 | 200 | 200 | 9,817,060.00
2,601,932 | 1,809,721 | 200 | 200 5,823,864.%
5,374,766 | 5,078,815 | 200 | 200 | 10, 749, 530,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on agreeing to the
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas, which has been read.

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to ask the Senator in charge of this
bill whether the committee are agreed as respects the phraseol-
ogy of the amendment, or whether it is the wish of the Senator
from Indiana, who expressed just now a view in favor of the re-
duction of the rate to the House provision, to go back to the
House provision or retain the phraseology of the Senate amend-
ment, with the rates at 81 and $1.25 a pound? [ think the
phraseology is very important as respects this item.

Mr. VOORHEES. I have no criticism to make upon the
phraseology of the Senate amendment. It issimply the rate.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, My understanding is that the
Phra.seology of the amendment was prepared by officials of the
Treasury Depariment to meet decisions that have been had in
suits on the tobacco schedule as it exists in the present law.

Mr, PLATT. The phraseology of paragraphs 184 and 185
needs to be taken together as a completed whole.

Mr. ALLISON. The phraseology of the House provision,
wherein it provides ‘‘ oneuch part thereof as is wrapper tobacco
and suitable for ci%lar wrappers” is entirely too vague, There
is no doubt about the phraseology of the Senate amendment be-
ing the proper phraseology as respects the characterization of
the tobacco. Wrapper tobacco has a distinct signification.

Mr. PLATT. As explained in the amendment to paragraph
185. It is supposed that it will prevent fraud?

Mr. ALLISON. Yes,sir.

Mr. VEST. Of course the two provisions Eo together.

Mr. ALLISON. I should be gladalsoto ask the Senator from
Missouri whether there is any dispute as to the amendment pro-
posed to par: ph 1852

Mr. JONES of Arkansas.

Mr. VEST. I donot know of any.

Mr. ALLISON. I think that it is very apt phrascology, and
it ought to be incorporated in the bill.

Mr. BERRY and others. Question!

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas as a substitute for para-
graph 184,

The amendment was agreed to.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next paragraph will be read.

The Secretary read as follows:

185. All other leaf tobaceo, if unstemmed, 35 cents per pound; if stemmed,
50 cents per pound.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out paragraph 185
and insert what [ollows, printed in small type.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. Strike out paragraph 185 and insert—

185. Filler tobacco, unstemmed, imported in any bale, box, package, or in
bulk, 35 cents per pound; if stemmed, 50 cents per pound: Provided, That the
term wrapper tobacco, whenever used in t act, shall be taken to mean
thatq ty of leaf tobacco known commercially as wrapper tobacco: Pro-
vided further, That the term filler tobacco, whenever used in this act, shall
be taken to mean allleaf tobacco unmanifactured, not commercially known
as Wra tobacco; Provided further, That it any leaf tobacco imported in
any bale, box, acka%‘_«i!. or in bulk shall be the growth of different countries,
or shall differ in quality and value, save as provided in the suceeeding Ero-
vision, then the entire contents of such bale, box, %?.cka. @, or in bulk shall
be subject to the same duty as wrapper tobaceco: ovided Surther, That it
any bale, box, package, or bulk of leaf tobacco of uniform quality contains
exceeding 15 per cent thereof of leaves suitable in color, fineness of texture,
and size for wrappers for ¢cigars, then the entire contents of such bale, box,
package. or bulk shall be subject tothe sameduty as wrapper tobacco: Fro-
vided further, That collectors shall not permit entry to be made, except under
T tlons to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, of any leat
tobacco imported in any bale, box, package, or in bulk, unless the invoices
cove: the same shall specify in detail the character of the leaf tobacco in
such bale, box, package, or in bulk, whether wrapper or flller tobacco, Que-
brado or self-working bales, as the case may be: And provided further, That
in the examination for classification of any invoice of imported leat tobaceo
at least one bale if less than ten bales, and one bale in every ten bales and

more, if deemed necessary by the a];e'prsuning ofMcer, shall be examined b,
:ha ?g)pmlser or person authorized by law to malke such examination, an
‘'or the

None at all.

urpose of fixing the classification and amount of duty chargeabls
on suchinvoice of leaf tobacco the examination of ten hands out of each ex-
amined bale thereof ghall be taken to be a legal examination.
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment
of the Senator from Arkansas.

The amendment was agreed to.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the next

agraph.
pﬂ'i"he Secretary read as follows:

186. Tobacco, manufactured or unmanufactured, of all descriptions, not
specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 40 cents per pound.

Mr. ALLISON. There seems to be a change from the exist-
ing law by the insertion of the words ‘‘ or manufactured,” plac-
ing unmanufactured tobaccoof all descriptions at40 cents a pound,
The existing law provides for all other leaf tobacco manufac-
tured and not stemmed 35 centsa pound, and ifstemmed 50 cents
a pound. There would seem to be a gmper distinction in the
law between stemmed and unstemmed tobacco, whereas in this
paragraph tobacco manufactured or unmanufactured, whether
stemmed or unstemmed, is to have a uniform rate.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I undersfand thatthesuggestionto
* insert the word ‘‘ unmanufactured * in the paragraph came about
on account of certain administrative difficulties. I understand
that there has been recently a suit decided about scrap leaf to-
bacco; that it has been held it was not manufactured tobaccoand
was not included under the paragraph relating to manufactured
tobacco, thongh it had been so held by the customs officers and
was perimps sointended. The word ‘‘ unmanufactured "’ was put
in to include scrap leaf tobacco, which I understand is an ar-
ticle considerably imported and about which there has been con-
siderable difficulty in the administration of the law.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro-
ceeded with.

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows:

187. Snuff and snpuf flour, manufactured of tobacco, ground dry or damp,
and pickled, scented, or otherwise, of all deseriptions, 40 cents per pound.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Imove tostrikeout * forty * and in-
sert ‘* fifty ”inline 25 after the word ** descriptions;” so as to read,
*50 cents per pound.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The Secrefary read the next paragraph, as follows:

8 , ch , 80 e
pé%dm perar::nt:ad vl_iammmo all kinds, including wrappers, §3 per

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike ouf paragraph 188
and insert:

188, Cigars, cigarettes, and cheroots of all kinds, 84 per pound and 25 per
cent ad valorem; and paper cigars and cigarettes, including wrappers, shall
be subject to the same duties as are herein imposed upon cigars.

Mr, PLATT. Thatis the present rate,is it not?

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir; the same rate.

Mr. PLATT. Itis the present rate.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes.

The amendment was agreed to.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will continue the
reading of the bill.

The Secretary read as follows:

BCHEDULE G.—AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS AND PROVISIONS.

Animals, live:

189. Alllive animals, not speclally provided for in this act, 20 per cent ad
valorem.

Mr. HALE. I move to strike out the paragraph E‘uab read and
insert instead paragraphs 247, 248, 249, and 250, as found in the
large volume. s

-Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Maine that
the paragraphs in the present law be taken séparately, in order
thatthere may be some discussion on each one.

Mr. HALE. I am entirely willing to do that. The commit-
tee has reported one general sweeping clause covering all the
animals which are provided for in the present liw at different
rates. I move first to insert:

Horses and mules, r head: Provided, That horses valued at 8150 and
over shall pay a duty of 30 per cent ad valorem.

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

Tr?ig SECRETARY. Strike out paragraph 189 in the following
words:

Oﬁi{nm'e animals, not speclially provided for in this act, 20 per cent ad va-

And insert—
07%?1:11&:1 lagg guéﬁ.y%ﬂr ﬁg’ﬁﬁuﬁfﬁﬁﬁfm horses valued at £150 and

Mr. HALE. After the vote is taken upon this amendment I
shall move to follow it with hogs, cattle, and sheep. I will
simply state that the duty proposed in the amendment which I
have offered is the present rate of duty.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on agreeing to the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, under the provisions of the
existing law the importation of horses has been constantly in-

-

craasm;i. The value of the horses imported in 1891 was $772,-
000; in 1892, $974,000, and in 1803, $1,164,000. The revenue de-
rived from the duty on horses in 1891 was $228,000; in 1892, $307,-
000, and in 1893, 367,000, If the rate suggested by the commit-
tee should prevail, the revenue to be derived from the importa-
tion of horses will be reduced $135,000 on the basisof the impor-
tationsof 1893. Ican see no good publicreason why the revenue
from the importation of horses should be reduced $135,000.

Mr. CULLOM. Does not the Senator from Rhode Island be-
ﬁevr? that the duty ought to beincreased even above the present

w

Mr. ALDRICH, I have no doubt that the interestof the peo-

le of the United States would be served by an increase of the
uty over the ];resent law, instead of thelarge reduction that is
now proposed by the majority of the committee.

The quality and kinds of horses imported are brought in di-
rect competition with the horses which are raised in the United
States all along the Canadian border, and this change of duty is
a direct blow to the farmers and other people engaged in the
raising of horses in the United States. Senators uponthe other
side have been voting to impose revenue duties of from 40 to 80
or 100 per cent upon certain articles and products, but when we
get to the agricultural schedule, the interests of the farmers of
the United States, who have had no special representativeshere
pleading with the ms;jority of the committee, are stricken down
and a revenue duty of 20 per cent seems to be sufficient for their
purposes. Itisanother of the glaring inconsistencies of the bill
and an evidence of the determination of the Democratic major-
ity in this Chamber to strike down the agricultural interests of
the countx‘-}- whenever and wherever they can do so.

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I live where I am compelled to
knowsomething aboutthe mattersnowunderconsideration by the
Senate, and I affirm without any hesitation that the existinglaw
has worked admirably. No man to-day in Canada can afford to
send to the United States a cheap horse, a poor one, one of low
character, because he is compelled to pay $30,and he knows that
he must pay the $30 every time. He never raises the question
which is so frequently raised in the United States. The Cana-
dian admits that there is a duty of 830 on a horse, and when he
sends a horse to the United States he pays the $30. The conse-
quence is that we are now receiving from Canadano poor horses.

There are very large numbers imported intomycity. Weare
right on the line of the railroad from Canada. Every week
consignments arrive, and the character of the horses has im-
proved more than 50 per cent under the existing law. I can
not see any reason why the duty should be reduced. More rev-
enue will not be obtained. Take the duty provided for in the -
bill, 20 per cent. Hardly a horse will come that will be valued
at over $50, You will only get $10 on a horse, and we shall
back to the cheap classof horses we were receiving from Can
ten years ago. I hoped that the committee would consent, if
they believed the duty of #30 required some reduction, to a duty
of $25 each on horses and mules.

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, there is a good deal of pretense
to use no stronger term, in this solicitude for the agricultumi
interest of the United States, in the import duties upon agricul-
tural products, and especially live animals. Every intelligent
man, especially if he lives in a cattle and horse proguc:lng coun-
“.lf' knows how much of this pretense there is.

he Treasury re})ort.s show very emphatically and distinetl
what is the effect of any duty, and what are the relative interes
of the United States and foreign countries in regard to these
in'oducts. The regorts show that’of horses we imported in 1893
2,600 head, valued at 81,252,185, which would be an average of
about$95 a head, the whole importation amounting to 12,500 head
of horses. We egxaported $718,000 worth. We imported 6 mules
altogether in 1893 and exported 1,634. Of cattle we imported
$23,503 worth in 1893 and exported $26,032,432 worth.

Mr. ALDRICH. Live animals?

Mr. VEST, Of cattle.

Mr. HALE. Live cattle?

Mr. VEST. Yes, live cattle; and I suppose this includes also
the meat or flesh.

Mr. HALE. The Senator must be wrong.

Mr. VEST. Of animals we exported $26,032,428 worth.

Mr. ALDRICH. That can not be live animals. It must be
dressed beef.

Mr. VEST. I gave the amount in dollars.
were 287,494,

Mr. HALE. Of live animals?

Mr. VEST. Ihaveread thereport. The Senator can put his
own construction on it.

Mr. HALE. From what is the Senator reading?

Mr. VEST. The Treasury report, exports and imports. Of
hogs we im;;lorbed $211,241 worth, and we exported $397,162
worth. Of sheep we imported $1,571,476 worth. We exported

In number there
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$126,394 worth. Of all other animals we imported $39,025 worth
and exported $43,116 worth.

Now, in the MeKinley act the duty imposed upon these dif-
ferent animals is:as follows: 230 a head on all horses up to $150
in value, and on all horses above 8150 in value 30 per cenf ad va~
lorem; on cattle up to 1 year old $2, over 1 year old $10; on hogs
$1.50 per head; on sheep up to 1 year old 75 cents, over | year
old $1.50; on all other animals 20 per cent. Wepropose to make
the duty upon all these animals 20 per cent. So the difference
between the McKinley act and the proposed amendment on
horses valued at $150 is only 10 per cent.

Mr. President, I do not rpro ose to go into the question as to
what will be the effect ol re ucing duties on the amount col-
lected. There is avast difference of opinion amongst gentlemen
who claim to be experts ugon this question in regard to that
mafter. I am inclined to the opinion that the raducticn of the
duties wonld increase the imports; but very high authority can be
found upon theother side. Asto the protection generally to the
agriculiural interestsof the United Statesit isamyth, not to say
an absolute fraud. It is like the pretense of protecting wheat
and rye and barley when we export, for instance, 100,000,000
bushels and import 1,000 bushels for seed. Yet our friends, in
1800, appealed to the agrieultural interests of the country, be-
cause they said they had protected the wheat and barley and
rye of the United States from foreign competition. It was a
poor commentary upon the intelligence of the farmers of this
counfry, and the result of the election in 1892 showed that the
farmers of the United States had detected the imposture and
resented it at the polls. s g

Mr. ALDRICH. How about the farmers of Oregon?

Mr. VEST. Oh, Mr. President, ‘‘the Dutch ve carried
Holland.”

Mr. HALE. And carried it by a larger majority than ever.

My. VEST. Our friends upon the other side are now, Lsup-
pose, preparing to cackle over this egg which has been in their
nest all the time.

Mr. HALE., If the Senator from Missouri will allow me, I
will state that there is not on this side, to use the elegant word
of the Senator from Missouri, any disposition to caclde over the
Oregon victory——

Mr. VEST. I thoughtlheardacackle from the Senator from
Rhode Island.

Mr. HALE. Becauseitissimply one inasuccession of triumphs
which have been won by the l.gepublican party ever sinee the
Senutor and his associates sat down to frame the pending bill;
and we are so used to these returns, showing that what was
claimed to be the political result that settled this question in
18902 is being considered now as a sober second thought by the
}):nple. Theevidencesare so greatand souniversal that thisside

not inelined to cackle over it. Itexpects new victories ever,
time there is an election, and will continae te expect them un
vext November.

The Senator from Missouri of course realizes, and his party
associates do, that what they claimed to be the verdict of the
gaople in 1892, to which he has referred and thereby opened this

iscussion—the voice of the people, the farmers, and otherwise
in 1892—is now all being set back and reversed by the elections
of this \;aa:r. -

Mr. VEST. After the very interesting stump speech of the
Senutor from Maine I hope we can return to business,

Mr. HALE., The Senator from Missouri started it.

Mr. VEST. 1 did notstart it. I said nothing about Oregon.

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Missourireferred to the farm-

ers.
Mr. VEST. Iam perfectly contentwith theold maxim, which
:l.[aa believe we goffrom the Spaniards, ‘* He laughs best who laughs
t.‘l}

Mr. ALDRICH. Wae are

Mr. VEST. We shall ses what is the deliberate verdict of
the people of the Uniied States. Whether my career in this
Chamber be long or short (and I am rather indifferent as to
that), and without putting myself amongst the prophets, I wish
to make this statement, and I believe it and am certain of it,
and time will prove its correctness. Protection as advocated by
the other side of the Chamber is doomed. Depression, finan-
cial and otherwise, may for a time retard tariff reform, but the
system of protection is marked for destruction. It is as certain
as ﬂtslatat this country is in existence to-day and will continue to
(=) o -

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me?

Mpy. VEST. I prefer,if the Senator pleases, with all courtesy
to him, that he deliver his political address in his own time.

Mr. HALE. Ishall not interrupt the Senator further. The
Senator himself brought the discussion on by referring to the
election of 1892, and stating how the farmers of the country had
put theirfoot of disapprobation on what the Senator calls the

hing last at present.

false pretense of protection in relation to them. I do not fancy
that we shall be led into a long political debate on this subject.

Mr. VEST. I will yield the floor to the Senator if he wants
a political debate. However, I shall not take part in if.

r. HALE. I merely wish to say in response to the Senator
as to hisfirm conviction that ﬁrotection isdoomed in the future,
that may be; time alone will tell; but we on this side of the
Chamber believe that the doctrine of protection to American
labor which is to be crystallized into formal and appropriate
laws upon our statute books has gained more during the pres-
ent session of Congress than in years past; that the manifesta-
tions which have come from the other side, the attempts which
have been made on their part to make a bill not based upon pro-
tection, the utter and deplorable failure of their whole pro-
gramme, are so firmly fixed in the minds of the people that nof
only the elections this year, but the elections in years to come
will show that American protection stands higher and sironger
in the minds of the American people than ever before. I say
that in offset to the Senator's declaration. He is as earnest in
his views as I am, and undoubtedly believes in themas strongly
as L do in mine. Time alone can tell.

Mr. VEST. Justa single word and I'shall be done. So far as
the operations of the high import duties upon animals are con-
cerned, they may have some effect along the Canadian border.
As to the general agricultural interestof the country, they have
no effect-at all, unless it be (and it iz quite an important one, es-
pecially in the great West, where I live) to exclude from the
country animals which may be used in certain specific agricul-
tural pursuits, For instance, take the effect of the McKinley
act upon that peculiar breed of animals, of horses which are used
in Texas and along the M frontier. The Mexican ponies
inherit the instinct of herding cattle justas the coilie dog in-
herits the instinet for herding sheep. Every man who has any
experience in that portion of the country knows that there is no
animal so invaluable to the cattle herder in Texas as the Mexi-
can pony, which can be bought for $5, $3, and $10 a head.

Whatis the result of the McKinley act upon that specific in-
terest? You cannot bring into this country from Mexico, where
those animals are bred, a Mexican pony for herding purposes
for less than $30. They are worth only $5 and the duty is $30,
or six times as much. That is what the McKinley act did. -

Lg r. HALE. What is the duty on mules under the McKinley

act? : -
Mr. VEST. Thirty dollars per head on horsesup to $150 in
value, and then 30 per cent ad valorem above that. That is the
present law. You can not introduce a Mexican pony worth from
#5 to 810 into this country without paying $30 duty.

Mr. ALDRICH. Isthe country suffering on account of the
want of the introduction of Mexiean ponies?

Mr. VEST. My facetious friend from Rhode Island always
goes to the extreme. Now,he uses the word ‘‘suffering.” Ido
not know that the People are emaciated and dying in the chap-
parals along the plains, but [ know one thing in my personal ex-
perience upon a ranch in Texas, which I am unfortunate enough
"to own. For three of those Eonies I had topay some $35 apiece,
when they were really worth 810 apiece.

Mr. PEFFER. 1Ishould like to ask the Senator from Mis-
souri whether they were worth that amount when he gotthem?

Mr. VEST. I think they were, because you can not get other
horses to do the same work. Yet if I could have brought them
into this country at a reasonable rate of duty I should have
saved $75. But Il am a patriot, and I paid it as a tribute to the
genius of my friend from Rhode Island, who invented the lawof
1890. That is the only effect of the McKinley duties as to the
farmers generally in the country, They understand it. Itisa
humbug from the beginning, and you can not sprinkle hay seed
in your hair and go to the farmers of the West and by any such
pretense win their votes.

Mr, COKE. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me for a
moment?

Mr. VEST. Certainly.

Mr. COKE. I will statethat the McKinley acthas completely
supp:(-iassed all forms of commerce in live stock on the Rio
Grande. = )

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Texas is right, and I know
what he saysio be true.

Mr. COKyE. It has completely suppressed it.

Mr. ALDRICH. We can not hear what the Senator from
Texas says. :

Mr. H&AR. Will not the Senator from Texas repeat his
statement?

Mr. COKE. I stated that the duties under the McKinley law
have completely destroyed all commerce in livestockon the Rio
Grande. at is a well-known fact. We can notimport cattle,
horses, or any other sort of stock under the law without paying

a heavier duty than the stock s worth.
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Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator from Texas whether the
roduction of those animals in Texas is not stimulated by the
fa‘r, and do not the figures and the Senator’s own ebservation
show it i increasing in his own State by reason of that practi-
cal %rohibition? Do net his people raise more horses and po-

es!

Mr. COKE. We do raise stock of all sorts in Texas, but the
people of Texas want commerce with their neighbors, so that
they can exchange their produets.

Mr. HALE. That does not precisely answer my question.

Mr. COKE. They do not wish to be entirely shut off from
Mexico. I presume the people of New Mexico and California
are similarly situated.

-Mr. HALE. Has notthe productionof those animals in Texas
increased very largely in the last three or four years?

Mr.COKE. I donot think it has.

Mr. CAREY. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to
ask the Senator from Texas a question?

Mr. VEST. Certainly.

Mr. CAREY. I wish to ask the Senator from Texas whether
the prices in Texas of the elass of horses he is speaking about
are too high to suit the producer?

Mr. COKE. Iam not an expert about the prices of stock
there; butI state the general proposition tobea fact, that there
is no frading on the two sidesof r.ga Rio Grande. Since the Me-
Kinley law has been in foree no cattle, no horses, no sheep, no
hogs, no live animals at all have been broughtaecross the border
unless they have been smuggled.

Mr.CAREY. Does notthe Senator know that beeause of the
increased produectionin the United States of cow ponies, carriage
horses, coach horses, and all kinds of other horses in connec-
tion with the disuse of horses for many pci.:&pose.s,. the price of
horses in the United States has been reduced from 50 to 100 per
cent during the last two years?

Mr. COKE. Does the Senator ask if I know that to be a-faet?

Mr. CAREY. Yes.

Mr. QOKE. My reply is that I do not know any such thing.

Mr. CAREY. The Senator does not know anything about
the subiect? 3

Mr, COKE. Iknow that all kinds of stock and property of
overy character and description have gone down in value,and I
suppose horses have gone down in same way, but in no

greater proportion.

Mr. C: Y. I wish to say to the Senator from' Texas that
Iam somewhatfamiliar with the pricesef horses. Iknow of one
herd of horses where there were four or five thousand head two
or three years ago, bred with thoroughbred stallions, using what
are known as the plain brood mares. For the last two or three
months ¢hey have been retailing out fine horses, wellbred, with
all the endurance of horses that are raised in Texas and on the

lains, for 20 ahead. You can buy whole bands of horses simi-
ar to the kind that are raised in the State of Texas to-day for
$10 a head. I ean show the Senator from Texas such herds of
horses if he desires to buy them.

Mr. COKE. AllIhave to say in reply to the Senator is that
he can not designate any sort of property in the South and West
that has not fallen exactly in the same proportion. The de-
crease in value is not pe to horses, and not peculiar toany
kind of stock. Cattle are as much depressed as horses, sheep
are as much depressed as either, and hogs and all kinds of live
stock, and indeed property of every description, have gone down
in precisely the same proportion.

Mr. CAREY. With the permission of the Senator from Mis-
souri I want to state—and T know this to be =& fact—that in the
State of Texas the average herds of cattle are worthall the way
from seven fo fourteen dollars a head. That is what the North-
ern purchaszer has to pay in Texas. You can go into Mexico to-
day and you ean buy the same class of cattle, and just as good,
for 84 a head, and buy them in Mexican money; in other words,
ggu can exchange your United States silver certificates on the

rder line of Texas for Mexican money, and buy animals in
Texas for $4 a head.

Mr. COKE. Perha[{:s you eould exchange some wheat for
them, too, which would increase the price of wheat.

Mr. CAREY. I have no doubt of that.

Mr. VEST. It seems to me the Senator from Wyoming proves
too much for his side of the question. We were told in 1890, as
I recollect ver{.disﬁncﬂy. that these duties were put upon live
animals and other agricultural products in order to give a better
market and better prices to the farmers of the United States.
It seems that the McKinley act has not had that operation, ac-
cording to the Senator from Wyoming, and that all these prod-
ucts have gone down until they are at ruinously low prices to-

daly.
happen to know something about prices in Mexico and §
Texas; and the Senator states the a;r:iwo strongly when hne

says you can buy eattle of the same sortin Mexieco for $4 that
{'ou pay ten, twelve, or feurteen dollars for in the United States.

hey are a different sort of cattle entirely. Ciimate makes the
greatest difference in the world and breed makes all the differ-
ence everywhere; and it is the same way with Mexican horses..
We never saw the time when we could raise ponies in Texas, in
that great Southwestern plain country, for anything like the
price they could be brought in from Mexico, leaving off the
duty. I have seen the time when herds of ponies came into
Missouri and you could take your choice for a five-dollar bill
and take the best pony in the herd. All that went away when
we passed the McKinley bill, and nobody could bring in ponies
paying $30 apiece in order toeross the Rio Grande. They were
shut out of the country. .

Mr. CAREY, You want to shut them out and produce the
same kind here:

Mr. VEST. No; we do not raise the same kind, and we can
not do it at the same prices. The resultof the MeKinley act
was that you absolutely shut off all commeree and all commer-
cial relations between the twocountries, and the herdsmen who
could previously buythese penies, whieh were the finest
in the weorld for the purposes for which they were used, for five,
six, or eight dollars, could not buy them a$ all, and they had to

“talte half-breed Ameriean horses or the eheap American horses

which were raised in Texas. That was the only result of itf.

1t might be added to what the Senator from Texas [Mr. CogE]
has testified in regard to the effect of the McKinley act upon
horses and cattle, that it hasabsolutely destroyed all other com-
merce between the two countries. Mexico immediately retali-
ated by putting up her dutiesupon all American imports,so that
we were shut off from that market, and it was made absolutely
im ible to get necessary articles from Mexico, and this was
hailed, io triwmphe, as & great eommercial vietory. I donot see
it, and I have never been able to see it.

Mr. FRYE. AsT understand it, in the interestsof the ranch~
men of Texas the interests of the upper tier of States—Maine,
New York, New Hampshire, and Vermont, and so along the
northern border—are to be saerificed.

Mr, VEST. No, Mr. President, we put 20 per cent dufy onall
these importations. I would make the Maine man pay what the
Tex:s man pays, and T would put the dutyonaeceording to value.
I would not put $30 on a five-dollar horse and $30 on a one hun-
dred and filty dollar horse; but I would put the 20 per centon
all of them, and let the law operate, as it ought to do inevery
free country, justly and equitably. ;

Mr. HALE obtained the floor.

Mr:‘JPEFFERu Will the Senator allow me to offer an amend-
ment .

Mr. HALE. Certainly.

Mr, PEFFER. I wish topropose an amendment te theamend-
ment offered by the Senator from Maine |Mr. HALRE], which is
to add at the end of the paragraph these words:

Provided, That this section shall not apply to that class of horses com~
menly known as ponies, raised chiefly in Hexico. ;

I agree with most of what the Senator from Missouri [Mr.
VEST] and the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE]} have said, that
this class of horses are not considered valuable for farming pur-
poses. They are used chiefly for herding and by families for the
use of the little ?eo le and the women, but they are not raised
by the farmers o or of Nebraska or of Missouri, or any
of the great grain-growing Statesanywhere in this country. So
they might very safely be admitted free of duty, and yet notin~
terfere with the business of horse raising or of farming any-
where in the country. The only reason why a duty might
im d upon them at all would be for revenue purposes.

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment pr?iposed the
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] to the amendment of the
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] will be stated.

The SECRETARY. Ifis proposed to add to the amendment:

Provided, That this section shall not aggelym that class of horses com-
monly lknown as ponies, raised chiefly in xico.

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the explanation of the Senator
from Missouri [Mr. VEST] shows that we have struck another
itern where a Southern interest is cared for to the detriment of
a Northern interest. This whole 20 per cent rate which is cov-
ered by the bill is importunt because it is needed to apply to that
local, narrow industry in Texas, which the Senator has described
and which has been certified to by the senior SBenator from that
State [Mr. CoxEgl.

Isuppose we shall find them all through the bill, but until the:
explanation of the Senator from Missouri, backed up by the Sen-
ator from Texas, I had not discovered what was at the bottom of
this 20 per cent duty on live animals. Itistoecareforthe herds-
men and the farmers, if you choose, the users of the small Mex~
ican pony, which is a low grade animal and comes incheap; and
for that purpose the immense productions of valuable live ani-
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malsand horses along our whole northern border are to be thrown
n to the competition of our Canadian rivals.

Mr. COKE. 1 will suggest to the Senator, if he will permit
me, that New Mexico, Arizona, and California are equally inter-
ested with Texas in this provision,

Mr. HALE, I do not know how far it extends, but certainly
as shown here in the Senate it seems to be a peculiarly local
matter applying to Texas, and the Senators from the far West-
ern States do not agree with the Senator in this respect.

Mr. President, the main thing [ rose to say is this:.The
Senator, in caring for his Texas friends, is overreaching him-
self in his provision when it is applied to horseson the Northern
border. He will get no revenue out of this 20 per cent, for the
reason that on all the lower grade horses which can be poured
in, driving our own production ouf, the rate of valuation will be
so small. There is nothing in which undervaluation is more
practicable and can be more easily carried out than upon the
article of horses.

The Canadian stock horses will be invoiced at $20, $25, or 830
a head, and the duty of 20 per cent will amount to nothing; the
Senator will get no revenue. He had better put the duty at
some specific rate. If the amendment of the Senator from Kan-
gas is carried, then, looking at the matter broad and large upon
both sections, the Senator will get his revenue by specific rates
upon the lower kind of Northern horses, and wil{ get his 20 per
cent upon the Mexican Eonies which are brought over; but 20
Er cent applied, with the system of undervaluation which will

found to be in vogue every day, will not only destroy the great
and stimulated growth of horses which has taken place upon our
side within the last three or four years, but you will get no rev-
enue; the country will be filled with the Canadian poorer kind
of horses, the Government will get nothing at all, and the 20
per cent will be of no account, and will not figure in the duties.

Mr. CAREY. Mr. President, I am somewhat surprised at
the amendment as offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr.
PEFFER]. Iam familiar with the horse business of the West.
In all the Rocky Mountain States, as well as in Western Ne-
braska and Kansas and in the Pacific coast States, th:ﬂ produce
all kinds of animals, small and large, and ponies in respects
as perfect as any which are raised in Mexico. Indeed it has
been made a business in some sections of the West to raise the
small class of horses and ponies. I have bought hundreds of
horses, which have been brought from Texas and sold as Texas
horses, which I knew when I was buying them were Mexican
horses. You can tell by the brands, whie regresﬁnt very much
a map of the United States. I have no doubt that my friend
from Texas [Mr. CogEg] is familiar with the brands. The per-
sons from whom I purchased sold them as Texas horses, and I
bou%ht them as Texas horses, paying Texas prices.

The reason Texas wants this barrier taken away is that the
citizens of that State can import those ponies, I suppose, and
sell them as Texas ponies. Any man who watches the market
of live stock in the United States—not the price which is paid
in the retail market, but the price which is paid in the whole-
sale market—must conclude that we do not need any more live
stock, certainly of the common order, in the United States.

You have to pay high prices, it is true, in the retail market
for your beef, but the man who produces it to-day scarcely gets
enough money out of it to pay for raising it.

This is true of stock-growers and farmers in Missouri as well
as in Texas and other places in thiscountry. The meat market
to-day is absolutely and entirely in the control of trusts; you
may call them by the name of trusts, for four or five firms control
the meat product of the United States. The meat is as much
in the hands of a trustand combine as sugar will be after the
passage of the pending bill.

We do not need any more cattle in this country at present, we
do not need any more horses in this country at present, because
t.herl«: is a great overproduction of all classes of this kind of
stock.

‘We raise in the West certainly as good stock as is raised in
Mexico, and we raise some in the West just as poor as is raised
in Mexico. We produce in California horses of exactly the
same quality as are produced in Mexico; we produce them in
Arizona, we produce them in Texas, we produce them in Wyo-
ming, in Colorado, in Idaho, in Oregon, indeed in all of that
section of that great stock-growing country. Only a few years
ago there were no horses of any account in many of those West-
ern States. Now there are great herds of horses, numbering
thousands in each herd. The business grew up rapidly; men
invested large sums of money in horses; they imported horses
of expensive quality, which the McKinley bill was passed, as I
understand, to encourage as much as it was passed to discourage
the importation of the poorer class of horses.

Now, it is proposed to remove this duty, so that, as has been
sfated by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], you can go over

into Canada and probably get horses into this country at an ex-
pense of 20 per cent on a %50 horse, which has been heretofore
sold perhaps as high as $200 or $250 in the market. There is no
way to regulate this valuation under the ad valorem system. I
have explained that you can go into Mexico and get’ into this
market the best cattle they produce down there, very much
like the Texas cattle, for 20 per cent on $2 a head, or 40 centsa
head. So the result of this provision in the bill is simply tha
you break down the prices of live stock in the West, while you
increase the prices of cattle and horses in Mexico.

I have as a citizen of the United States a great deal more in-
terest in the people of the West than I have in those of Mexico.
I have a great deal more interest in those people than I havein
gratifying the desire of the peotgle of Texas to be able to trade
with a foreign country without the obstruction of tariff duties.

It is somewhat singular that under this bill framed by the
Democratic party, which has talked to the farmers of the West
about the ou es committed b{l the Republican party, that
they have framed it all the way through, from the commence-
ment to the end, against the interests of the West, and the only
interests which have been served in the framing of the bill, so
far as agricultural interests are concerned, are those which
directly affect the Southern States.

We have heard much during the last four or five months
about a great combination between the South and the North-
west. If anybody has ever been crazy enough to think such a
thing was gosmble, I think when he reads this tariff bill, which
will probably become a tariff law, he will banish every such
tho}tllght, and will give up every such desire, if he has ever had
such. :

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the Democratic farmers of
the country, when they contrast party professionsand the prom-
ises of Democratic platforms and orators with the provisions of
this bill, must have a very confused notion of the real nature of
the tariff reform for which they have voted. This will be es-
pecially true of the Democratic farmers of the North, when they
see that the knife has been applied mercilessly to every interest -
which they have, and that the duties upon the articles in which
they are interested have been reduced enormously, while upon
the articles which they buy in manycases the duties have been
increased. When they compare the rates imposed upon North-
ernagricultural products with the rates which areimposed upon
Southern agricultural products, certainly their faith in the party
which they have supported must very greatly diminish.

Let me call the attention of the Senate to a few cases of the
nature to which I have alluded. The duty upon horses is re-
duced from $30 a head to 20 per cent valorem. I think
it will be impossible for the Senator from Missouri, or any other
Senator, to convince the farmers who are engaged in raising
horses all along the northern frontier that an importation
amounting in value to 81,164,000 a year does not bring into the
United States horses which comFet.e with those they produce,
and that a reduction of the rate of duty will not, to that extent,
increase the competition and reduce the selling price of the
horses which they put upon the market.

This bill imposes a duty upon sugar, a Southern agricultural
product, of 40 per cenf ad valorem, while the duties imposed
upon Northern agricultural products are on an average 20 per
cent ad valorem. This bill imposes a duty upon rice of more
than 80 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. VEST. What did you impose in the McKinley law?

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not talking about the MeKinley law.
I am talking about the provisions of the bill the Senator from
Missouri presents to the Senate.

Mr. VEST. You are complaining of the size of the duties we
have reduced, and yet you say we are discriminating in favor of
the South.

Mr. ALDRICH. Youarediscriminating infavor of the South,
for the reason that you have' raduced the duties upon the agri-
cultural products of the North very largely, and in this case more
than one-half.

Mr. VEST. How about rice? :

Mr. ALDRICH. You have left it substantially as it now is.

Mr. VEST. Notatall.

Mr. ALDRICH. You have made no substantial reduction in
the duty on rice.

Mr. VEST. That is a statement of fact which will be seen to
be not true by turning to the bill. {

Mr. ALDRICH. We shall reach the dufy on rice before a
great while, and I shall then be glad to discuss that question
with the Senator. Iam only now calling affention to the great
diseriminations made in this bill in favor of the agricultural
Eroduct.a of the South as against the agricultural productsof the

orth,
ct of this question. When the intelligent

Take another
farmer finds the duties upon his products reduced, or that
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they are placed upon tBe free list, and finds a duty imposed on
coaf of 40 per cent ad valorem, and a duty imposed upon collars
and cuffs of 80 per cent ad valorem, and the duties placed on a
large number OF the articles which he buys of three, four, five,
eight, or ten times as great as those imposed upon hisown prod-
uet, he will be likely to ascertain the reasons why these dis-
criminations have been made.

Tt is the same old sectional question over again. The men

who prepared this bill are the legitimate and proger SuCcessors.

of Robert J. Walker and the men who prepared the Democratic
tariff bills before the war. Thisbill is prepared along the same
line, and for the same purposes. The farmers of the country are
inteiligent, and I give greater significance than the Senator
from Missouri seems inclined to give to the result in Oregon on
the day before yesterday. It is frue thatOregon has beena Re-
publican State, but the extent of the victory now achieved in
that State shows, as plainly as anything can show, that the farm-
ers of the country are aroused, that they understand their real
interests. Many farmers in Oregon who heretofore voted the
Democratic ticket or the Populist ticket, in this case have sup-
ported the Rei)ublican party,standing, as it does, squarely upon
a protective l} atform.
Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I feel it as a duty I owe to the
Northwestern people and the people of my State to say a few
words in reg&rgeto this provision of the tariff bill.
I think the amendment offered by the Senator from Maine
Mr. HaLE], which restores the old duty of $30 per head on
orses worth less than 8150, and of $10 per head on cattle,ought
to be adopted. The fact is that horses in that Northwestern
country now are worth almost nothing. That is owing partly
to the great increase in the number of horses and to the less use
for horses in the cities on account of electrical appliances and
cable roads.  Through these improved, scientific methods of lo-
comotion in cities and towns, horse cars have almost been aban-
doned, and the demand -for horses greatly lessened in conse-

uence. It isalmost impossible for those people now to raise

orses or cattle with any profit, as has been stated by the Sena-
tor from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY].

Another fact in connection with this industry in my State is
that we border on British Columbia, where the conditions are
almost identical with the conditions in my own State. They
raise horses and cattle there and bring them across the border
for shipment East and make the competition so much greater
for us. Horses now are very cheap. Ido notthink that anyone
would desire tohavehorses or cattle on the hoofcheaper than they
are at the present time when bought by the head. It hascome
to such a pass that it is absolutely impossible for our people now
to ship horses to the East and sell them with any profit, and if
the duty which is now imposed is removed, that condition will
be made permanent, thusworking a great hardship tothat whole
Northwestern counhz.

As I say, horses and cattle on the hoof are now cheap enough
to suit anyone. Beel in the Eastern markets is plenty high and
will not be any lower if you remove the duty of 810 per head on
cattle. This {B plain from the fact that no matter how cheap
cattle on the hoof is, the price of dressed beef in Eastern mar-
kets maintains its higbh Frice. This is one of those items which
should not be in the bill. It is one of those numerous items
which discriminate against the Northwestern and Western
country. The more you study the bill, the more convinced you
are that verylittlé consideration is shown to that section of the
country, which, of all sections at the present time, needs en-
couragement by legislation. You will simply strile another
blow at the far West without conferring any corresponding
benefit on any portion of the country, unless it be, possibly, the
Rio Grande, in Texas.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a single word upon this
proposed amendment.

New Hampshire is not quite so near the Canadian border as
the State of Ri[aine, but, nevertheless, the productions of Canada
come in direct competition with the products of the farmers of
my State; and if this proposed change in the existing law is
made, it will necessarily result in serious detriment to the best
interests of New Hampshire, however much good it may do to
the State of Texas.

Some suggestions have been made of a political character in
connection with this discussion, and Imay be pardoned for afew
words in that line. New Hampshire for a long time has been a
very close State politically. ﬁer people imbibed Democracy
from some of the greatest men who have ever honored this coun-
try either in private or public station, and it has been a very
difficult matter for the Republican party to wrest the control of
that State from the great Democratic organization. From 1882

to 1892 we failed to elect a governor by popular vote, our consti-
tution requiring a majority of votes to elect the chief executive;
resident, we had an election in New Hampshire in
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but, Mr.

March, 1894, for town officers, which ought to serve as an object
lesson to our Democratic friends. The result, of course, was not
quite as significant as it would have been had we elected State
officers or had it been a national contest. But I want fo say to
Democratic Senators, who have been hoping and praying that
New Hampshire might enter the Democratic column, that if
this tariff bill passes, or if this schedule relating to agricultural
products becomes a law, they may as well abandon future con-
tests in my State.

In 1890 the two Congressional districts in New Hampshire
elected Democrats to the House of Representatives. In 1892
those districts were recovered by a very small plurality; but in
the town elections in March, 1894, we had things all our own
way, and simply because of the threatened tariff legislation of
the Democratic party. Why, sir, in one Democratic town, &
town thatardinarﬁajlr casts two or three times as many Democratic
votes as Republican, not a single Democratic vote was cast at
that election; and in another, a very strong Democratic town,
every officer elected was a Republican, except that they did
give the office of hearse-keeper to a Democrat, in which there
seemed to be very great appropriateness.

The city in which the national Democratic committeeman
from my State resides, for a great many years very strongly
Democratic, gave a large Republican majority, and the returns
from that election clearly indicate that if we could have a State
election in New Hampshire at the present time—and the same
will hold true in November next—instead of failing to elect our
governor bg [}Eopula.r vote, we should give the Republican ticket
at least 10,000 majority.

Mpr. President, stripped from all disguise, this is a contest be-
tween the North and the South; this is a sectional bill; thereis
no disguising that fact; and the people of the North are rapidly
awakening to it. They appreciate the importance of the con-,
test, and will make known their disapproval of this bill as soon
as they can get an opportunity to register their verdict at the
ballot box, as they did a day or two ago in the great State of
Oregon, and as they have done, as the Senator from Maine [Mr.
HALE] very pertinently suggested, at every election since this
bill was proposed to the National Congress and the Democratic
party announced its intention to enact it into law.

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator be good enough to explain
whag he referred to about Oregon? It was not exactly under-
stood.

Mr. GALLINGER., The information I have, I will say in an-
swer to the Senator from Massachusetts, is—and I get it from
the distinguished Senator [Mr. DoLPH], whom we all hope to
see redlected to this body by the Legislature that is elected in
Oregon—the information I receive is that Oregon, now havin
a Populist governor, has elected a Republican governor by a
least 15,000 majority, and that the Legislature is probably three-
fourths Republican. =

Mr. PEFFER. I will ask the Senator not to revise his re-
marks for a day or two until he hears from the back counties.
[Laughter.] =

Mr. GALLINGER. Ishall very gladly do that. I am not as
much interested in Oregon as in another section of the country,
but the statement I have made was made upon the authoffity of
the Senator from Oregon, who probably knows more about the
facts than the Senator from Kansas can possibly know. Evi-
dently the unholy alliance between Democracy and Populism
has received its deathblow in Oregon, as it will in Kansas and
Nebraska next November.

Mr. President, from a political standpoint nothing would
please New England befter than to have this agricultural sched-
ule enacted into law. If we were simply looking to the polities
of the present situation we would hope that it might be passed
without change; but I stand here to make an ap ,and a very
serious one, for the material rather than the political interests
of the people whom I represent.

Agriculture at the best in New England is not over?rosper-
ous, but we are doing something to our credit in that line. It
is a matter of record that the little State of New Hampshire re-
ceived the first prize for dairy productsat the great Exposition
in Chicago. Woe are doing something in raising horses and cat-
tle and sheep; we are doing something in raising the necessa-
ries of life on our sterile soil; and I appeal to the Senators hav-
ing in charge this bill and to the Democratic side of this Cham-
ber not to strike down the interests of the people of the section
of country from which I come.

It is a mistake upon their partfrom every possible standpoint;
it will be a mistake on their part, in my judgment, looking at
the future of political parties in this country, if they persist in
discriminating against the North and in favor of the South, as
they are diseriminating in this bill, and undertake b lowering
the duties, as they propose to do, on the agricultural products
of New England, to bring into those States an influx of the
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products of Canadian soil, thus doing great injury to the mate-
rial interests of our people who are strn%giing to sustain them-
selves on soil less fertile than the great West can boast.

Mr. President, this is all I care to say. I malke this plea for
the people whom I in part represent; and I have reason to hope
that as the Demecratic side of the Chamber after diseussion re-
ceded from their ition when they proposed to strike down
the great granite industry of New England, so they may, with
equal justice, not to say magnanimity, see the propriety of re-
ceding from the proposed reductionof duties in the schedule we

 are now considering. If they do not, they will live to regret
their injustice: and the sectionalism of this bill will react upon
them to their utter dismay and overthrow.

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, horses areto guitean extent
aspecial productionof my State and it is a production inregard
to whichlf am persenally in sympathy with the people of the
State. Iam in favor of specific duties on the entire schedule of
live animals, but if not applied to all, the rates upon horses
should certainly be specifie. ;

I have been familiar with the importation of horses for fifty
years, living for years directly on the line and in the household
of n enstoms officer. I have seen the operations of the law un-
der ad valorem and under specific duties. I know that under
the ad valorem system fraud and undervaluation is the rule,
and that it drives honest buyers and importers out of the busi-
ness of importation. .

Besides this, as a revenue matter it is entirely a give-away to
the Canadian farmers. They have endeavoredsince the McKin-
ley law went into operation to send horses abroad, but it has
been a complete failure, as can be seen from the returms sinet
that law went into effect. The trade will go to the near mar-
ket and to parties who see the animals, and the number sent
abroad is therefore trifling.

_ So, as a matter of revenue, it is a complete surrender of the

revenue, and it is an encouragement of fraud and undervalua-
tion. If the ad valorem duty applies at all on this schedule, it
might apply, with less objection, tocattleand sheep. Although
still very objectionable as to them, it is much mora so in regard
to horses, because it is more difficult to determine their value.

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, some of my associates have been
kind enough te speak for Oregon this morning, but Oregon dees not
need any one to speak for her. Shespeaks for herself. Advicesre-
ceived by me from the State indicate that the Republican State
ticket has been elected by large pluralities, if not majorities overall,
and that the governor has been elected by a}:lurqlfty of somewhers
frem 10,000 to 15,000 votes; that the joint plurality for the Repub-
lican eandidates for Con will not be less than 10,000, and that
the cntire oppesition, Independent Republicans, Populists, and
Democrats, have elected less than 20 out of the 90 members of the
legislature, and I now prediet, for the benefit of my friend from
Kansnsﬂ[]\ir. Prerer], that when the back counties are heard-from
the total results in faver of the Democrats, Populists, and Independ-
- ents will not exeeed 10 members of the legislature.

Mr, President, Oregon has set her seal of condemnation upon the
free-trade policy of the Democratic party. The people of Oregon
came to know that every industry of that great State was threat-
ened with destruetion, and, as a matter of self-defense, they have
g::u their votes in favor of the party which believes in the pro-

ion of American industries, the party which would, if it could,

protect the lumber industry, the wool industry, the hop industry,
the horse-raising industry, and all the agricultural industries of the
country,

I ha cted to submit some remarks upon the question of our

relations with Canada, and we are now entering the thresh-
old of that question. This Ero osed reduction of the duties npon
horses is a proposition which affeets injuriously a great industry
in my State. Oregon is a great horse-raising State. We raise the

finest of horses for beauty, for endurance, and for speed, and the
Indians raise what are denominated in this diseussion ponies,
the cayuse horses, in abundance for our use. The reduction of the
duty npon horses will not on!g] affect injurio the people of my
State, g‘:t, as has been said, the principal result of it will be to
take revenue from the Government of the United States and put

the difference between the present duty and the reduced duty info,

the pockets of the horse-raisers of Canada and of Mexico.

But I{Lﬁu the most indefensible and injurious provision of this
bill is provision found in the next p aph, the provision by
which certain agricultural products from Canada are to be admit-
ted free of duty into the United States, beeause if Canada can get
our markets free for her agricultural products, whatever duties may
now be im upon similar produets that are imported from the
United States into Canada will beremoved. Agricunltural products
are not shipped from Canada to this conntry to any great extent,
and Canada will gain by this bill should it become a law what she
has been for years desiring and what she would be willing to make
great concessions to this country to secure.

Mr. PLATT. May I interpose a word there?

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. -

Mr. PLATT. I do so becanse my attention lias been called to the
next frnragraph of the bill, and I desire to say now that, so far as
the Argentine Republic is concerned and so far as Russia is con-
cerned, it provides for free wheat and free corn and other articles
free immediately, because they have now no tariff in those countries
upon those articles.

Mr. DOLPH. I thank the Senator from Connecticut for'the sug-
gestion that the moment this hill passes we shall have free trade in
these products with Russia and with the Argentine Republic—with
ERussia, where her agricultural products are raised by cheap labor,
and with the Argentine Republie, where they have more vacant
land and quite as rich soil and cheaper labor, and where they can
produce agricultural produects to any amount.

Mr. President, the question of our relations to Canada is one of
great interest to the people of the United States, and especially to the
people of the State I have the honor inpart to represent. The Cana-
dian Dominion, with & territ ater than onr own, extendin
from ocean to ocean, separat om the United States for 3,
miles by an imaginary hne, with similar soil, mines of the same
useful and precious metals, forests of the same valuable trees, a
sparse pepulation, a large unoccupied territory of arable lands, is
dependent for its prosperity largely, I miﬁlt say entirely, npon its
commercial relations with the 6nit,ed States.

For the sake of securing free access to our markets and being
able to share in the prosperity of the United States, there has been
in recent years, and is now, a strong annexation sentiment in the
Dominion, which has manifested itself in public meetings, public
speeches, and in the publie press, and has even controlled the result
of elections.

Eminent statesmen of the past in the United States have pre-
dicted that the United States would one day extend from the Arctic
Ocean te the Isthmus of Darien. Many people on both sides of our
international bomndary believe that manifest destiny points to
political union between the United States and Canada.

But serious consideration of the subject of political nnion has
hardly been entered upon by the people of either the United States
or of Canada. TFuture events may force the question upon the
attention of the people of both ecountries, but it is certain that the
people of Canada will be ready to ask admission into the American
union quite as soon as the people of the United States are ready to
admit %Jem

The United States is not seeking for acquisitions to its territory.
Many people believe that territorial extension is dangerous to

etuity of our republican institutions, and if Canada were knock-
ing at the door of the Union, it is more than questionable whether
a majority of the voters in this counfry would favor her admission.
Some have advoeated eemmercial nnion between Canada and the
United States.

But commercial nnion is impractical.

It receives no favor from those who believe in the proteetion to
American industries, to American capital, and American labor. I
is the producers of Canada who are seeking the markets of the
Uni?:g Stgteg who are seeking enlarged commercial relations with
us either by—

First. The placing of her natural products upon our free lis.
This is what she most desires and this is what it is proposed to do by
the pending measure; or

Second. By a reci ity treaty by which she eould gain some
advantage of the United States, for all snch treaties are but dickers
between nations by which each hopes to get the advantage.

Third. By commercial union by which the custom-houses along
our international boundary would be removed and she wonld pos-
sess free and unobstructive access to our markets, but wonld be com-
pelled to adeopt similar fariff legislation to our own as to other
nations.

Fourth, As I have said, there are many Canadians who, if they
can not gain free access to our markets by any one of the foregoing
schemes, are ready to become a part of the United States for the
purpose of reaching our markets and sharing our prosperity. 1

'I‘Ea first of these schemes for securing to the people of Canada
the markets of the United States for their natural produets, viz,
by placing the natural produets of Canada upon the free list, which
is substantially the provision of the pending bill, is wholly in the
interest of the people of Canada and secures nothing in return to
the people of the United States.

It would result, if adopted by Congress, in—

First. Relieving the people of Canada from the payment of many
millions in duties at our custom-houses, requiring additional taxa-~
tion of our own people to make up the loss of revenue.

Seeond. It would make Canadian farming profilable, the Cana-
dian farmer prosperous, and more than double the value of all farm-
inglands in Canada along our northern border, at the expense of the.
people of the United States.

Here I will eall attention to the effect of the provision in the
next pa aph of the bill, All the farmers along our Canadian

border, within the States of Oregon, of Washington, of Idaho, of
Montana, of the Dakotas, of Minnesota, of Michigan, of New York,
of Vermont, of New Hampshire, and of Maine, pay taxes on their
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farms., They paihues on their farming implements; they pay taxes
on their erops; they pay taxes upon the enmingif of their farms;
they help to support the National Government, their State govern-
ments, the county orﬁanizations, public schools, and help to con-
struct and maintain highways.

You cross over an imaginary line and the farmers all along the
Canadian border in Canada from British Columbia to the Atlantic
Ocean do not help to support the Government of the United Btates
unless itis by duties levied at the custom-house. They pay no taxes
upon their farms, or upon their farming implements, or upon the
products of their farms, or upen their savings to maintain State
governments; to maintain territorial organizations, to maintain
publie schools, and make and improve highways. The duties levied
upon their products that enter into the United States and come into
the American marketshavebeen supposed to be an equivalent for the
taxation which our farmers pay. But by the provisions of the pend-
ing bill the Democratic majority of this body and the Democratic
party propose that these Canadian farmers shall be relieved from
all manner of taxation for the support of our Government, and their
produacts shall be placed upon an equality in the American markots
with the prodyets of American farmers.

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that there is no quorum present.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ViLaS in the chair). The
Senator from Massachusetts suggests that there.is no quorum
present, The Secretary will call the roll. ’

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

Aldrich, Davis, Jones, Ark, Plate,
Allen, Dolph, Lindsay, Proctor,
sl Pauie MeLaurin, Pnug}?'

\ A er, ;
Blartl:{‘burn, y MeMillan, gﬁmsum.
Brice, inger, Manderson, Roach,
Caffery, George, Martin, Sherman,
Camiden, Gordon, Mitchell, Wia, Shoup,
g Hale, Murpny Tarpie

e e, ) 1
Chandler, H Palmer, Vilas,
Cociire Hawley, N Voorhees,
Coke, DAT, Patton, ‘Walsh,
Cullom, Hunton, Pefler, ‘Washburn,
Daniel, White.

Mr. HARRIS. I wish tostate that my colleague[Mr. BATE]is
absent underanorderoftheSenate. Uponanyquestion thatma,
arise he ispaired with the Senator from Vermont[Mr. PROCTOR|.

I make the announcement for the day, and will announce it no

more.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. SixtySenators have answered
to their names. A gquorum is present. The Senator from Ore-
gon is entitled to the floor.

Mr. DOLPH, Third, the placing of agricultural products on the
free list would stimulate agriculture in Canada and cause rapid
annnal increased importation of icultnral products into this
country from Canada to compete with the products of American
farmers in our own markets.

Fourth, Every additional bushel of wheat, or rye or buckwheat,
and every additional foof of lInmber imported into the United States
would represent labor furnished to Canadians and loss of employ-
ment to American citizens.

Reciprocity between the United States and Canada in any form
must be advantageous to Canada alone.

Reciprocity in national &u‘odnctﬂ alone, as largely proposed by
the pending measure, would be wholly one-sided.

Canada would be given the markets of nearly 70,000,000 of people
for her lnamber, minerals, wood products, and agricultural ]prodncta
in exchange for her markets of five or six millions of eople. But,
as Canada has a surplus of allthese products, her markets would be
of no value to us.

Even unrestricted reciprocity would still be an nnprofitable ar-
rangement for the United States.

If our export of mannfactures to Canada were slightly increased,
by it our imiports of natural products would be tly increased.
Any gain to the manufacturer would be several times offset by loss
to our agriculturists—a disastrous arrangement, in my judgment.

In some remarks of mine in the Senate March li. 1892, IJdiscu&se(l
the question of reciprocity with Canada, and, with the consent of
the Senate, I will insert in my remarks a quotation from what I
then said:

The provisions of the reci; ity treaty with Canada of 1854 are familiar to all.
American fishermen the right to take fish from British waters and cure
them on British shores, and British tishermen were accorded similar rights in our
territory north of latitude 36°. The natural products of each country were
admitted to the other free of duty. The British were admitted to the free navi-
g:ion of Lake Michigan and the nse of onr canals, and we were to have

free mﬁﬂﬁon of the St. Lawrence and the use of Canadian canals.

No one with the results of this treaty will deny that they were

factory.. The Canadians sent uns their agricultural mdncia nndm
lumber, grindstones, and fish, and took from ns breadstuffs and a limited amount
of man; ; but while our exports to Canada before the treaty took cffect
‘were more than twice the valne of our imports and under the treaty our exports
wuore doubled, our imports were much more increased and the balance of trade

was against us. Canada greatly increased the duties on ourleading manufac:
tures, which d a large rednction in valae of our exports. Of the , 000,000
worth of imports fromi Canada during the eontinuance of the treaty 94- per cent
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came free of duty as against 58 per cent of our exports to Canada admitted duty
free; our entire exports to Canada aggregating in value less by $86,000,000 than
the value of imports into this country.

The rights of navigation to Americans in the Welland and St. Lawrence Canals
were inadequate compensation for similar privileges granted to Canada. Canada
donbled her exports of fish to the United States, and onr fishing industries
received a severe blow by Canadian co tition. The United States lost in doties
remitted on Canadian fish alone TJ.DO{!‘ .- The p ty of Canada under the
rmvi.silmu of the treaty appeared by the increased value of her cultivated lands,

lie great increase in her agricultural products, and the increased value in her
exportof lumber, The growth of her fishing industries wasmarked. The Cana-
dian Dominion is naturully desirons of renewing a commereial treaty which
resulted in such marked benefit to her.

Our people became satisfied that a commercial treaty which secured reviprocity
in the natural preducts of the two eountries but allowed heavy duties on our
manufaetures was caleulated to benefit Canada at our expense. Although there
were other reasons which had weight to terminate onr trealy of 1854, no donbt
one of the principal reasons was theunwillingness of Canada to extend the reci-
procity provision to manufactures. That a commercial treaty might be nego-
tiated between this conntry and Canada which would prove advantageous toboth
parties is probable, bnt in the lightof onr past experience it is not probable that
the United States will be willing to enter into a reciprocity treaty with Canada
nipon the basls advocated by the predominant party in the Dominion, a reciprocity.
limited to the natural products ofboth countries. There are so many ehjection:
political and ic, to cial union at the present time as to make ﬂms{
impracticable.

The ruling party in the Dominion has been endeavoring, and I think wiscly,
for years past, by the adopiion of what they term the national system, a protec-
tive tariftf upon imports which come into competition with home products, to
build np Canadian manufictures, develop her natural resources, and make
commereially independent. She will no doubt be very reluetant to abanden a
system which has already preduced good results, and promises so mmch in the
future; and while they, the Canadians, greatly covet the onlarged market which
the free admission of her natural products into the United States to supply the
demand of 65,000,000 of people would give them, they are unwilling to permit
their manufacturing induostries to meet the competition of the manufiucturing in-
dustriesof the United States, which-would follow the admission of American manu-
factures into Canada free. For one, believing that our agricultaral interests are
of prime importance, demanding all the protection that can be afforded to them
by justlegislation, I do not think that &ug;drwmrodty treaty which can be at
present devised would compensate the Unifed States for the admission into thia
country freo of duty of all the agricultural products of Canada.

The United States is the naturalmarket for the surplus agricultural products of
Canada. The ‘fﬂ!ﬂt extent and productivenoss of her agriculturalland, her exten-
sive forestsand mines, render her, so longasour n{ricultural,lumbarin . and manu-
facturing intercaterequire protection, a formidable competitorof the United States.
Even with the increased tariff upon the producta of Canada imported into this
country, she sent us in 1801 more in valuesof the products of her industries than
in 1890 by the sum of #37,555. She contributed to our national Treasury, to defray
the necessary expenses of our (Government, largely increased amounts in duties

il npon her exports te this co'nnt.z{. Ev‘u;i'nne admits, 1 think, that whatever

e general rnle may be, the price the oles im: ed from Canadads fixed
by the supply and demand in this conntry, and that thoe duty is paid by the Cana-
di;m pfoducer.

Thoese who are clamoring forenlarged markets throngh reciproeity with Canad
should alzo bear in mind that the market of Canada, en account of her compara-
tively small ulation, is alimited one; that we largely control it now, and that
under the hrmm reciprocity we could not expect to monopolize it. The exports
of our manufactures to Canadamightbeincreased by fullreciproeity, butherexports
to this country of her agrienltural products and the products of her fisheries and
mines to supply our markets wounld be greatly incre: . The increase of
our imperts from Canada wounld largely exceed the exports of this conntry to
Canada. In view of this fact, it is-not to be wondered at that the sentiment in
favor of unrestricted reciprocity with Canada is mostly confined to merchantsand
traders, and that the farmers of the country as a rule are opposed to it.

Itis apparent that whatever advantage this country would derive from reci-
procity with Canada would inure to the henefits of the manufacturers and traders,
and whatever advantage Capada would receive would be at the loss of the
farmers of this conntry.” The time may come when the production of this conntry
will not be sufficient to su)&r;lgr the home market, and it may be to our interest to

our markets to the importation of breadstufls and raw material
But we have not reached that peint in our history and do not need to
anticipate it. One t-hinﬁ is certain, Canada need not hope that the United
States will admit free the produets of her fisheries, her farms, her mines, and
forests without opening her ports to the free admission of our manufactures, or
their admission ot greatly reduced rates of duty, and just and liberal medifica-
tions of the present ial restrictions imposed npon our commerce.

Commercial union contemplates uniform duties on foreign prod-
ucts imported into either country. Thisis impracticable. Under
the Constitution Congress is intrusted with power to levy duties.

.The House has sole power to originate revenue legislation. Uniform

duties on imports could not be secured unless the Canadian Parlia-
ment would surrender to the American Con ower to fix rates
of duties for both conntries—an impossibility. The scheme is im-
practicable.

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] put the question in sub-
stance to some Senator on this side of the Chamber the other day
when addressing the Senate (I think to the Senator from Iowa
““Would not the effect npon the indunstries of Canada with politiec
union be similar to reciprocity in natural products?” Of course it
would. But then Canada would be ours. In building up her in-
dustries, in increasing the value of her gmparty, in promoting the
prosperity of her citizens we would be but increasing the value of
the property and promoting the welfare of our own citizens, -

Mr. CULLOM. Who says that?

Mr. DOLPH. I say thatnow.

Mr. CULLOM. How does Canada happen to be ours?

Mr. DOLPH. I did not say she was ours.

Mr. CULLOM. The statement seems tohave been made that way.

.

Mr. DOLPH. No,Isaid the Senator from Delaware put the ques-

tion to some Senator on this side of the Chamber (Ithink the Sena-
tor from Iowa) the other day, with political union would not the
result upon the prosperity of Canada be similar to that with unre-
stricted free trade in natural products. I say of course it wounld
Dbe; but in that case, with political union, with Canada a part of
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the American Union, when we promoted the prosperity of Canada
and of her citizens we would be romot.iug our own prosperity.

Mr. CULLOM. I agree with 1}1)131;, but I do not see exactly how
Canada was ours yet.

Mr. DOLPH. Oh, no; the Senator misunderstood me.

Mr, CULLOM. I should be very glad if it were, but, Canada not
being ours, in taking the duties off of these agricultural products
it seems to me we are helping Canada and injuring ourselves.

Mr. DOLPH. We are proposini to do for Canada what, as I
quoted the other day, was said by Mr. Erastus Wiman, a man who
has discussed this question of our relations with Canada more than
any other man in the United States and who has discussed it in-
mﬂigently, would be accomplished by political union between the
United States and Canada, R put the question to him, when he was
before the Committee on Canadian Relations, what would be the
effect upon the value of property of Canada of political union, and
he answered me, ‘It would make every dollar's worth of property
in Canada worth $100.”

Mr. GRAY. Then, according to the philosophy and logic of the
Senator from Oregon, that would be a disaster or a detriment to
the rest of the country if Canada became ours. I should like to
see how he escapes from that conelusion.

Mr. DOLPH. I am nottalking about the conditions when Can-
ada becomes ours, Mr. President, this country is one country.
Maine and Washington and Texas and Florida are all parts of the
Federal Union. When we build up Oregon or when we build u
Texas or when we build up Florida or build up Maine, we are build-
ing up our own country. When we make the citizens of those
States prosperous, we are making prosperous citizens of the United
States. But, sir, when we come to legislate for foreign countries,
when at the present time we come to legislate in the interests of
Canada or legislate in the interest of the Argentine Republie or of
Russia, as it is proposed to do by the next paragraph in the bill, we
are legislating for foreigners; we are building up foreign countries.
Every day’s work we give to a citizen of a foreign country takes just
one day’s work from the citizens of the United States.

The Senator from Delaware appears to think that the relations
between the States of the Ameriéan Union are the same as the rela-
tions between foreign governments. He is oblivious to the fact
that the United States is one country, with one constitution and
one flag, That the power to regulate commerce and to protect
American industries and American labor has been intrusted solely
to Congress, and it holds this power in trust to use it for the equal
benefit of every State of the Union.

Mr. President, I am surprised at the suggestions that come occa-
sionally from the other side of the Chamber in regard to the effect
of the protective system and concerning the alleged free trade be-
tween the States of this Union. You might as well talk abont pro-
tecting a county in a State or any municipality of a State or free
trade between local subdivisions of a State of this Union. All the
industries of this country are connected together, and the interests
of every Btate of the Union are bound together. You can not hurt
a State of this Union without injuring the entire nation. You can
not benefit a State in this Union without helping to build up the pros-
perity of the entire nation.

You can not strike down the lumber or the wool industry or the
fruit industry or any industry of this country but every industry
in the country will feel the effect of the blow. It will affect every
industry in the country. I do not see the soundness of the argu-
ment that becanse the States of the Union prosper with free trade
between them, being mere parts of one common country, their citi-
zeus being but a part of the people of the entire Union, we wounld
not be }}im‘ed by building up other countries at the expense of our
OWIL Canada were a part of our country to-day, when we built
up the agriculture of Canada we would be building up an industry
of vur own country. If we made every dollar’s worth of property
in Canada worth a hundred dollars, as Mr. Wiman says would be
the case with political union, we would be increasing the value of
our own property a hundr&é_i‘olﬂ. The citizens of Canada wounld
have become citizens of the United States and our own citizens
would cross the line, retaining their citizenship, taking possession
of the vast resources of Canada and developing them for their own
prosperity and for the prosperity of the entire nation.

_ But while Canada remains a foreign country, I repeat, in build-
ing up her industries, in increasing the value of her Emperty, in

romoting the }?rosperity of her citizens, we would be-but increas-
ng the value of the pmlperty of Canada and the prosperity of her
citizens. With political union, her forests, her mines, the vast area
of her unoccupied soil, would be open to our citizens. Canada
would become a part of us and entitled to share in the benefits of
the American union and would no longer be a dependency of our
most formidable rival for the commerce of the seas and the trade of
the world, no longer a commercial rival.

The relations between Canada and the United States would
become that which exists between the States of the Union instead
of the present relations of competing interest, commerce, and trade.

The qunestion to be determined by this Congress is whether we
shall legislato in the interest of the peoples of England, Europe, and
Asia, of the Al;geutine Republie, or of those of the Uhited States.

- The policy of every foreign country is to force npon our markets

all their products they can. To furnish all they can of the products
of their own laborers for consumption by our people. To care for
their industries and their people, and not for ours. To buy as little
of us and sell as much to us as possible. Our policy should be to
buy as little abroad and to sell as much abroad as possible.

.. No nation will buy more abroad than it needs for consumption by
its people, and it will buy that where it can buy cheapest.

It will buy what it wants of the products of other countries,
whether it pays for them in gold or in commodities,

If any nation refuses to buy of us, it will buy of other countries
and leave us a larger market in other countries.

We have been told here time after time that if we pursued a
}éﬂhcy which would prevent the free importation of the products of

reat Britain, for instanee, into this country, GreatBritain would
retaliate by levying duties upon our oig'ricu.lmml products, or by
refusing to buy them. Let her do it. If Great Britain buys wheat
of Russia and of the Argentine Republic instead of sending to the
United States for it we will sell ours in the other markets of the
world. There could be nothing done by the countries of Europe
that would destroy the market for our surplus agricultural products
unless every country in Europe united, and they never will unitein
a policy of that kind so long as they need our breadstuffs.

I repeat, if any European country wants to discriminate against
our agricultural products let them do it. They will simply use the
breadstuffs from other countries of the world which supply the mar-
ket and they will leave us other markets.

There never was anything in the proposition that unless yon buy
of a nation you can not sell. The truth is that we do not buy of
any nation, and no nation buys of us. Citizens of other countries
buy of American citizens and American citizens buy in foreign mar-
kets. Whenever a citizen of any country wants to buy somethin
abroad he buys it where he can buy it cheapest and get the most o
the article and the best quality for his money.

It is the law of self-interest that controls, and no question of tariff
or condition of trade between the two nations. If we buy more of
a nation than we sell we simpg have to send gold for it, and if a
nation buys more of us than they sell to us as the representative
measure of all commodities and all property they will send gold to
us, and they will continue to do it, no matter what our tariff legis-
lation may be.

Our employed and prosperous citizens have not complained of the
MeKinley law. It is foreign countries which are complaining.

The Senate will recollect that the other day I read from an address
of a distinguished member of the Cobden Club, who came over hers
as a committee to represent French interests before the Congress of
the United States in connection with this Wilson bill. I read from
correspondence between Chairman Wilson and this French gentle-
man showing how France and other European countries are inter-
ested in the Wilson bill. Do they urge the passage of the Wilson
bill and more liberal trade with foreign countries on the ground
that the interest of America would be promoted? Notat all. They
claim that the McKinley law has restricted importations, cut
down the amount of importations from foreign countries, and show
how our exports have increased while our imports from those coun-
tries have decreased; and that was the argnment used before a com-
mittee of the American House "of Representatives. I repeat there
is not a producer in the United States claiming that the McKinley
law should be repealed or modified. The clamor against that legis-
lation comes from foreign countries and is from citizens of foreign
countries,

‘When Mr. Cleveland issued his famous free-trade message of 1887
British newspapers were fulsome with their praises of him and his
message. American sentiment was divided upon the subject of his
message, but Eurvpean countries were unanimous in its praise.
They hailed it as a ﬁeclamtion in favor of free trade. They saw
in it the promise of increased exports to the United States; of
increased production in their own countries; of inereased employ-
ment for their laborers; of & policy on the part of the United States
which would promote the wealth and prosperity of those countries.
I repeat, that the complaints concerning the McKinley law have
come not from American ecitizens but foreigners.

1t is pressure from other countries that is seeking to reverse our
protective lpo].iey. Shall we yield to the demand of formg;n coun-
tries; shall we legislate in the interests of foreigners and forei
countries; shall we open our markets under this pressure to the
free importation of foreign products; shall we build up foreign in-
dustries and permit our own to be beaten downf?

1 know what the answer of the Senate will be. The Democratio
majority of the Senate will answer, ¢ Yes; we will have free trade;
we will build up the agriculturists of Canada; we will build up
foreign industries; we will give labor to foreigners, taking it from
American citizens; we will take bread from the mouths of American
laborers and their families and give it to foreign laborers.” Iknow
what answer the people of the United States would make to thia
question if they had an opportunity. I know what answer they
have made to it whenever they have had an opportunity. I know
what answer Oregon made on Monday last to this question. The
ﬁple of Oregon said: “As for us, we are for America; we are for

erican labor; we are for American industries against any and
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allforeign countries.” Thatwillbe the declaration of every Northern

State in November next,

1mMr.'CT.]'Z[;LOM. May I interrupt the Senator a moment -right
ere

Mr, DOLPH. Certainly.

Mr. CULLOM. I do not think it is out of place forme to enforce
what the Senator is saying in reference to the present sentiment of
the Northern States. For instance, in my own State on Monday
last we had an election for a judge of the supreme court. Both
parties nominated their candidate, one a Republican and the other
a Democrat., Every county in the distriet in which the judge was
to be elected was a Democratic county except one, which I think
gave a very small Republican majority. The district was composed
of the counties of Adams, which in 1892 gave Mr. Cleveland 1,673
majority, Brown, 688, Cass, 559, Fulton, 305, Hancock, 739, Mason,
596, Menard, 467, Morgan, 535, fPika, 743, Schuyler, 317, and Scott,
276, leaving MeDonough, which gave Harrison 83 majority. Add-
ing those majorities together and deducting the county gomﬁ
Republican the district gave Mr, Cleveland a majority of 6,810.
received just a little while ago a dispateh from that district stating
that—

The twelve Democratic counties of this supreme judicial district elect Joseph
N. Carter supreme judge—

Mr. Carter is the Republican nominee—

by forty-five hundred, a forecast of what is to come in Illinois this fall.

I only throw this in, by leave of the Senator from Oregon, to
show that not only has Oregon expressed its views upon the present
situation, but Illiniois, too, in the same line, whenever it has an
opportunity. i

e change in this judicial district is in favor of the Republican
party, and amounts to about 11,000 votes. ;

Mr. DOLPH. At every opporfunity the people of this country
have had since the last Presidential election to express their senti-
ment in regard to the question of the tariff they have condemned
free trade.  They have either taken a sober second thought and
chan their minds concerning the tariff since the Presidential
election, or that election was not a test of the sentiment of the
people on that question. Even the majority in the Senate has been
affected by this sentiment. The Demoecratic e&;arty has become a
party afraid of its platform. It has abandoned its platform in the
amendments now proposed to the pending bill. ey think they
can ignore Oregon and the other Western States where the wool
industry is a great industry, and where the lumber industry is a
great industr{; They abandon all political hold on those States,
and claim to be consistent because they put Inmber and wool on
the free list, and at the same time amend their bill so as to give
protection to the very people they have denounced on this floor for
the last twenty years.

As I said the other day, we no longer hear anything about robber
barons. I have not heard that expression during the present ses-
sion of Con It was ﬁisu on every Democratictongne three years
ago when the McKinley bill was under consideration. The robber
barons have come to be a favorite class, Carnegie is protected by
the bill, and so are all the producers of manufactures of steel and
jron, You do not hear any more about the great profits of the
woolen manufacturers or the cotton manufacturers. They are all
to be favored. The Democratic majority of the Senate have fore-
seen what the political effect of the proposed Wilson Dbill, if it
became a law, would be in this country, and they are endeavorin
to hedge againstit, They have ignored their platform, ignore
their principles. They assert now that the bill fairly protects
American insmatries—a party that by two-thirds of the delegates
to its national convention in its platform declared that protection
was robbery now advocates the passage of the pending bill on the
ground that it is a protective measure,

I hold in my hand the report of the Finance Committee made on
March 3, 1891, upon a resolution directing the committee *“to ascer-
tain in every practicable way, and to report from time to time to
the Senate, the effect of the tariff laws npon the imports and
exports, the growth, development, production, and prices of agri-
curtumi and manufactured articles, at home and abroad; and upon
wages, domestic and foreign; and for this purpose they are author-
ized to sit by subeommittee or otherwise, ete.”

The report was made by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MoRRILL].
I will not quote at length from, but I will ask leave to insert in
my remarks a quotation marked on the first two pages, if there be
no objection to that course.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Viras in the chair).
no objeetion the matter will be inserted.

The matter referred to is as follows:

From the be, ing to the end, all t Vi -

t "uﬂ:.n g [ he places “‘fé‘e 13 us in our own coun

If thereis

try were in ﬁmﬂntion, while on the other s the line, as we were
informed, the pop was everywhere diminishin%é St. Johns, opposite to
Eastport, had 4,000 less population in 1891 than in 1581. From the testimony

taken it was clear that the United States offered better markets and higher prices
for anything and e\'ergthinﬁ‘ that Canadian farmers had to sell than could be ob-
tained in the Canadian Dominion, and the price or value there of horses, cattle,
nvralmeﬂ, hay, pease, beans, 1""“"‘“"‘ butter, eggs, and poultry was invariably
as much below the selling price in the United States as the amount of duties im-
and the cost of transportation. When the duty on imported horses was
thatgme of horses fell in Canada. It was the same with and bar-

ly. When the duty on pine lumber was reduced $1.per feet, that

amount was at once generally added to the price of the lumber in Canada, so
that no advantage was derived by the United States from the reductiom of the
duty. BSo far as the Canadian Dominion is concerned there is no doubt they bear
the entire burden of duties imposed on their exports into the United States.

It was also ascertained at tport, Me., from the owners of the sardine fac-
tories, who are g thelargest sof tin, that the increased duty there-
on has increased the price to the amount of swr box—amounting to 1 mill on
each can of sardines—bnt that it had not affected their business nor the wages of
their workmen, but that consumers were supplied with sardines at less cost than
ever. Bome of them, however, admitted that, in consequence of the much cheaper
labor elsewhere, they could not sustain their sardine business in the absence of a
protective tariff. They did not favor the abrogated reciprocity trsnt{.

More or less of emi, ts appeared to be entering into our country from the
Canadian Dominion all along the border line, and at some ]:iginu! it was stated
that large numbers in the spring of the year, as at Newport, Vt., of 800 per day,
often came in to find employment for the season and returned in the autumn.
Others for the same purpose came in the autumn and returned in the spring.

That wages were much leas in the Canadian Dominion was stated everywhere,
ranging in amount from 15 to 33 per cent and in some cases even to 50 per cent.
In some {:Lacea the greatestdifference was in commoan labor, in others 1t was in
skilled labor, When border towns were in close proximity, or only separated by
a river, the difference appeared to be lesa, in consequence of the competitive
action and reaction of the towns upon each other, It wasdeclared, however, that
by going farther into the Dominion would be found to dj’miniah. but by
going farther into the United States y would be found to inerease. The
average difference of all kinds of labor between the two countries may be reckoned
at more rather than at lesa than 25 per cent.

Mr, DOLPH. While engaged asa member of the special commit-
tee appointed to inquire into our relations with-Canada I assisted
in taking much testimony upon the subject of our trade with Can-
ada. © found many people who were engaged in merchandising
and in the commission business in large cities along the Canadian
line favorable to some commercial arrangement with Canada by
which our manufactures should be admitted into that country free.
Their object was to obtain a larger market for the goods in which
they dealt. Itook occasion to questionsome of them as to the prob-
able character of our trade mt!}: Canada under reciprocity, and in-
variably, I believe, when questioned npon that subject, it appeared
that they expected that the increase of our exportations to (,Panada
under any reciprocity arrangement wounld be of our manufactured
products, while the imports from Canada would be largely cul-
tural products and raw materials; in other words, that the farmers
of the country, the lumbermen of the country, the workers in our
mines, would pay the consideration to Canada for an increase of our
trade in manufactured articles with her; that theyshould suffer this
Tuinous com%)etiticm with the agricultural products of Canada, the
raw materials of Canada, for the purpose of increasing the T-
tation of manufactured articles. That they were correct in their
understanding of the effect of reciproeity with Canada is apparent
from the following statement, showing the character of our imports
of dutiable articles from Canada for the year ending June 30, 1887,
which I wlilll insert. It is an old statement, but it illustrates the
case as well.

Articles. Values.

Coal, bituminous ......cccccioaiiaas
Fish:
Cod, haddock, Bb..i-caiireinsasinimsmnsvssnrase
Herring, pick’led A4 xam
Mackerel, pickled

Flax, raw
Hay -~z
FProvisions 24,44
Vegetables 24,05
Wood, and manufactures of..... 7,095, 840 18.28
- B e e I D e e e e e S [T
Total dutidble merchandise...cocoveccaacieacnas 25,097,113

The Senator from Maine the other day inserted in his remarks a
table showing the agricultural products which were exported into
this country in 1800 and 1892, showing the decrease under the
McKinleylaw, which I will submit and have inserted in my remarks.

Articles. 1890, 1802, Decrease.
TEOPRBR - o oy oy n i e Aot ket i B $1, 887, 895 | $1, 004, 461 $703, 434
Horned eattle. s 5 e 104, 621 21,827 83, 200
105, 612 44, 537 61, 075
................. 1,793, 104 494,400 | 1,298, 695
........... 235, 430 200, 125 35,211

............ 175, 563 112,300 63,

...... 149,479 27, 661 121,818
...... 4,582,561 | 1,354,485 8, 228, 076
74, 215 , 460 58, 756
922,797 598, 567 324, 230
149, 310 20 149, 290
308,915 41,886 247, 020
B0, 976 , 048 12,028
R e e ey lI 10,570,486 | 4,070,240 | 6,491,240
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Also, in this connection, I submit a table showing the duties on | manufacturers are becoming over the cts of securing their lion's share of
gﬂcu tural products under the law of 1883, the law of 1890 (the o e iams i s i s v et g g p:ibmh?
cKinley act) and as proposed under the Wilson bill. I think this that bo done behind the mm‘md";‘m

prearranged the should
WaS e up before the recent amendments were proposed, but it | where it would not attract the eye of the American eagle. But the anxiefy, the
will answer my purpose quite as well. desire, the ea, to snatch our business from us too much for {heir
discretion, and we learn from ggh paper, about the w trade, that the “pros-

t of an inereased business the States is, however, very h i
Products. Law of 1883. MJ?&L W%)?ill mher: ' ‘Shonld it [the new bﬂl]‘gua in its proposed fnm,ug: will a
greater difference in export of the lower classes of woolens mc:l:lpm which the
or waight duty wei 80 heavily. This will bo a &)ulnt. in the
Shiey praduers: Ailhcalty siwoys xtehs Tt o s T s Ve ey e
Butter -.| 6 ots. per pound...| 4 cts. per pound. 4t thero are M Rl v under-
Checss . I s .-..anff __________ %mpgnt. declare values, and those who malke honest smmnﬂet.ounfe{ for the
Milk ... -| 5 cts. per gallon...| Free. faults of others.
Toans . Pt 3 40 ots. per bushel..| 20 per cent. This will be cheering news to our woolen manufacturers, particularly as the
Peass ... (B o S Freo. fact is recognized abroad *that there are unprincipled 1e ‘who invariably
s $1por ton.....ens $2 per ton. under declare values.” But we like to keep the best news the last, and that
Honey .... -| 20 ots. per gallon..| 10 cts. per gallon. | i8 What the Dradford, En d, correspondent writes to The Textile Manufac-
g;’}"‘""“ : --| 15 cts. per pound..| 8 ets. per pound. turer, which is published in Manchester. This bold Bradford man throws aside
Qulons ..... ! % 40 cts. per bushel .| 20 ets. per bushel. an J;mrggs :ﬂn Jﬁ- P Iliéﬂmﬁnm the -mngggﬂorwarﬂ mﬂ‘z}; of Cmt-i,
< -.| 25:¢ts. bushel. .| 10 ets. ushel : " cutlery manufacturers
Poultry— T L I e Shefiold hat they would again sectro a%?t:ﬁ of tho Americdn markets, a palicy
Live . : 3 cts. per pound....| 2 ets. per pound. at it appears has been also ‘ﬂ"g“ﬂ bi T e Sha ACHON CORIL Ry
Dreased. B e e 5.ota.per pound...| 8 | Bradiord,  The conclusion at which the expert in the English worsted
Horsee— i g R il trade arrives is that the pro ‘Wilson tariff measure will give to the manufae-
If valuad at lass $30 each .......... 20 per cent. turers of Bradford * far easier access than they have ever to a market repre-
At g $150 “i]"gni . mpl{hm ufhzg'form;ém pf?‘éﬂ!&l; to the American facturer,
watuad ut TRy s ) e riher analy: w Wool means manu :
SVer. 2 S0per-vont. Do this English e aska: ‘“How, under such circumstances, can the free-wool
T P R A e Yol L €30 0a6h 4eennrnne Do clause hurt the Bradford manufacturer{” This expert natniun is remarkably
e Gocizi3tios, 1t tiey are reulty Copably of osmpraliouing the soUusl inisisasies of
EP PO P AT e Sl ommittee, ey are really ca e of comprehen i
2 il B e IR | s Y i
b3 LTV PN B PSS 7 —— Do. MaDe ERO /L SHOND. A T ety American farmi
year old. 080 mﬂual_:ma“murdcmsn{ American maw ; g indnstries, and stranglers o
Sl il o P s R R #1580 0ach.-....... Do. American labor, may be able to see beyond the length of their noses, and may be
i abla to ﬁra;.:p t!l::nacu_ltl]l’le;mdiﬂm:; of some snbjec u:.gat exists beyond the coun-
Ywe bh e R e : hamlets whence -emanate, we uee Bradford correspondent’s
T S T AL 2 e Lo MRSy et
NS R o S et ST LD **There is no dou e on o an t mar, /s
i oyt ol .5 each 1 been the result, fo:a partial extent, of the publication of the now tariff proposals in
.| 15.cts. per bushel..| B0 cta.per bushel.. Do, Americs. A good many opinions have been expressed and some fi given as
.| 45 cts. per bushel_ .| 45 cts. per bushel..| 80 per cent. to the faverable character of that tariff from the point of view of Bradford wool
-| 15cts. per bushel..| 15 ots. per bushel..| 20 per cent. staplers and manufacturers, Bota good many epinions and a good many valua-
-] 10cts. perbushel ..|....d0 eoee.-...... ﬁ‘ ble fignres have been kept back because ord men fear that eapital will be
-2-| 20 cts. perbushel..| 20 cts. per bushel..| Do, et oo s L g g “":&‘;"Yg"“ e
i g a 4 i : : prev: m . There is no ua or oar,
15 ots. per bushel .| 15 cts. per bushel Do. {Iiﬁ? is entertained eh.ioﬂyl' in n&: uarters. In ti&:ﬁsh place, Mr,
2 ots. S T und. eaker, the can consul, tells me ere is not the test doubt the
I{Bts?;;”"“;’gd_ 1 cﬁ-&pgrpo o i%ﬁmﬁd bill will pass, and, in the second place, every man who reads his nowspaper thor-
.| 10cts. perbushel..| 10 cts. per bushel .| 20 per cent. oughly Imows that Mr. McKj anil other Republicans have dosed the Ameri-
| St perbushel. | 35 ote s bushel.] .- Do. oan pirblic ad with g8 a5 o tho injury tho new tariff will infliot
.| 30 per cent........| 3cts.each ........| Free. on American manufacturers and the t it will coufer on English manufac-
-| 25 per cent........| 5 cts, per s Do. turers.
: **IWhat is more, the Committee on Ways and Means, which drafted the bill, took
Free.............. 5cts.perdozen ...}  Do. evidence for weeks, and among it a'mn':sof ovidence as to how the tariff would

ot ey el oo i e ey o
o erican eonsumer gun to sce jon Taises the price of com-
Statement showing smports of gL mi::?- before and after the passage modlﬁesnnﬂp:ﬂ{I fers benefits on the facturers of the Eastern States, who
are bound by no kuman law to share those benefits with anybody. In short, the
decp-set desire in America for an ameliorated tariff will not be balked by therep-
Year end}i&% June 30, | Year m%g June 30, | eti im h:f tho stale story that that teriff will benefit a fow English towns. Bo 1
i 5 shall bave my say.
Imports (both free and dutiable) “To exnmls;ilf Y “hat the tariff will mean to-the Bradford trade, I will, justina
of— Quanti- Quanti- sentenne, show how it will affect worsted coatings, which form half of tl':a Brad-
‘tos, Value. ‘tes, Value. | ford exports to America. A worsted coating, costing in Bradford 2 shillings a
yard, will, under the mew tarlff, cost in New York per cent more. Under the
preeent McKinley tariff it costs in New York 150 per cent more, and under the
Animals— tariff which preceded the McKinley duties 118} per cent more. Thesefl have
Cattle..co=se------.number.. 61,901 £703, 469 2,168 #47,466 | not been previously stated, nor have others which T am going to give. good deal
14,074 | 2,455,808 | has been made out of the fact that the American manufacturers, under the new
1, 259, 000 880,814 | 1,440,530 | tarill, will get their raw material iLe. and statements have been made that this
i) | 307,752 | will almost nullify the benefits conferred by the tariff in the ahapo of reduced
duties. Now, free wool to America—for the first time since America has been

7,224,043 4,251,616 | country—must mean to wool staplers in Bradford—and Bradford is the center of

|=—=——=| the wool tradp of the world—a larger increase of business. They will have far

easicr access than they ever had to a market ml;;msemin a tion of 70,000,

7,773,838 | 8,146,828 | 1,502,040 | 000, Y'roe trade in weol with Ameriea can not but be to the advantage, thercfore,
1,216 15, 200 10,752 | of ene branch of the Bradford trade. A

10,178 20, 8,224 “ Now, taketho Bradford manufacturers, and how free wool tothe American man-

89,587 67,507 | ufacturer will affect the Bradford makers is & question that has not yet besn
115,017 | 2,450,602 | 1,055,385 thurmgh}{l gone into. Sixteen pounds of ﬂeﬂs woal will YPI’Uﬂm 104 pounds
of top. to 9 pounds o . To make n

—_— at 10§ pounds ofmwﬁl apin
7,854,273 3,033, 208 | 16-ounce cloth requires 16 pou of yarn, which represents =l 82 pounds ef
= wool. The American manufacturer, under the new tariff, wi.gll‘!ﬁnt in 2 pounds of
HEY ceuraasnsesanpansans, pounds.. 105,895 | 1,082,885 79, 715 715,151 | wool free, upon which ho will reeeive 11.cents per pound red , 1..€., 22 cents
TP wsinh v g w s W i s do.-..| 4,176,158 | 1,155 472 | 2,508,224 883,701 | on the 2 pounds, The MoKinley tariff makes the American pay for that piece
products— ————— | 150 per cent on the Bradford cost. The new tariff will make him pay 45} per cent
B, = s wee e pounds.. 178, 851 24, 577 114,137 16,540 | on the Dradford cost. Thero is 100 percent less duty on the manufactured article
[ T e e do....| 8,207,026 | 1,135,184 | 8,805,288 | 1,238,166 | from Bradford, and the American manufacturer an]iy 22 cents concession
— | on lis wool—for the 2 pounds that Emﬁu.oea a yard of cloth. That wool costs,
1,159, 761 1,254,715 | say, 83 pence a ponnd in Bradford. Under the new tariff the American manufac-

—— | tuver will pay about the same. There will be no duty, He will give 17 pence,

..|132, 245,063 | 2,001,149 | 85,112,164 | 1,933,447 | therefore, for his 2 pounds of wool. At the present ’Emﬁ ho pays 17 penee plus
..} 20,106,881 | 10,868, 2206 | 21,988,535 | 10,332, 433 | 11 pence duty, or 28 pence. He will get his raw materiul, therefore, for 86 per
765, 483 786, 343 874, 050 057,824 | cent less under the new tariff, but then the importer in New York will _png for
el BE3, 380 321, 106 186, 871 186,006 | the cloth of the Bradford manufacturers 100 per cent less than he does now. How,
dozens..| 15,018,809 | 2,418,976 | 4,188, 402 522,240 | under such eircumstances, can the free-wool clause burt the Bradforl manufac-
turer? Itis a matter not yet clear, from the Americon tele, whether tops
Total values . .ceeorrennsse mereernvenen| 85,472,284 | o.oiieenn..] 24,671,640 | and rovings will come under the class of ‘crude ' materials, which, like raw mate-
: | rials, are to be udm[i]tted free. blitaﬁ m& m.gga are admiti;ud. free, %amvﬁ:ea

J a new set of considerations, but o 6 same conclusion. erican

Dearease, §10,801,193, or 30 per cent. mannfacturers are going 1o allow ford to carry 'l"lu‘t the first processes of

Thold in my hand a newspaper clipping calling attention to the | manufacture for them, well, all the better for Bradford.

:rn‘pfessiona of leading trade journals in England concerning the Our Democratic friends are proposing to pattern after the reve-
ect of the Wilson tariff, which, if there be no objection, I will | nue policy of Great Britain without taking into consideration the

ingert without reading. different conditions of England and the United States. One a sea-
TRADE CONGRATULATIONS IX ENGLAND. girt island with a large population compared to its area, with
great manufactur- -

The leading trade journals shat are now coming to hand from England indicate, | STeat wea];t'h concentrated in a few hands, with L (
more and mere every week, how interested, and how excited evu%, the British | ing-establishments built np by generationsof protection, with a




1894.

OONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

5847

large merchant marine built up under and maintained by subsidies;
the other with a territory extending from ocean o ocean an

from the Great Lakes to the Gulf, composed of 44 States and
several Territories, possessing every variety of climate and soil and
capable of untold resources. What might be advantageous fo
England might be disadvantageous, yea, ruinous to the United

States. o
But I deny that the tariff policy of Great Britain is advantageons
to her. I denounce it as the worst erime any nation has cted

upon its own people during the nineteenth century, if not since the
morning stars sang together on the day of the completion of crea-
tion. It has brought poverty, ruin, and starvation upon her. I
has increased the hoards of the rich, but increased the poverty of
the masses. .

It has built palaces, transformed farms info deer parks, helped to
build up a g]:eat- merchant marine, sustained great manufacturin,
enterprises; but it has destroyed agriculture, made farming unproi-
itable, thrown labor ount of employment, driven capital out of the
country to seek foreign investment, created 7,000,000 paupers, one
to every five of the population, foreed 14,000,000 more to worj: for
10s. 6d. per week. It helped 2,000,000 of British subjects, but itim-
poverished 32,000,000.

It has destroyed Ireland. Her once p erous and happy popu-
lation of 9,000,000 has been rednced to E,OD0,000 starving poor.
Four million have been driven into exile to avoid starvation, or
iil;;o thaf grave by the free-trade policy forced by Great Brifain on

lan

Her people are naturally industrious and economical. Ireland,
under a protective system, has been made to bud and blossom as the
rose and her people to prosper. Under such a system contentment,
happiness, and good orderreigned. Allher poverty and all her woes
to-day can be fraced to the commercial Eolkcy of Great Britain. A
writer, discussing the processes by which Ireland has been impover-
ished, says:

Ircland has an extremely rich soil and is pre-eminently adapted to the raising
of cattle, sheep, and all ki of n. Sho has therichest pasture land i.nEumlf,
has an abundance of cheap fuel, is rich in mineral resources, and has many of the
finest natural harbors in world.

T'he Irish, at a very early date, devoted their attention to the raising of cattle
for English markets. In the seventeenth eentury it became a very lucrative
business and the first great sonrce of Irish wealth. But Parliament, in obedience
to tho demand of English landlords, passed alaw prohibiting the importation
:Er:&n I]jmla.ud of all eal sheep, and swine, of beef, pork, bacon, mutton, butter,

cheese.

The source of Irish indunh'&har!ng been destroyed, the Irish having a few
ships built others, and betook themselves to commerce, establishing a large and
flourishing trade with the colonies, with the East and West Indes and the conti-
nent. But again England interfered, and Parliament, to please English shi
builders and traders, passed the celebrated navigation laws, prohibiting the Iris

- from carrying on trade with the colonies, and thus Ireland's flourishing colonial
trade was cut off and forever destroyed.

Ireland was now eomR]Mdy at England’s mercy. Forbidden to raise cattle for
En%%ish markets, forbidden to build up a merchant marine, forbidden to trade
with other nations, they were still determined to live on the beantiful soil God
had given them. Though erushed in spirit and discouraged they still had the
indomitable'plnck so characteristie of the Irish rag:i and they turned their atten-
tion to the raising of sheep and mznuﬁutuﬂn‘q wool, and it soon became a flour-
ishing industry. *‘Irish wool,” says Fronde, ‘*was the finest in Europe, and Irish
cloth was eagerly amx!ght after.” 11 were for a time presperous, but England
b al d and jeal at Ireland’s prosperity, and Parliament again crip-

pled them by prohibitory laws.

The Irish wool industry was wiped out and the ruin was absolute and complete.

At the time of the destruction of the woolen industry it afforded employment to

fifty thousand families. They were thrown u the land; rents rose to a ruin-

ous state; thousands had no B%mtgloyment. and those who had work earned only

their board. Mnﬂxm:gat Ameriea.

What did the Irish next! They developed their fisheries, but as the in-
dustry became table they wers once more pounced upon by England, and
the poor Irish erman, blessed with an abundance of fish in his own waters,
was by statote compelled to fish in English ships manned by English sailors,
No wonder the s of the people was for a time broken—their commerce swept

the seas, their man es closed, their atives perishing from want
and famine, or fleeing to other countriea to find a home.

But soon after, a few leaders came to Ireland's rescue. Graftan, Flood,
Charlemont and others worked for this downtrodden . The Irish
Volunteers with Grattan, supported lood, made demands of England which
were granted, and once more Ire was free. One of the first acts of the
newly-enfranchised legislature was to introduce measures for the protection of
Irish indnstries by placing heavy duties on all im‘fortsd goods, Then sprung up
a wonderful spirit of enterprise, and soon Ireland’s industry and prosperity was
the greatest she had ever known. The island was dotted over with busy hives
and marts Efm&lmtﬁ'y. tixIIi?r ports we:_‘ta ]:llva wli)tlh eqmmems.fl&r ships t:g:itetdi
every sea, her flag floated in every , her people were peaceful, contented an
ha’Ilgy; lani and temant were alike satisfied.

‘here was a ready home market for produce, and a continually increasing
demand for the wares of the manufacturer. The laborers had steady employ-
ment at high wages; they were well fed, comfortably housed, and decently
clothed. This was Ireland under “protection.” Bnt, alas, it could not last long.
English monopolists and landlords could not brook such growing prosperity.
Pitt came upon the scene, and by one of the foulest acts known ¥u h?:m 3
Ireland was drawn to England, and England's free-trade was foreed m her.
Thos again was Ireland robbed of her prosperity. English mannfacturers

lutted the Irish market, undersold them, ernshed them. ve million of opera-

weére thrown out of work., Almosi all manufscturers elosed their doors,

and sought elsewhere aliving.
in 1802, the first year of English free,

According to the Government re
trade under the ** act of the Union,” there was a population of 8,000,000; employed,
2,000,000; unemployed, 6,000,000, Those withont work had to seek it somewhere,

many, as in 1699, went wpon the land. Renta rose ene pound to ten.

era being no home consumption, the price of produnce fell almost to nothing.
The tenants conld not pay the rent; the landlords were bankrupt; the who!

tslond was in gloom and despair. Then came the fumine with all its horrors—

whole families laid down and died. Over 2,000,000 seﬁ.u‘hed by famine and 2,000,~
000 more came to America, And g0 it has continued to thia day.

el et o g e g el gk i Sy
an verty an y wan! -governmen
the rﬁhtto adopt and maintain a pmtell)x ve policy. . e

Quite as an appalling example of the blighting and blasting infln-
ence of free fr: is presented by the econdition of India. With
the same relentless disregard for the welfare of the inhabitants of
British India she always exhibifs when dealing with her dependen-
cies, she forced free trade upon India and destroyed its prosperity
and impoverished its people. Like a blighting frost, w}:ich in an
hour scorches the blossoms and destroys the hope for the season’s
fruitage, free trade touched the manufactures of India and tgmy
were annihilated ; her factories, and they dwindled away; her com-
merce, and it was destroyed; her agriculture, and the tillers of the
soil were plun into the hapless slavery of abject poverty.

Every one of the dependencies of Great Britain, having the leg-
islative power to do so, have repudiated free trade and have adopted
the protective system. Canada imposes duties upon importations
from Great Britain, and is proteeting and buildini up l:]mr indus-
tries. Australia has adopted protection, and the policy has grea
stimulated her industries and inecreased her prosperity. Eng
forces her policy upon her dependencies where she can, and where

she can not do that they repudiate the policy and adopt the only .

policy by which the prosperity of a people can be secured, the
poliey which keeps labor employed and thus increases wealth.

Something like-a decade and a half ago Germany, under the lead
of Bismarck, adopted the protective policy, and protection in
Germany has produced the same beneficial results it has every-
where else. er indusfries have been stimulated, new industries
have been built up, labor has been employed, wages have advanced,
and the general condition of the country, and especially of her la-
boring classes, has been improved.

If you would have an object lesson of the effect of protection upon
the laboring classes, contrast the condition of the laborers of Great
Britain with those of France.

In Great Britain tenement houses, poverty, ignorance, a badly
clothed and worse fed laboring class. France, where protection
has prevailed for three-quarters of a century, where by her tariff
laws the importation of many articles is abselutely prohibited,
where the smallest industry is protected as well as the greatest, the
masses are comparatively well elothed, well fed, in ent, indus-
trious, and happy. Indeed,so well off financially that when France
was called upon to raise the great war indemnity to Germany she
received it largely from the poorer classes of her own citizens.

I here refer as to the effect of free trade in England to the report
of a commission that was appointed on the 29th day of August, 1885,
On that date Victoria, *‘by the grace of God, of the United King-
dom of Great Britain and Ireland, Queen, defender of the Faith,”
issued a commission to certain “ frusty and well-beloved cousins and
councilors” and others, numbering twenty-six, the Earl of Iddle-
sleigh being the first and the Earl of Dunraven bei.ngutha second,
the object whereof is set forth in the commission, as follows:

“YWhereas we have deemed 1t expedient that a commission should forthwith
issue to inquire and report upen the extent, nature, and probable causes of the

degresaion now or recently prevailing in various branches of trade and industry,
and whether it can be alleviated by legislative or other measures.”

Sir James Caird, the senior land eommissioner for England, and ;

a great anthority, testified before the commission to the continual
g?ression and ruin among the agricultural elasses of England.
ter giving the result as to the different countries, he was asked:

Have you made any generalization of the resnlt?

Answer. Yes; Lhave. The present, aacu::LPm-ed with ten years ago, as deduced
bﬂ' me from these figures which I have already given, wo
that the landlords have lost 30 per cent, the tenants 60 per cent, and the lal
10 per cent, and putting that into figures, it brings out that on £65,000,000 of
rental for the United Kingdom the landlords’ loss of 30 per cent woall'i be equal
to about £20,000,000 and the tenants' 60 per cent, h as their i
be taken at half the rental, would be just the same; that is to say, 60 per mz
on half the rental is also £20,000,000. With regard to the laborers there wnsa
diffienlty in estimating the amouant of reduction, but I will place before your
lordships the way in which I endeavored to arrive at it.

The following is from the final report:

With very few exceptions trade is reported to be depressed, and in many cases

it is considered to be more depressed than at any previous period. The nuomber
of workmen out of employment at the time when the answers were drawn up
showed considerable variation according to the distriets and trades to which they
belonged, but there appears to have been a greater want of employment among
the unskilled than among the skilled workmen. The rate of wages for
work appears on the whole to be sligllltly higher than the average of the last
twenty years, but it is not now at its highest point. The rate for piecework has
diminished for nearly all cases. A rednction is reported in heurs of work of
from three to four hours a week during the last fifteen years. Both the quantity
and the quality of the work produced have largely increased. Summari

£ very
briefly the answers which we received to our questions, and the oral evidence

given before us, there would appear to be a general agreement among those whom
we consulted—

A. That the trade and industry of the country are in a condition which may -

be fairly described as depréssed.
B. That by thisdepressionis meant a diminution and in some cases an absence of
profif, with a corresponding diminution of employment for the laboring classes.
C. That neither the volume of trade northe amount of, capital invested therein
has materially fallen off, thongh the latter has in many cases diminished in value.
D. That the depression above-referred to dates from about the year 1875, and
that with the exception of a short period of prosperity enjoyed by certain branches
of trade in the years 1880 to 1883, it has procceded with tolerable uniformity and

show on an average .
borers
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has affected the trade and industry of the t erally, but more especially
those branches which are wnneatgd with ngrioulfnf\:?

As the canses which have contributed to bring about this state of
things, there was, “:;,T;fh‘ be e ted, less unanimity of opiniom, but the fol-
’ hwtngt:cnl?ezgmﬁnn , we , include all those to which any importance
Was A ]
First. Overproduction.
& d. The conti fall of prices cansed by the depreciation of the stand-
ard value,

Third. The effect of foreign tariffs and bounties and the restrictive commercial
policies of foreign countries in lmiting our markets.

Fourth. Yorelé'n competition, which we are beginning to feel both in our own
and nentral markets.

Fifth. An increase in local taxation and the burdens of indusf:a'

Sixth, Cheaper rates of carriage enjoyed by our foreign competitors,

Seventh. Legislation affecting the employment of labor in industrial under-

takings.

Eigﬂh. Superior technical education of the workmen in foreign countries.

Those who may be said to represent the f?ﬂncer have mainly dwelt upon the
restriction and even the absence of profit in their respective businesses. Itis
from this class, and more eagaciull.ly from the employers of labor, that the com-
xhtnt-u chiefly proceed. On the other hiand, those classes of the population who

erive their income from foreign investments, or from pmperts' not directly con-
nected with productive industries, appear to have little ground of complaint. On
& contrary, they have profited by the remarkably low prices of many commodi-

generally.
s

We may therefore sum up the chief features of the commercial situation as

being: :
* A. A very serious fallinﬁoﬂ in theexchangeable value of the produce of the soil;

B. An increased production of nearly all other classes of commodities;

C. A tentlanc{ in the supply of commoditics to ontrun the demand;

D. A diminution in the profits obtainable by production; and

E. A similar diminntion in the rate of interest on invested capital.

The diminution in the rate of profit obtainable from produnction, whether agri-
cultural or manufacturing, has given rise to a widespread feeling of depression
among all the producing classes. Those, on the other hand, who are in receipt
of fixed salaries, or who draw their incomes from fixed investments, have appar-
ently little to complain of, and we think that so far as regards the purchasing
power of wages, a similar remark will apply to the laboring classes.

‘We are disposed to think that one of the chief agencies which have tended to
perpetuate this state of things is the protectionist mc of so many foreign
eountries, which has become more marked daring the years than at any

ious period of similar length, The high prices which protection secures to
purchaser within its protected area naturally stimulate preduction and im
him te engage in competition in foreign markets. The surplus production
which can not find a market at home is sent abroad, and in foreign markets under-
sells the commodities produced under less artificial conditions. The natural
of the industries offomiﬂdmuntriu. possessing in many cases the pop-
ulation and other resourses requ for succesaful manufacturing enterprise, has
also contributed to produce the same result.

‘We have, as above pointed out, suffered a serious loss in our pumhu[n% power
gf reason of the deficient or nerative character of the produce of the soil.

r James Caird estimates the loss in purchasing power of the classes eugnfad in
or connected with agriculture at £42,800,000 during the year 1885, and the loss in
several of the p: E years must, no ﬁonht. have been equal to or even greater
than this. This amount has been lost to the markets in which it was formerly
agent, and can not fail to have had an important influence upon the demand for
manufactured goods.

I hold in my hand a clipping from a recent paper which is headed
“A False Prophet,” and is as follows:

English agriculturists are not satisfied with their experience of free frade. A
- ent in the Mark Lane Express, of January 8, Mr. James Hunt, 12

am

n Park, Bristol, wrote:
“If weare to parenation with ,we can giveproofs that American

ers
The writer concludes his communieation with the following significant parallel:
A FALSE PROPHET.
Bome of Cobden's assertions that con- | Proofs of false prophecy:

verted Peel and Gladstone:
“Land would not be driven out of | Nearly t2,6l'|lCl.0ENII acres have been

A g:‘ltint!on by the repeal of the corn | driven out.
wa.”

That is a statement which nobody will dispute, and it shows that
Mr. Cobden was entirely mistaken in regard to the effect of free
trade on agriculture. The parallel proceeds :

COBDEN'S STATEMLKT.

“ Land-owners have nothing to fear
&?miﬁeotradain mnil." e el

‘In a coun win, on
and u&mdné‘g ;53. erity, ]E::Snlwu £
jnereases in value and without any help

THE FACT. b

Rents and agricnltural land values
have fallen from 30 to 50 per cent.
If all the land in oultivation twen
ears ago was worth £50 an acre an
fallen 40 per cent, that is a loss of

from the owners.” £20 an acre.
“The land of England would prodnce In 1862 waogew 17,000,000 qrs. ; in 1892
about 7,000,

000 f wheat s

”19%3’0 al;lvrt‘:it? a.‘lvw:;l rhm:r:n:urmtnru‘l

toction of 10s. 6d. per qr. on wheat

the shape of carriage from abroad.”

* W might as well doubt that the sun
would rise on the morrow as doubt that
in ten years every civilized nation on
earth would have followed our free-trade
example.”

1t seems that Great Britain was not entirely satisfied with the
working of free trade.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—

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

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly.

Mr. GALLINGER. I have had in my possession an extract from

Freigiat.a for wheat are now below 2s.
‘ragr., and ithas been carried free asbal-
.

Not a single nation on earth has fol-
lowed our enmglnl and all are heavily
taxing our g n return for a free
market here.

“Temple Bﬂl'f’ a celebrated English publication, relating to English

taxation, which I have wanted to
the permission of the Senator from
now,

But into the Recorp, and with
regon I shonld like to insert it

Mr. DOLPH. I shall be very glad to have it inserted.
Mr. GALLINGER. That great English newspaper, in discussing
the question of English taxes concerning the English people, says:

Birth is taxed, deathis taxzed. Commodities are taxed, manufactures are taxed,
trades are taxed, houses are taxed, incomes are taxed. We are taxed for onr but.
ler, if we are prosperous enough fo keep one. We are taxed for our footman,

or gardener. The mﬂamﬁo we keep is taxed, the ommibus we take is taxed,
ge cab we hire is taxed, the railroad train we travel by is taxed. The house dog
is taxed, and so also is the heraldic device on our note paper.

Everything we drink is taxed—Dbeer, spirits, wine, tea, coffee, and even the
water we drink; there is the water rate. Light is taxed thmngh the medinm of
the gas rate. The land we walk upon is taxed, the tobacco we smoke is taxed,
the gold or silver j2welry we wear, the eau de cologne perfuming our handker-
chiefa, the figs we eat on Palm Sunday, the Christmas plum pudding, these are all
taxed, Even our antibilious pills are not free.

All these, and they are but a few of the taxes that exist, are mostly Imperial
taxes for the pu of government—some of them, however, are assigned to
the coamtyéounci s_.l Tl!:_m'e arau_l:aonlucal l;::;‘e? ﬁ'h]:c? are I:n.lti loeal taxes, for the
poor, connty council, police, voting lists, s ting, paving, watering, ete.;
sewers, school board and vestry, householders, Ioﬁ.gars, married and single men,
women and children, are all taxed in some form or other, for taxation is devised
to reach every one.

The late Lord Sherbrooke (Robert Lowe) when chanecllor of the exchequer,
calenlated that one-ninth of our income is taken from us for Imi)crinl taxation;
but the proportion is more now, and is growing. Local taxation is much less.

That is all I care to put into the Record on this subject, but it
corroborates what the Senator from Oregon has been so f’omibly
stating, that under free trade the burden of taxation is much greater
than if is under the system of protective duties which exists in the
United States.

Mr. DOLPH. Before I reached this point as to the effect of free
trade with England and her dependencies I was discuss!ngths ques-
tion as to who is demanding free trade with the United Btates and
the repeal of the McKinley law. I then had misplaced a report of
a- meeting, a free-trade demonstration held at Sydney, Australia,
immediately after the news of the last Presidential election was
received. I clipped it from an Australian paper. It is as follows:

The Presidential Election.
Free-trade Demonstration.
Congratulations to Mr, Grover Cleveland.
An Immense Gathering.

I will quote from two or three speeches that I think will be enter-
taining to the Senate and the country, and I will insert the matter,
if there be no objection, in the RECORD.

Iintroduoce it to show the rejoicing in a foreign country at a publie
meeting over the election of Mr, Cleveland for the single substantial
reazon that they deemed it a large step in advance toward free-irade,
breaking down the citadel of protection and opening our markets to
the free introduction of foreign products:

A mass meeting of fres-traders was held lnat evening in the Protestant Hall in
eelebration of election of Mr. Grover Cleveland as President of the United
States of America. By ten minutes to 8 o'clock the hall was crowded to excess
by some 3,000 persons, while over a thousand persons ed to gain admission.

o preparation made for the meeting included the decoration of the hall with
bunting, in which bappy effects were produced by combinations of the English,
American, and Anstralian flags. The proceedings throughout were marked by
great enthusiasm. Sir Henry Parkes, on making his appearance on the platform
was greeted with lond and prolonged chemngi. and there was a renewed outburs
whenever he rose to his feet in discharge of his duties as chairman. There were
also present on the platform the Homs. A.J. Riley, J. Davies, 8, A, Joseph, G.
Campbell, and W, H. Suttor, Ma.L.C.; Mesars. Reid, McMillan, ﬁm'dnkin, Haynes,
Eve, Jeanneret, Campbell, Fuller, Inglis, Wise, Allea, Dale, Farnell, Wunl,]i.em,
Martin, Neild, Young, V. Parkes, Cotton, Bavister, Hindle, Molesworth, Dana.
hey, and Dr. éu]le.n, s.L.A.; Messrs. i, Gorman, R. H. Re, olds, A. K. Mac-
Kellar, T. W. Warren, J. E. Garbett, Georfa Pile, E. Puisf , J. B. Oliffe, J, T,
Wihh{mi).]'. H. Newman, Alfred Cane, J. F. Burns, C. H. Ha:évea Russell-Jones,
R. P. Abbott, T. A. Hincheliffe, R. J. Dunford, James Lees, E. W. Foxall, R. J.
Black, Thomas Rowe, B. Rhodes, E. M. Saddington, E. J. H. Knapp, J. B. John-
gton. and other gentlemen. Lady Parkes likewise occupied a seat upon the plat-

orm.

Sir Henry Parker said that he was present equally with a feeling of duty and a
deep sense of pleasure. They had met on an occasion which might be trul
called one concerning the whole human race. [Cheers.] The meeting was call
toenable the people of Sydney to send their congratulations to the American peo-

le [cheers] on the occasion of the noble election of Mr. Grover Cleveland.
Fc‘huem.] Eght he detain them for two or three minutes to state what this
meant? Mr, Cleveland was a comparatively new man. He was still in the prime
of his manhood. He first waa tried in the great position of sheriff. He then was
tried as mayor of the city of Buffalo, and he was then tried as governor of the
mighty State of New York. New York, with its six or seven millions of people,
wasa in itself a nation. In these capacitics of sheriff, and mayor, and as governor
of the State of New York, Mr, Cleveland disclosed a calm and regulated courage.
Not the eourage of the bulldog or the savage, but the courage which counld do
what was right, not only in the face of danf,;ar but in the face of ridicule, and
would do what was rig‘h{ fearing nothing bu the vsitnlg of offensa_to the prinei-
plesof truthand justice. [Cheers.] Mr. Cleveland disclosed a faculty of rare dis-
cernment in the men around him, and wherever he fonnd abnse without fear or
favor be rooted it up; and wherever he found favoritism at the a:?onm of his
fellow-men he corrected it; and wherever he was required to do what he thought
wrong he refused to do it. [Cheers.] That was exactly the man which a great
people wanted as itschiefruler. [Cheers.] Well, Mr. Grover Cleveland's fellow-
countrymen, seeing these fine, unpretending, but noble gualities, nominated Mr.
Cleveland eight years to the great office of elective sovereign of the American
commonwealth, ” When he was walted upon by those commissioned to advise him
of this momentous turn in the fortunes of his life the gentleman who acted as
spokesman nsed these remarkable words: **This choice carries with it profound
respect and admiration, but it has been in no manner the fruit of these
sentiments. The national Democracy seek a Preaidtlnnct in compliment for
what the man is, or reward for what he has done, but in a just expectation of
what he will m’ as the true servant of a free people, fit for their lofty
trust.”” [Cheera.] 1t would be difficult to find a finer or nobler go of elo-
quence descriptive of the work for which Mr, Grover Cleveland had been selected.

‘Well, Mr. Cleveland’s four years of office

but they must remember no man was ect.

away. Hemade afew mistakes,
‘.l.‘heyyall remembered how, with
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some few mistakes, Mr. Cleveland nobly fulfilled his duties. In the next contest | Victoria. [Great cheering.] Now he thought their friends would have to search
the Republican party beat him. He wished to be just, and so he would say that | for new examples of protectionist deur amongst the South American repub-
he thought that General Harrison, the choice of the Republicans, during his four | lies. [Loud laughter and cheers.] The United States, which knew protection
'rg had shown himself a high-minded and worthy citizen. [Cheers.] But | well by this time [hear, hear] had arisen against it as if it was a new form of
time come again, eight ma after his first eleciion. The time had como | cholera [laughter] and as for Victoria, on a smaller seale they saw the beginnings
for another election; and t e; w now what most of them foretold, but what | of a si end. " [Hear, hear.] He was glad to say that the progress of recent
none of them ever dreamed of in all its triumph—they knew now that since the | events had removed from his mind many misgivings which he had had with
s of Washington there had been no such nniversal expression of choice as that | re to Australian federation. [Great cheering. prolonged for some minutes.]
which had fallen on Mr. Cleveland. [Cheers.] What did it represent? It repre- onvinced as he had been, and was still, that freetrade meant something vastly
sented that the people of America had declared that henceforward money shonld | more than mere freedom of commerce [hiear, hear], that it was essential to every
only be taken out ofp the pockets of the peodp]e for the just purposes of just govern- | honest system of government, and that protection opened a thousand doors to
ment. [Cheers.] Itmeant that the last dayof ty and dearness had dawned | frand and corruption [chaersl_. he confessed that he had nsed any influence he pos-
lcheerga that it bad more than dawned; that it was in the full blaze of the rising | sessed to put a block on the federal mov: t, b he felt diate federa-
sumn. ithout exaggerating the event of the election of Mr. Cleveland as the great- | tion meant an evil be g in respect of the fiscal question for the new Com-
est event since the emancipation of the slaves, he could aag' it wonld be re ed | monwealth. [Hear, hear.] Buat he had hoped that the march of events would
a8 a battering ram at the citadel of protection in everyland benighted and bowed | improve the prospects of free trade; and in view of tho tremendons march of events
down by that blackest of all curses. [Cheers.] It mecant more than that. It [-in thelast few days—which no one could well have foreseen in all their magni-
meant & great awakening light to all the nations to show them the broad road to | tude—he felt that when the great American Commonwealth was turning round
human freedom and human mﬁw“; and it wonld be hailed in every land where | to pursne the path of free trade no Australian federation would adopt protec-
freedom was understood ancrw here the rights of a free people were Tespected as | tion [greatand prolonged cheering], and hefelt the way open to him to join hand
Dlessings given to the world by a divine hand. [Cheers.] Mr. Cleveland was, if | in hand with those whom he saw around him in the great and patriotic enterprise
anything, a great American citizen. He was a free, moral, high-minded, clear- | of replacing provincial differences by al slandgarpetuat union. [Loud cheers.]
minded, truc-hearted, and courageous honest man. [Cheers.] d in office—the | But they must not bo tarned aside from the great and pressing duty which they
highest office which a free man could hope to obtain—as in the smaller offices which | owed to themselves and Australia. They mustefface the mischievous work of that
luﬁmﬂ filled, Mr. Cleveland, they might rest assured, would, while he studied the | accidental government [great cheers] which had never faced the people. [Loud
interests of America, do his utmost—and that t wonld be great—to preserve, | cheers.] It would be the duty of the free-trade party to a gf;l at #he earliest
foster, and promote friendly intercourse among the nations. [Cheers.] But far | possible day to the people [lond cheers] and the flago trade toan early
beyond the mere attainment of the blessing of that election was the spectacle of | and decisive victory [cheers] and when they had won the viutnriut‘?ﬁy must hon-
unparalleled magnificence—a mighty people awakening in their quiet conscious- | ostly perform the pledges they had given. [Chme They s really and
ness to their power and, scorning the machinations of schemers and traffickers, | honestly reform their fiscal system ; fearlesaly readjusting the burdens of the peo-
rising to the REII sense of patriotically serving their country. ple as humanity and justice require; acting fairly by all classes, pandering to none,
‘While they could not but admire from their inmost souls the t reward that | and oppressing none. [Gheersg
Grover Cleveland had attained, still they must not forget that the people of the | Mr. MCMILLAY, who was received with lond cheering, said the magnificent and
mightiest Republic under the sun had set their seal on free trade [loud cheers]and | orderly demonstration which he saw before him that night had given him cour-
i in the face of all attempts to bring about the worn-out theories of protec- aole"!!. as it would give to others, who through almost dm%«fh‘ had fought the battle
tio: ough the persons who were proposing them might be robed in the cere- freedom for the last twelve months [cheers), and he would urge them not
mm,ﬁn of t‘ha grave. [Cheers.] They were there to offer their congratulations | merely to look on the interests of the innt. Republic of America, whose cause had
to the le of their own blood, to the people inheriting their own aspirations | been put before them that night, but he m-;mdp them to take the events that have
and faith, the people who spoke their language, and were, with them and others | occurred for them not only.as a warning but as an inspiration. [Cheers.] The
[ gt‘hnthn%unge, destined torulethe world. [Cheers.] Hecould notdetain | greatest ‘l[)olitical man England ever said, "' Slavery is a weed that grows on
them any longer, becanse the business was nri;mxnnd the speakers were many. | every soil.” Slavery had grown in America; slavery had grown in Vi a. It
He kad to apologize for the nonattendanceof Mr, R. B, Wilkinson and Mr. Dan. | had lanted here, but, please God, they would never grow it! [Cheers.] If
0'Connor, and he begged to call on Mr. George Reid to move the first resolution. | they deprived him of his liberty, or infringed his liberty for any other
[Loud cheering. the common good, they made him a political slave. [Cheers,] Protection must
Mr. G. H. , Who was reccived with prolonged ap;;lnuse. moved, ' That this | always represent the interests of a munority of the people; and if protection waa
meeting offers its congratulations to the American peo‘]} e on the triumphant elec- | such, he was deprived of his liberty, not for the common good, but for a minority
tion of Mr. Grover Egvsllmd as President of the United States of America | of the people. %Cheers.% There was one thing with ragmi to the in
[cheers] and regards that event as the opening up of a new epoch of freedom | America which stam t above all other victories of the Presidential elec
and human pro, ." He thought that vast assemblage would confirm thatres- | in the past. . This vietory was not a victory of the Executive; it was not a vie-
olution with enthusiastic sincerity. [Cheera.! Inthat magoificent electoral rev- tur{hof the Senate; it was not onlﬁ: victory of the House of Representatives, but
olution which had effaced Harrison and pl Cleveland upon the highest pin- | of the whole people of the great Republie. [Cheers.] And jvst as he said that
nacle of national confidence, which had shipwreeked tho Republican party and | this should be an inspiration to them, he said that when they fought this battle
given to the Democrats their grandestop unjg, they saw born again the d | again—as it must soon be fought—let the vie be not the victory of Sydney, or
and fearless :gn':rit of the founding fathers of the American Constitution iloud of a section of the le, but a victory of all New South Wales. [Cheers.]
cheers] who abhorred injostice, for liberty's sake braved death ina thousand Ameriea had unfortunately trammeled herself with protection at the vu-{
forms. [Cheers.] Just as precious to mankind as any victory of Washington was | moment that she did the test work ever done by any civilized people—abol-
the glorious triumph of Grover Cleveland, and the long dark spell of industrial | ishing slavery. [Cheers.] But the exigencies and financial exigencies aris
-u.ﬂ'«‘azrin on the American continent was about to be broken at last. [Cheers.] | out of the abolition of slayery brouipt by a side wind, and against the s
The awakening consciousness of the American le had sealed the doom of the | of the American Constitution, the political slavery of protection. [Cheers.] And
protectionist monster [loud cheering] and it had sealed the doom of the mammoth | the same nefarions way had been used with them, for protection had never been
capitalistic combination that had so long under the cloak of patriotism sought to | the policy of the peo{;i1 of this country. [Cheers. e was glad that night to
rob the masses of the commonwealth. heers.] recognize, not merrg;lg e old free traders of East Sydney, but he was glad torecog-
Looking back upon the history of the United States, the change seemed phenom | nize the reconve: protectionists. [Cheers.] They had had a number of gen-
enal in its suddenness and completeness, the industrial and political energy of that | tlemen who had been proclaiming themselves as protectionist I ta, and
t country had been perverted to serve so many pu es of frand and corru amongst them had been the cabmen of Sydney., These gentlemen said it was not
.  [Cheers.] The favored industries had acquired endous power, which | the consumer but the im and the merchant who paid the duty, but these
thoy used with marvelous skill without any scruple. Year after Fmr pargi li- | doctrinaire Democrats now found out that the price of hay and the price of
ties had been turned more and more in the interests of monopolists for their on- | corn had gone ug and these Democrats were now free traders to a man. (gmm]
est ends; year after year the peopl dto b more and more entangled Rising above e mere petty localism of New South Wales, there was one thing
in the meshes of the plutocracy. [Cheers.] Justas the skywas darkest, just as | that stood above all others in the solemnity of this question that night. For the
pvery evil influence seemed to move summfuilzlnfaimt the prayers of those who | last thirty years, since the great republic of America, that ple had isolated
lom, for honest ﬁcivemment. for a more equitable fiscal system, for a more en- | themselves by the protectionist policy from the rest of the civilized world. They
:E tened commercial policy, freedom had come. Four years ago Cleveland, by | had destroyed the marine enterprise which had always been at the root of the
noble Presidential me’;ﬁe. electrified the American peofla and the rest of the tness of the British people. ey had put a China wall round their own conn-
world by a deliverance worthy of the greatest and most patriotic leader of a free Er‘;? but this great monster had been done away with, and the influence would be
nation. [Cheers.] The protective E:rty mhlly fna the faith of their policy to | spread throughout every lév.arter of the globe. [Cheers.] And although free
the test bytl; it on an extreme but perfectly logical conclusion known as the | trade in America might affect the commerce of Eng! there was no British
MeKinley tariff. ealed in all its naked repulsiveness, the millions of Ameri- | subject with a true heart of a Briton throughout the world bnt wounld welcomes
can taxpayers had swept away that relio of barbarism [cheers], although some | the power of the United States of America. He did not intend to take up their
?eop‘le of intelligence still called it protection. [Cheersand 'lau%otor‘] en fol- | time much longer; but he wanted to say this, that just as America bhad awakened
owed o universal awakening on Tuesday last, which promised to cause full free | from the lethar o:]}}glit-ienl rith. he trusted the le of New South Wales

trade over the United States, and enable her to assume her rightful place in the | would rise to the fi ignity of the political situation. He said—and he cared
van of human fresdom. [Cheers. . not whom he might offend—that during those months in Parliament when th
The Australian free ers could now look across the Pacific and see 70,000,000 | free traders were fighting the battle of the people the people did not respond

of the Anglo-Saxon race engaged in tearing down the discredited banner of pro- | He said the momentthe protectionist tariff became law and was threatened on
tection [ t and prolo: L) lmed and hoisting in lm&l;aca the flag whichconld | the heads of the peo le, they should have arisen like a man and said, * We will
never be destroyed—the of om and equality. ud cheers.] According | have none of this. here was not a town or hamlet throuil;unt- this great coun-
1o the statistical methods of their protectionist friends they could now summarize | try that should not have held public meetings, and the air should have resounded
the Anglo-Saxon race as comprising 110,000,000 of free traders [great cheers and | with the ery of the ple against the enormity of the Government. Let the
laughter] and six or seven millions o mt:ctionjm.mp}rm cheers and laughter.l great example of the American people take root amongst ourselves, and let them
The 38,000,000 of Great Britain had dly reinforced by the magnificent | recollect this, that if they returned to free trade the free trade of New Seunth
addition ni’_?o,mm, whose President in onmn had denounced protection as | Wales wounld preserve the freedom of all Aunstralia. [Cheers.]
an unconstitutional outrage, and had pledged self toreform the national tariff | Mr. James Inglis said that he must recognize the importance of the occasion.
in the dircction of free e, which, as they knew, in the immortal words of Cob- | We had pride in the wonderful history of the An on race, and even protec-
den, really meant *' peace and goo& will amongst all men." [Great cheering.] | tionists in their calm moments, if they ever any—[laughter]—would agree
Just as the happiest omen of the closing years of last century was the dawn of | that the desire of all was to advance humanity. The victory in America taught
American independence, so they conld now see that the closing years of this cen- | us a ﬁ'mat lesson, It showed that the Americans were our neighbors. We were
tury would witness the dawn of an independence nobler still, which, would en- | proud to think of the great sentiment of **Advance Australia.” The leaders on
franchise the estic power and pro; of the American people, and enable | the other side—Mr. Lyne and others—doubtless thought they would advance Aus-
them to become the honored chief of the Anglo-Saxon race, and the opening to | tralia by placing impediments between thedifferent colonial states. But thatwas
all mankind of new powers and mutnal pms]ioerity. [Cheers.] Conld they doubt | never done in America even in its palmiest protectionist days. (A voice: ‘“We
that the example of the United States, in which protection had had so magnificent | don't want that.””) These fetters and shackles were not put on in the interests of
a trial, and come to so stupendous a fall [hear, hear] would be felt in every | the people generally, but in the interests of few monopolists who pulled the
narter of the Elube hear, hear] especially in Europe, where already, from the | strings. [Loud cheers.] This American victory ought to teach our workingmen
¢ Sea to the Mediterranean, over all Germany, Austria, and Italy, there | in thousands that the heart of human brotherhood was wider than any geograph-
reigned comparative free trade. [Hear, hear.b ical border or line. [Hear, hear.] We were now beginning to see some er-
n offering their congratulations to Grover Cleveland and the American nation, | ing of light on the horizon; and the kindly feeling which was ri tween
he thought the free traders of New South Wales ocoupied a very proud position. | the nations wonld do much to raise the moral and spiritual elevation of our race.
[Great cheering.] Through all the darkest days of the great cause the mother t us, then, send a_ brotherly greeting across the waves, and with *“Advance
colony had shared with the mother conntry the distinction of leading the worid. | Australia’ combine the sentiment ** Hall Columbia. Ap‘plause.]
[Great cheering ] Through all their trials they had carried the ﬂaaiu free trade, The chairman then put the resolution, when a forest of hands was held up in
and they would remember that in these arduous battles there had always been | its favor, whilst against it there were only a few. The resolution was, amidst
twa great examples held up to them—the United States and the great colony of | g 1 enthnsi jeclared to be carried, with five dissentients only,
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Mr. B. B. Wise (who was received with & said thas the resolution that
asked to propose was: “That the be empowered to dispatch a
o - to Mr, Grover Cleveland embodying the f this
that if&:wm asked iiltha fnwsatponﬁﬂomgl a s:‘ﬂ_'i;lsten}
reason di to resolution alread d, great gathering o
' %ﬁmm i President-

rom the letter in which the President an-
m&){ R “The mt!?n of ﬂ:t.l.&atiﬂ’,“
saidl, “is not merely a question of markets; nqna&uo morals." That
3wdid‘:ﬂmdng was nqmmt significant commentary upon the world, embrac-
ing of liberal sentiment. Gould we imn%?s our opponents gatherin
1o, in this or any other country to congratulate a fi paworbmse#
a national crisis the advocates of their policy were successful. [*“No, no.”]
E:‘mjght just as well imagino o man's friends congratulatin becanse,

he paid & kindly visit to a person, the doar was slammed in his face. Noth-
EM:M more m:rlk:‘.né7 than this Grover Cleveland, following in the footsts
of Richard Cobden and George, had recognized that this question mnsi
fought upon higher the mere argument that was glrr.ism by fig-

unds
m%:ll; pocket. Tho 'rmli%l of tﬁ? tr:t.dmn hn.dh]nlwnys Theen to
rgne the matter out on moral ands. e policy of separating nations one
:rum the other by means ofhostﬁ?tu:iﬁ had never been, and could never be con-
nected with any maxim of morality. It was, on the contrary, a defiance of all
Christian teaching, and it rested avowedly on selfishness. Could they appeal to
recognl [ standard to justifly the policy which endeavored to sepa-
ﬁ nations the one from the other. tead of regarding commerce 23 a proceas
of peacelul cooperation between distant nationa for a com good, protectionists
regarded it as a field of confiict, and strove their ntmost to te an oppaosit
between the interests of one nation and the interests of others.
The nationalist who rejoiced over the distreas :}lg:h the H,cxi:nlsy tarﬂt,fr‘had
-}

claim was that they had served their well, The hearts of the le of
New South Wales, however, beat ma‘;ﬂt’ mthamseofmmdsy
08 ever they did in times Em% and when the time came they wonld express
thmgtheba]lotbm esire for the restoration of the policy of freedom
and liberty in New South Wales. [Cheers.

Just as measage wonld be flashed to oncmg;mtulaﬁngemmrcm
land and the American citizens they would give a further to when the time
came, and set their seals upon the actions of some of their public men and the
acts upon their statute books. [Cheers.

Bir ‘kes said that before on the next s he desired to
read a he had just received. It was asfollows: “ traders of West

Maitland join you in oms to the United States." [Cheers.] He de-
sired also to state that belore he came to that meeting he had received a lotter
from & ]?ji:ctingniﬁ:d publi;:gem man in uo[hmain ] nxying;d int H'nt mmr1 mmth th3
same o as great was organiz [ i

hie had no doubt from that and other indi ;) that their t‘;y'R::r:n:.‘lﬂ ge?: -
gm {thronghout Australasia. [Cheers.] He would now eall upon Mr. J. C

Mr. Neild, who was received with lond cheers, sald they had met that night to
congratnlate the new President of the United States, and to eongratulate the
great B pon his election; but he thought they might also have a word of

epublic w

congrat-nfntian for New South Wales at the same in the tr d
event of the past fow days in the grent Republic across the sea they had anindi-
cation of the fact that the heart of the AnglovSawonple was afterall true to
the g;-eat- principle of commercial and indnstrial om. [Cheers.]

who had in that colony, in season and out of season, inthadas and in the night,
from the platform, in the press, and in Parliament, main their fiscal views
and their faith in freedom for all men, had just cause for congratulation that
across the seas came the tremendons alliance of the most numerons body of the

cansed in the tin-plate industry in South Wales, who el

tion of foreign commerce anil e injury to foreign traders as being a worthy
trinnm'ph, o\'ﬁenﬂ stood um%&r:;{ moral from those who held that

its own irne strength in a joint and penoeful progress with
other eountries. * Peace on earth, good will among men,” which was the motto
of tho Cobden Club, could have no meaning in the ears of men who waged an
interneeine warfare with other conntries by the means of hostile tariffs. ¥or let
anyone but remember through every detail how a tariff acted, and how ovarg
interruption to trade meant empty homes, starving children, and all the other sa
accompaniments of “* out of work,” and he would see. at once that a tarifl was a
means of warfare which only differed from that of mnrderous weapons because it
did uot leave its victims mangled on the ground. [Cheers.] -

olicy must win in the loag run which rested upon a basis of
soumsl morality. The broad fact which stood out beyond dispute in the record of
humian history was that, in spite of tmpmry checks and whbacks, notwith-
standing the passing trimmphs of

trinmphs of r v forces, the progress of civilization
meant a continuons increase of internath 3
Every improvement in the means ot locomotion, every new development in our
mechanieal eontrivances, every fresh which man’s intellect obtained over
the blind foress of nature bronght nearer fogether peoples tha

every nation fi

& were formerly
intercourse between men easier. Tariffs might impose their puny
o) for a time, and in their def protectionists might empty all armo-
of darkness and fanstioim—thomightgonmh of human progress had never

yet been stemmed by such expedients. [Cheera. : :

But there were other reasons why they should extend their congratulations to
their brethren across the sea. The downfall of protectionism ca meant
the trinmph of free trade in Australasia. [Cheers.] Further, the trinmph had
been won by means of the Australian ballot, [Cheers.] Itwaswe whohad given
to the workman in America the first opportunity which he had ever had of record-
ing an effective protest against the injustice & on of the protective sys-
tem. . we might congratulate Mr. Cleveland, not only as Ausiralians,
but as ‘frchmm. Wa bel to that race which had erected a
monument in Abbey to the erican poet Lowell, and which held
s foneral service in that most glorious of English churches in of an
American President; and, therefore, we might fi tinglgrgjsphy another evidence
of our unity by forwarding our congratulations to the brave and honorable leader
on whom had now becn 1afd the mighty task of dealing a deathblow throughout
the English-@at!g:g world to the greatest and most depressing superstition of
modern times. £ETS.

Mr. Caruthers said that some thrmzum ago, whilst speaking in that hall, he
used words which, taken in the ngn of mhﬂm_t events, could be taken as
almoest prephetic. He would words. Hesaid three yearsago: * Within
five years the nation which ita best blood, the blood of its first-born and
best citizens, to give freedom to the black slave, will have fought and decided its
battle, and will have proclaimed liberty and freedom throughout the United States.

When you hoar the trompet sound m; of men, then let New
Sourth Wales reécho thesentiment, and New South Wales cry: * We have borne the
torch of freedom in these lands—so

ns of England with you, yet Australians deter-
mined to be free men in this free land—we greet you, freemen of England, America,
aud Australin, as fellow-citizens of the grandnation of the Anglo- Tace,
?-eerfm? one end of the world to the other, from the rising to the setting sun. '’
YWhen he spoke these words it did not enter into his most
tions that within five years he would be seconding a resolution which had for
object to reciprocate the joy which was felt &tﬁao‘iﬂm of America, and con-
tulating them unpon having accomplished t boonand wona battle
the cause of liberty. They regarded Grover Cleveland's victory not mercly as
e vi of the American people, but as a victory for New South Welshmen in
Wew South Wales. It had been eutiulg Mr, McMillan that t apathy
bad been displayed ; no doubtthe had much to do with that, but the
apathy would be removed from ht by the enthusiastic zeal which would
be given to the free traders and mass of the by that which had been done in
the eause of liberty in the United States. e the victory of the Demo-
eratic party as being something more than a victory for the free-trade cause. It
was a vietory in the eause of good government throughout the world. [Cheers.]
Six years since the American Democratic party met and framed a plat-
form.  Omne of the great planks in that platform was, ““We do specially deny the
right of the Government to surrender the taxing power to ns and indi-
uals, which is the resuit of the theory and practice of the party,
anid denounce the present tariff, which burdens the people with an ive war
tax in a time of " That platform con the tariff as unjust and
JAmequitable, and in addition to Mﬁb‘lﬂ‘dﬂnﬁ on the people cost the taxpayers

uine anﬂsi?‘:

five times as much as it led, and led to fraud.
It was denounced as ghl:’wkrupt merchants above honest ones, and it was
claimed that taxation s exclusively for revenue purposes, and no more

revenne should be collected than was required to meet the
tions of the Government economically administered. [Cheera.
That was the platform on which that great battle bad been won in America,
am! it conld be adopted utheplﬁf‘ormofthaﬁoa-tﬂdnya t the
world. Aneother aspect of the case which commended itself to —and, ho was
sure, to all of them—was that Mr. Grover Cleveland his second term as
of the

and obliga

President as the sworn adveeate of purity in public ‘]'..lig..:nd he had time aftor
time refused to dismiss Government of oiahbeomettﬁhlnngadbtha

party. In the pastthe Republican party had regarded office as the

victors; and they had recently in this colony séen offices given to men whose only

Mnfln S race, [Chm_ru.l ‘While they congratulated Americaand New South
‘Wales he thought they might also sg:urﬂ a ayme:geﬁn thought for their nnfortu-
ate protectionist brothers [loud lsughter] use lost their main

prop and argument in favor of commercial and indmmfl‘mvery. [Langhter and

ap [

‘Ehey niost also remember that thuir‘gl:nt victory in America had been won by
the Australian system of ballot. For first time the Presidential election has
been free from the inflnence of the political wire-puller. [ Hear!” Hear!"] The
Anpstralian ballot system has won free trade for America, and in a short time they
would have an op of cansing the ballotbex to win back free trade for
New Soath Wales. cheers.

Mr. Cotton, who was received loud cheering, said he must confess that
his thoughts that night were not so much with the triumphant and snceessful
politician, Grover Cle t man as he was, for he could not hel
remembering that in all great trinmphant reforms there were three stages: Firs
the great-hearted reformer ahnﬂiaiﬁ.nlone and caring nothing for Fubho opinion;
then the little eirele of earuest followers, the pro ts; then lastly, as
the tide swelled and ed and there came the hurried awakening of the
ple, the politician came. " His thoughts that night went back to the men whom
stood in the advance gnard of light and in America for many a w
year past, at least one of whom he was proud to call his personal friend. [Cheera.

These were the men who had leavened the American penpmiur and made
that vietory ble. He had seen these ; he the burn-
ing words of the men who had done the work, true , the men who

worked not for offi but for love of truth and truth
prepared to give to Grover veland every meed of
much at the ds of the American peopls for the bravery and loyalty to the
right—but he would like to go back to the men who had e Grover Cleveland's
elacﬁwmal.bb. The lesson which the world was leamini everywhere to-day
w”tnsgalnst mm:tim 4 nation, tultahnt.thna‘;gmlufmm 3
P e, n nﬁmﬁ ﬁl progress was
mﬂ.«m mdoqurlﬂendomh That was the lesson a'ru{;vhm ouk
the world recognized labor was . This %e&tvinﬁuty him like
the first note of further victories. He leved it to be the crowning of the last
d freedom. When that a tgmtacﬁmht superstition
the wide world over—then, and then only, labor

esty, and not protection, not privi-
1y, claiming not prof n, 0ot pri

lege, not onl; .

g‘a bmt thzy had seen the worst of industrial nhveﬁ Though

to be he believed the world was now moving with quicker

on er lines, and mvh’%rt:ward nobler aims. [Cheors,
: hﬁdidnmetwhm he home that nlﬁl;:tn attend that
S {n She sty of Bydimay, Tack bt & Jo ,:”‘ﬁ‘mm“““’“’?; ik Toettngs
audience -] o asa was
of pride and plmtgro that h:ysiood there to witness one of the grandest move-
ments in the cause of freedom

not for only. He was

d he deserved

ales, and so long as he had a
and

vgml}j«;m%suwmuurﬁjmmmm‘??orm mdefmeof
thi native country. He was that the leader of the oppo and.nnlnﬁ
hin?'sdfin favor of t',:l?arcl.m of He belioved the day was not

distant when they would have established throughout Australia a great, a vast
and a growing natien. [Cheers.]

The chaimlnnm then pat the resolution and declared it earried with one dissen-
tient vote :

Mr.Jammi[arﬁnmweésvmatu:mhtnthaohalmm They had met
to-night, he said, to do honor to the greatest man in America, and he now asked
them to do honor to the t man in Australia, [Cheers.] No one, he was
sure, was more proud of ent Cleveland's vietory than Henry Parkes.
For fifty years he had labored in tho free-trade and he wos glad that Sir
D T W, B Farkos ar the authechaf the very hallot schome wnis:

A e author e schemo under
e - h.n;?:atbem won. All he could add, in concluaion,

d be its jer,
qfhocmot}:tr:gu : worth, and carried with cheers.

thanked

chairman would live to see a federated Australia

Sir Henry Parkea, in ding, said that he them heartily for the
vote of t.‘:]]::{tk:t %ta- fuﬁl‘n}%‘hjﬂﬁys’m he had never lost an oppe: ‘:.f of ad-
vancing free trade. He had been a ionist during his career for only a fow
months; whilst the reigning protec ta in this country had mostly been free-
traders until they ‘‘saw protection coming." [Laughter.] He was a free-trader
becanse it was morally ible for a protaot&nn?aﬁ government to btoi‘:lpm
government. was 80, use their source of strem mﬁ.m poli oor-
mp:irﬂ and & pnndet“mm!!;?%-‘gnwmt of & class t ihe welfare of tho
m’]!hs pmod.ing{n eoncluded with cheers for the Queen, called fnr“l‘?' Sir H
Parkes, and also with cheers for President Cleveland and the United States,”
the utmost enthusiasm prev

1 hold in my hands a clipping entitled, ‘‘ Of conrse England re-
joices,” in which the writer says:

It required not the f heey to foretell that a Democratic success at the
polls would bolnﬂulg;ﬁo uaydisﬁnmﬁvu%ga]i;flhhmm. The English
press has taken no pains to ‘uiuj?om h of free-trade oiv
‘ples. John Bull, from purely selfish motives, rejoices that the first step has been
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g Democratic possi-
bility of the g of the markets to the goods of Birmingham,

ord, and chester capitalists will get a chance to procure some returns on
their money invested, and wurkin%ren will have m_ngurmnity of getting &
decent price for their labor without the necessity of striking.

That is to say, capitalists in England and workmen in England,
not workmen in the United States.

It will be noticed that the Pall Mall Gazette views the late Democratic victory
glish stand t. Itsces thntthntﬁutoﬂn:ﬂl open the Amer-
ican mavkets to the goods of gham, Bradford, and chester. But the

fucts of these t English manufacturing can not tuke their place
mur markets wi t displacing the products of Lowell, Fall River, and other
Ameriean msnufacturing towns. Consequently Eﬂnnd’u in will be America's
loss. Weo have no desiro to have English capi s or English workingmen
suffer. But neither have we any wish to ses their suffering alleviated at the ex-
pense of American capital and American labor.

It is becanarethEn :immufm gat. ai':nczll *illn:vinﬁornqi;s near M-E:}:.nd. nss;

NSE] Nenee ection oV . 3 0186 OVear the recaqn
%emwgatic vfi'ctorg'. The intensity of their interest inujga verdict rendered at
the polls on November 8 is well described in the following cable dispatch: 3

- “*Lownpox, November 11,

“ There is everywhere great enthusissm over the result of the American clec-
tion. Advices from Wales state that tin-plate workers held a jubilee, and at
Bradford many remained up till late yesterday morning to hear the fizures from
America. There has not been such excitement for a long time in the industrial
centers of Great Britain.”

is easily explained. Ithasitssoorce
in thie conviction that every Democratic vote was a vote for England and Eng-
land's interests. It is not the first time that America’s greatest commercial rival
has rejoiced over the ‘lrhmgh of ;‘Bf‘llﬁcﬂ party whose antiprotective princi-
ples have ever endeared it to John B The rejoicings that resounded through-
out England on November 10 were Hmouhmnfahnﬂu;eioip&ngsthmhuvebm
beard therefor the last forty years whenever the Democracy scored a
vietory at the polls. Tn 1852 England hailed the election of Pierce, whom the
London Times ﬁdmﬁbﬁd as ‘‘a valuable ally of our (English) commercial policy,"”
with almost us much enthusiasm as she now evinces over the election of Grover
Cleveland. t

1t shows that there was great rejoicing in foreign industrial cen-
ters over the result of the idential election. It wasnot alone
in the cities of the United States; it was not alone in the capital of
the nation that the people staid up until the next morning to get
the news of the election. They staid up in the great indnstrial
centers of Great Britain to.get the news of the election. ;

1 hold in my hand & c].ippinf‘rfrom an English paper entitled,
# A oricultural Depression and
of chester, writes:

We have at the present time a royal commission holding inquiries throughout
the country relative to the conditions of agrienlture. ﬂ:h%a industry, to say the
least of it, is by far the greatest we have. e are told—besides, we know from
bitter experience—of the deplorable and wretched plight this industry is in at
the present moment. Wit};from permission, I beg to put before you figures from
tho statistical abstract, confirming the almost unanimous vote given at the large

cultural meeting held in London, which foreign competition is
o sole enuse for the depression, or, in plainer words, our rotten system of free
porta.

1 avill insert this table, as it will be tedious to read it. It shows
a great increase in the importations of agrienltural products into
Great Britain:

1892. 1855. 1886, 1892,

21,333,763 [ 25,008 840 £9,224, 011
282,844 9

2,010,104 | 12565
........... 63, 857 12, 465
reireeeeod| 1880901 | 425,401

617,423 | 8,402,828 | 10,803, 838

2,178, 877 | "4, 801,736
2,440,522 | B, 141,438 | 11,905, 109
inc.w.but.| 2,962,264 | 8,712, 884
1,027, 8,871,859 | 5,416,784

236, 2,884, 063 704, 7
........... ,704 | 888,

171,955 | 447,253 i

& 1,544,032 | 2,283,011

10,1 y
3 2,647,173 | 1,200,214 | 1,747,968

--[12, 700,538 |52, 486, 011 | 75, 607, 022

1802 over 1886, increase 44 per cemnt.

ee Imports.” Mr. Sibson 8. Rigg,"]

1802, 1855, 1886, 1892,

LTl NS e e S U Rl SIS ISP 212,715 | 88,104,973

Increase, 5 per cent.

From the above it will be seen with an inereased population in 1802 over 1880
of only 5 per.cent, that we have, at the same time, an increase of
im i from corn, 44 ft:r cent, flour 47.8 cent, and wheat, oats, and
barley 83.6 per cent, together in value some £36,500,000 of an increase,

‘Mark that! With an increase of only 5 per cent in population
there has been an increase of almoest 50 per cent of agri pro-
ducts within ten years in Great Britain, The writer proceeds: .

Borely this is foreign competition with a vengeance, especially when consid-
ered 'm'{h the decreased production of coal, iron, eto., in this country, all of which

1o prove a most ruinouns of affairs. Royal commissions are utterly use-
cfsiu;;:éle}aaamnmga‘mgtolenm. In 1886 we had a royal commission on depression
0 <

I have alveady quoted from that report—
And them the mmanimous verdiot was that ta‘reég_n products were being sold

under cost in our markets, which they could easily a, in their
markets, thus ruining B producers, and after that both markets
(not even namo cheaper wages and longer hours worked). 1 amvery muach afraid

befalls ns; then reinstated in no half fashion.

This is a British writer in a leading British journal.

The late Lord Derby, the former prime minister, said: **The cruel tice of
free imports on agriculture wonld recoil itself on all the other indns! of the
land.”  Is not this coming true?

Two or three years ago in a speech I made upon the tariff as it
affected agricultural interests I quoted several extracts from a very
remarkable little volume entitled “A Forbidden Subject, or Pro-
tection fo British Industries,” which was written by a titled citi-
zen of Great Britain. It was written by Sir Edward Sullivan, a
man who had studied this question, and expresses his opinions in
no uncertain manner. I have marked several guotations ronnin
through this velpme which I desire to have inserted, but I will HE
the Secretary to read o Eo.rtion, commencing on the first p: and
see what this English baronet has to say about the effect of free
trade on Great Britain, so as to show whether I was correct when I
assumed that the free-trade policy of England had been the worst
crime that any country had committed npon its citizens in the nine-
teenth century. :

The SBecretary read as requested:

I ask leave to insert in the RECORD some brief quotations from this
little book, part of which has already been read. What will be
quoted will convince anyone who will examine it that publie opin-
ion in Great Britain in favor of free trade is not at all unanimons.
Baronet Sullivan has written a series of essays which are contained
in this little pamphlef and every sentence isa text npon
tion of protection and free trade. It isone of the most remarkable
pamphlets on the subject that I ever happened to have the pleas-
ure of examining,

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair), With-
o?itéaqugiﬁ]ion the request of the Benator from Oregon will be com-
P with.,

The matter referred to is as follows:

What ostriches wo are, sticking onr heads in the sand and fencying the world
does not see us, clamoring for cheapness with onr lips, but in nur{marh
for higher prices | **Thank God that wheat is 27s. per quarter,” we bu
every goose amongst us knows perfeetly well that the community—agrienltural
and manunfacturing—would be doin 'be&er with wheat at smt price of
45s. or GDs. per q land in cultivation, snd labor in d, than with
wheat at 27s. a quarter, land Mgpﬁnﬁ out of coltivation, and labor standing idle.
“But thank heaven,” says Mr. Gladstone, *‘the massea have now got the fran-
chise, and they will soon scatter to the winds the heresies of on.” Idon't
know about that. Tdon'tan the working classes in the United dif-
fer very much from their fe! workers fellow coun in the United
States, and I know that any workingman in America who advocated the h“ﬁ
of fres trade would be i as a poor creature past praying for. We are
of us profuse in our thanks to heaven, when our wishes seem uppermost;
the readiness with which we thank heaven for giving ns what we want must be
rather confuging. One thamks heaven for rain; snother for dry weather; one
thanks heaven massea have got the &mnhﬂs:hbmw down
protection; ansther thanks heaven they have got the franchise, they will
voto down free trade.

But lot us pout a bold face on it. Yea, there are idiots going about the
conntry talkings about free trade—and I am one of them—and is what
1 say: That after forty years' experience of one-sided free trade the condition of

i is very . That many indnstries have died
mt, or mmnveéf‘hn other countries; that in nearly e’vgl.'y industry English labar

)
that the present condition of things continne to go enuntil greater disaster
protection will be nff i

I'lonr..--._-.........--.-...QWts..!22.106,-009 2,804,106 | 8,228,051 | 12, 267, 453
{

Increase, 47.8 peroent.
This large import of flour, instead of grain, deprives British millers of wages.

‘Corn, exclusive.of maize and flonr, ;
hundredweights. ... ... ... /103,420, 804 ?13,6“,5&1 , 702,058 | 37,041,428
AR e e T l&s 640,188 ’ss 416,720 im 915,903

Increase, 33.0 per cent.

never.
That the pauper class nnmber 7,000,000 in a population of 34,000,000 ; that there are
14,500,000 of the community receiving less than 10s. 6d. per week; that flesh and
blu;&]navar wu&pcggspkge &v;uating synmmwin:hver so cruel; that land is
Tapi oing ot vai - t every year, a rapidly increasing
uhting,gwummm food ; ﬂlatag{icultm in all its branches is
iing ; Mwhnctourhndsmgni‘ix_ﬁﬂnutoftﬂhgothmwhommdy
anxions to till them are standing idle. The landowners, tenants, laborers, connty
tmde:lmnn. represent 10,000,000 or 12,000,000, directly or indirectly, dependent on
cnltnre,

hat agri ih of food for th must al be the most
: importmm e growing e ot the peop 'ways

tereat in every community. “That all of the ways in which capital

the ques- -
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can be em cnlture is by far the most advantageous to society. That
no equal eglgg:ld‘pn into motion so much productive labor as that of the farmer.
'Ihﬂ to impose conditions under which the land can not be cultivated isdevising
the most gigantic *‘lockout” ever conceived. That the United Kingdom is the

country in the world that is going out of tillage. That everywhere else, in
France, in mu{. Belginm, tillage is extending. That to advocate a return
from to grazing is like advocating a return from express trains to stage

wagons. That tillage produces eight times the amount of human food, employs
three times the mn]zﬁngof human labor that {zrasing does. That, therefore, u{e
return from tillage to grazing means the em iﬂ-nuun of one-half of the popula-
tion. That all production that does not pay cost ceases. That, therefore, if
growing food does not pay its cost, it will cease,

That employment, not cheapness, ia the minsgriug of nationsl prosperity and
contentment. That tho wag make a nation ap'p{and prosperons is to give
everybody an opportunity of being employed. That the ideaof |upp1fl§:‘iz apopu-
lation of 84,000,000 with éverything at a lower price than they can produnce it is

bably the most preposterous nonsense that ever entered the human mind.
Fhont this is actnally what free trade pretends todo.  'Weare attempting to supply
ourselves with everything cheaper than we can produce it. That, in other words,
we place before our workers cheap food, but put it out of their power to carn the
money to buy it. That there ia hardly an article in the world that can not be
produced cheaper in some other country than in England.

That fmlght and transport are so cheap that nearly everything will now pay
the cost of transport to England. That, owing to her insular position, sur-
rounded on all sides by ports and harbors, England is more vulnerable to indus-
trial invasion than any country in the world. That, owing to the extravagant
and unthrifty character of her people, England is the one country in the world
that requires to protect its labor. “That it is impossible the price of labor can bs
maintained in the face of the labor competition of the whole world. That
England js now suffering from industrial invasion. That foreign labor isdriving
out Enlgliah labor, as the brownrat has driven out the black rat. That as it iathe
duty of the Government to protect us from an armed invasion, so it is the duty of
the Government to protect us from an industrial invasion. t an armed inva-
sion means tam{g:rlry disgrace—that an industrial invasion means ruin.

That protection means Erotectlon to labor, protection to native industry, pro-
tection to those who eat their bread in the sweat of their face. That free trade
means untaxed foreign cum&ztiﬁon. That foreign competition means competition
in cheap 1 potiti heap competition in cheap labor; com-
Eeuuon in cheaﬁlnbor means competition in flesh and blood; and competition in

esh and blood is slavery. That excessive competition is the test curse that
can be imposed on a working community. That the unrestricted labor competi-
tion of the whole world is rapidly making the conditions of English labor impos-
sible. That cheap clothing and cheap food are of no value if human labor is
cheaper still. That ex: ve cheapness is of no value to the community without
employment.

That employment means chaalpnm. That those who have employ-
ment can buy; that those who have not employment can not.buy. That the first
and paramount duty of every Government is to enconr‘:gacmdjtiona under which
everyone can find employment. That we import manufactures and export man-
ufacturers; import agricultural produce and export cultural laborers; export
strong men an im};ort helpless paupers. That to advocate emigration with our
fields untilled and 7,000,000 of our population half clothed is monstrous.

The board of trade returns are mere flapdoodle, the food of fools. That
fi imports and foreign exports alone are no proof of national perity.
That internal production and internal consumption are the only groo!‘s of
national prosperity. That free trade has ruined Ireland, and protection alone
can restore it to prosperity and contentment. That the cheapest conntrics are

-those moat unfavorable to labor. That free trade means cheapness to the rich i:tht:

idlers, those with fixed incomes; but longer hours, lower wages, harder worl

the workers. That the workers are 20 to 1 to the idlers, and,

trade sacrifices the interests of the 19 to the interests of the 1. That in no other

community in the world has the Government ventured to impose the tyranny of

nnmtdoted'fmifn competition on the workers. That foreign competition
n

therefore, free

cheapens everyth the working classes produce, but cheapens nothing they
consume except fi That protection raises the price of one article they con-
utuuahbul. also raises the price of everyt.hinﬁ they produce. That higher prices
for what the{ roduce means hi§har wages, less grinding competition, a higher
standard of life. That 5s. spent on the produce of English labor benefits the
working classes more than 50s, spent on the produce o? foreign labor. That it
does not follow we eat more corn because wo im more COrn; We may grow
less. That it does not follow we consume more silks because we import more, if
we g;'lva up producing silks. That it is home trade enriches the working classea.
That 25,000,000 of the population depend on the supply and demand of home
trade. That they consume no foreign articles whatsoever. That it is manifestly

ust, as between class and class, to make mﬂhm& the poor produce arti-
ficially cheap. That, indeed, the tenden ught to be the othor way.

That the agricultural classes are the t customers of the manufacturing
classes. That they consume no foreign manufactures. That, with the exception
of food, foreign competition does not ¢ ::]pon one singlearticle the working classes
consumo; a8 & rule they consume entirely Fmd! of English manufactare That
when the agricultural are doing well they buy; that when they are doin,
badly they ** do without." That the wealth of a nation is the value of what
Kmd{:ma. That under foreign competition the value of everything we produce

s decreasing every year. That to say under these conditions we are getting
richer is absurd. t every year the balance of foreign trade is £100,000.000
against us. This has tobe paid. Economistsmay argue till they are black in the
face how it is ify twopence, it has to e paid somehow.

g:iad; it does mot si
That one-sided tradeis a e of heads I lose, tails you win. That everyone
is getting poorer who deals in labior, and e one is richer who deals in money.
‘That unrestricted foreign competition isso evidently destructive of tho vested inter-
ests and rights of labor that out of England no single stat has ever id
ered it worth a moment's consideration. That in America the working classes
believe to a man that in En{lnnd the aristocracy have forced free trade on the
working classes in orderthat they may buy their foreign lnxuries cheap. They
can not conceive that m{iworkingcmmunjg can be such fools as to invite unre-
stricted foreign on, that is killing their industries and driving them ong

thirty-nine-fortieths of mankind look upon free trade as
“'mﬂ a moment’s serions consideration. That it is onlya
ority. 5,000 desire protection and 20,000 do not, it is monop-

it and 5,000 do not, it is common sense. When the majority
protection is right; when the majority are against it, protection

i8 wrong.

'I‘h.atime traders conceal the trnth from the working classes. They tell them
that labor is in a worse condition in America, France, Germany, and Belginm
than it is in England, which is not true. - They tell them that under any circum-
stances they can beat the foreigner, which is not true. They do not tell them that
under on the wages in nce, Belginm, and Germany havenearly doubled.
That forty years ago these countries had no manufacturing industries. t now
they are teeming with them; that fifty years ago America had no manufacturing
industry whatever; thatnow she anppli{a the entire wants of 50,000,000 of people,
besides export-mgevergrwhm. They donot tell them that in every conntry in the
world, except England, agricalture umgming. They do not tell them that
for every sovereign that was in cires m forty years ago there are three sover-

y. If 20,000 d
are for proioction.

eigns to-day. Thatit is the increased cirenlation of gold and the spread of steam—
not England removing her import duties—that have caused the increased trade of
the world. They do not tell them that English laborers, with 14s. a week (it ought
to be 20s.) can not grow wheat as chnagly as Indian ryots, with 2s. a weelk. Tint
English operatives working fifty-two hours for 25s. can not produce as cheaply as
French, German, or Belginm operatives, working seventy hours for20s. Thework-
ing classes do not know the truth, and those who want their votes have not the

com’eﬁe to tell them.
England is the only country in the world in which what is called political econ-
ormy has been treated merely as a question of party politics. 1t is hopeless. If
a Conservative talks any scandal about free trade, the Radical shouts * Yah, yah,
the cheap loaf! The cheap loaf!" If the Radical talksscandal about free trade,
the Conservatives are equally ready to enlist votes with the ery of the cheap
loaf! It bas come to this—that it is the cheadp loaf that is con.snmmfftho laborer,
not the laborer the cheap loaf; because he does not grow it himself, but stands
idle and pays the foreign laborer to w it cheap for him. If a farmer was to
take a farm of 10,000 acrea and cultivate it with coolie labor at 2¢. & week, the lab-
orer would immediately understand what the cheap loaf meant; or if Messrs.
Erupp were to open works at Birmingham and employ 15,000 Germans or Belgians
at 158, a week, the operatives would immediately understand what foreign com-
tition meant. At present it is cheaper for Measrs. Krupp and for the Indian
armers to employ their cheap labor at home, and to send their cheap product to
us than to bring their labor to this country, but the competition is the came, it is
even worse. Inthe former case the money spent in producing would remain in
the country, and now it all goea abroad.

These are some of the reasons why we idiots go about the country talking
acandal about free trade. It-would be easy to give a hundred more but they are
enough for one dose.

-

- & * L *

*
In every branch of British industry the ]prodnots of foreign labor are drivi
out th:rgroduuu of English lﬂbort.ry Employment and wngg:s are fast rnilinl;g.
Agricultural laborers are competing for work at 10s. and %. a week. Those who
live by labor say, ** Why stand we here idle all the day? Why doth no man hire
ust How is it that in the largest consuming community in the world, with con-
sumption daily and hourly increasing, the work of the producers is daily and
hourly dacran.!iuﬁ.," “Why can't we get work " the workers, and the answer
is coming back to them with hourly inmasingl stinctness, '* Because the for-
eigner is doing your work.” * Why then does the foreigner do our work?" asks
the English worker, ‘‘Because he works for less wages,” says the free trader;
“‘becanse he works longer hours; becanse he is more thrifty; because he
duces cheaper.” But again asks the English workman, “If we work for m
wages and un%r hours, and are more thrifty and produce cheaper, shall we keep
our work "' ‘'No, indeed,” replies the free trnl}o .+ The foreigner will work for
stiil lower wages and still longer hours, and be still more thrifty, and produce
c.hmx»er still. It is entirely a question of cost, and in cost they can always beat
you." *Then we must rotected, or leave the country,” say the English
workers. “Leave the country you may," reply the free traders, ““in fact, it is
robably the very best thing you can do; but protected you never shall be—not
ndeed u‘ulms you Ennke ita cc:nmtiun nf‘glvl:ng' your vote.” %
L If English consumers are to be supplied by foreign producers, how are English
Eroducars to live! How can they buy if they have mot got any money! And
ow are they to get nn{ money if they don't earn any wages! And how are they
to earn any any wa f they don't get any work! How can they consume unless
they first produce! Did tle folly of man ever conceive more suicidal nonsense
than a scheme for suppl{Ing an industrial community of 84,000,000 with every-
thinqt.hey consume from abroaid cheaper than they can produce it themselves? fﬁ-
simply a schems for depriving our workingmen o It is only political
economists run riot who could have conceived it.”
- - El - -

work.

- -

The question of protection to native labor is no longer one of theory but of fact.
The time has come when the industrial classes will say to the financial classcs,
‘*Capital is your birthright, and very caréfully you have looked after it. Well,
labor is m{irthrlght. and it is time we began to look very carefully after it, too.
You have taken our birthright out of our hands, because you said yon were wiser
than we were, and what have you done with it! You have muddled it away in
attempts to bolster up your vain theories, You have thrown away our industrial
defense and imposed upon us a competition under which we can not live and
thrive in our own country. This is absurd. You have been entirely selfish in
this matter, but we can be selfish, too; but if we are we shall have an excuse that
you have not, the excuse of necessity. You encourage foreign labor in order that
you may get luxuries. We protect native labor in order that we may get neces-
saries, for we can not live unless we can earn. You say that things can not be too
cheap for you; but they can be a great deal too cheap for us, if they are cheaper
than we can make them. Free imports mean luxury to yon, they often mean want
to us. Protection means fewer luxuries to you, but it means more omizloyment
tous. Of course, you don't care much for our being out of work, the foreigner
snp%lies you with all you want. But, to tell you the truth, we shouldn't care
much for your beln%:ut of luxuries, in fact, we think that in every way it is bet-
ter that you should be short of lnxories than that we should bo short of work."

A great change haa come over this country as regards the employment of capi-
tal. A generation ago England and Scotland offered the best field for the invest-
mentof capital. Everywhere capital wasinvested with industries of every kind—
in agriculture, in manufactures. England was the great field for industrial invest-
ment. Now, this is all altered. Everywhere capital is being withdrawn from
British industries, agricnltural and manufacturing, and employed in finance, in
foreign loans and foreign induatries, and foreign undertakings of every kind.
British agriculture and British industries no longer pay and, therefore, capital is
removed them to other investments that do pai.mNow, this is very bad and
very serious. In every community capital and labor are more or less antago-
nistic; but in En‘ghnd. owing to free e, the antagonism is complete.

There are, in fact, two Englands—financial England and industrial England—
and they are completely separated. Industrial England concerns the existence of
about 30,000,000 of people; financial England concerns the comfort and lu:mr%g
about 4,000,000. In our popalation ef &,000.000 about 80,000,000 represent lal
and about 4,000,000 represent capital. During the last ten years capital has been
steadily, latterly very rapidly, flowing from the former to the latter—from labor
to capital. Money attracts money; labor is uf.tmglmomr every day; capital is
acenmulatingbeyond the dreams of avarice. Theca of England keeps 4,000,000
or 5,000,000 E! affinence, some in excessive wealth., We see a millionaire and
assume he is an index of the wealth of the oonnt.rfy. but heis not. His wealth does
not necessarily, very likely not at all, proceed from Epglish industries. On the
contrary, his wealth very ofter represents money withdrawn or withheld from
English industries and invested in foreign industries, How many mills closed
how many parishes gone out of cultivation, may go to make one city millionaire
Formerly it was the employer of labor who grew rich. Thon the interests of

capital and labor were united. Now it is the financier, who mplt'ﬂ' no labor at
who wa rich and the employer of labor grows poor. Capitalandlaborare
completely divorced by free trade. “* What a boreg;m are,” says capital tolabor,

“with your strikes and your complaints. They don't concern us one little bit.

You need not cultivate an acre of land or Ednca anything whatever. We shall
go on just the same; we can get everything we want from abroad. We really
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have no interest in you whatever. If you strike and don’t produce what we want

4 makes no difference whatever to ns.” We only buy more abroad.’
* * * * * - -
If an industrial community insists n being supplied with everything it

n
consumes chea than it can be produpc:d at home, there will soon be no work
for that community to do. It must leave the country or starve.

- - - L "

w -
Emigrate, emigrate, emigrate, cmigrate, cackle our free-trade geese; but what
do 1.!:1;3_3;.‘l mean? g{:is’ muigxm tion, %:: emigration, that makes a country rich.
The rats leave a sinking ship, but they swarm to a full one. It is population
that enriches a country. It remained for our ‘‘long ears' to make the glorious
discovery that a country must be depopulated to be enriched. But what is the
nse of theorizing with the facts before your eyes? Ireland had a population of
8,000,000, and she exported largely corn and caftle. She has now a population of
5,000,000, and she imports largely corn and cattle. Of course this must be s0.
With every workingman who has left Ireland her production has pro tante dimin-
jshed, and she has become rer. Three million of her children have left her,
and to that extent she has ome poorer, and now we are called upon to apply
At o caikli i ain. Get rid of the workers,

il &, EIml, @, em cackle the geese again. ol U _ X
drive ﬁ:-: the wégrrl?in boegrin leave us mﬁy the drones, and see how high the
hive will become. t a lot of honey we shall maket This is no exaggeration.
It is fhe able-bodied, the workers, those who uce, who leave the country; it
is ihe old, the puny, the sick, the infirm, the idlers the loungers, those who pro-
duce nothing who remain. Do they add to the wealth of the country, or do they
drain it? We are told that we must not discuss the question of protection to
native industry lest it may encourage home rule. Ye gods; are not the vital
interests of 30,000,000 of workers of more importance than the wishes of 2,000,000
or 3,000,000 of political agitators? And besides protection to native industry, pro-
tection to labor, is the ery of Ireland, just as much as it is the ery of Engiand.
W hat has killed down every industry in Ireland, driven half her population to
leave the country! Foreign competition; English competition. at alone can
restore herprosperity! Bring back her people; the revival of industries; the pro-
tection of native labor.

- - L2 3 L 3 - -

But I will give you a few reasons why it is, in my opinion, a disgrace, after
forty years' experience of its ruinous results, any longer to advocate one-sided
free trade: Becanse after forty years of one-sided iree trade the condition of labor,
in all its branches, in this country is frightful; because ithe number of the
unemployed is alarming; because we have 1,000,000 of paupers; because 1 out of
every 5 of the population is toeing the line of pauperism; because 14,000,000 of
the population average less than 10s. 6d. per week ; because agricultural wages are
down %u 10#. and 9. a week; 1 in most industries four days is considered a
week's work; because the sweatin sgatem never was 8o cruel; becanse the
workers are leaving free-trade England to find work in protectionist America;
becanse millions who can’t live and thrive under free trade in England do live
and thrive under protection in America; because we export onr workers and
fmportwhat our workers produce; because free trade says to the English worker
go aund to the foreign worker come. o= - -

Because free @ insists on the admission of foreign labor, even though it
throws our own labor out of employment; because free trade preaches that
water isthicker than blood; that the interests of the foreign workers are of more
fmportance than the interests of the English workers; because free trade pro-
motes the interests of 4,000,000 of capitalists at the expense of the interests of
80,000,000 of workers; because under free trade English and Irish workers can
not live and thrive in their own country; because trade advances the inter-
ests of foreign labor at the expense of ‘the interests of English labor; because
free trade has driven 8,000,000 of people out of Ireland; because free trade in no
way concerns itself with the interests of labor.

use free trade defends bonuses on foreign manufactures, and advocates
referential railway rates for foreign products. Because free trade emcourages
{hn free im%omt.!.un of foreign manufactures into English ports, and excuses the
exclusion of English manufactures from foreign ports. Because nnder free trade
the consumption increases with increasing population every year, and production
diminishes with increasing population every year. B free trade pl the
interests of capital before the interests of labor. Because under free trade the
land is going out of cultivation, and the bands ready to cultivate it are standing
idle. use in all directions the land is mluf:nng from tillage to grazing.
Because numerous industries have died outin England under free trade, to expans
into vigor and prosperity in other countries under protection.

Becaunse under free trade agricultural industries are conducted at a loss, and
manufacturing industries without profit. Becaunse one-sided free trade is a sham;
itisnotfreetrade atall. Itis disl t, b it preaches cheapness, and prays
for higher prices. Because it promotes the aﬂcum1ﬁntxcn of wealth, and prevents
the distribution of wealth. Because it proclaims that cheapness is of more im-
{or!anne than employment. Because under free trade capital is accumulating in

he hands of money aeale*l:a, passing from the employers of labor to the bankers,

the value of one brass farthing? We appeal to figures and decline to accept their
teaching. 'We magnify the increasing wealth of a few great capitalists and mini.
mize the rnin of thousands of producers. :

L 3 w - -® - L -

If ten millions of iron-workers, glass-makers, woolen, silk, cotton workers, ete.
from Germany, France, and um settled in Lancashire and Yorkshire and
worked seventy hours a week, including Sundays, for 30 per cent less

thy wonld, of course, undersell our workmen working fifty-two hours a week
anfldemanding 30 per cent higher wages. Well, these Germans and French and
Belgians are not working long hours for low wages in England, it is true, but
they are working long hours for low w: in their own country, and are um‘llnﬂ
their products over to our markets, duty free, at a lower rate of transit than
cosls the English workmen to send their products to their own markets. To all
intents and purposes, the German or Belgian workman, who is working long
hours for low wages in Germany or Belgium, is just as direct a competitor witﬁ
the English workman as if he was working in Lancashire or Yorkshire.

In every industrial country in the world except England it is mm%'n]mﬂ that
the first duty of the Government is to promote the employment of the people;
in other words, to protect their industries. In every other industrial aount:ﬁ
but England the industries of the people are protected. Is it so certain that
the whole world is wrnng and England only right? In every country, except
England, it is allowed that the interests of those who both produce and consume
are greater than the interests of those who only consume. In every industrial
community out of England it is allowed that employment is of more importance
than mere cheapness. In England alone it is maintained that cheapness is of
more importance than em; ent. Are even free traders infallible?

Is there any doubt which is right! Employment gives the means of buying;»
cheapness does not give the means of buying. The penny roll is now down at a
half-penny, and thousands of the unemployed would be much better off with the
penny roll at twopence if they had twopence half-penny to buy it with. When a
c oes up from the unemployed in England it is met by an assurance from the
Cobden Club that workmen are far worse off in foreign countries. The informa-
tion I have gathered on this subject with much care satisfies me that this state-
ment is absolutely untrue; that it is,in fact, theactnalreverse of the trath. There
is industrial distress in other countries, no doubt, but nothing like the industrial
distress that exists in England. Thereis this immense difference. Other nations
suffer chiefly from the results of their own overproduction, whereas England suffers
from the overproduction of the whole world.

- L * *®, = = *

‘We can buy abroad for £26,000,000 what it costs us £37,000,000 to produce at
home; we actually make or save £11,000,000 by the transaction; bene! It seems
eruel to knock over such a pretty house of cards, but it is nothing else. To
repeat, for the £26,000,000 sent abroad we get £26,000,000 worth of wheat; noth-
ing more whatever; whereas, for the £37,000,000 spent at home we get £26,000,000
of w:'h:;.:, £11,000,000 of straw, and £23,000,000 in the shape of wages, rates, taxes,
rent, .

Now, of course, what is true of wheat is true of all other grain, of all alﬁmml
taral produce, and all manufactured produce. In every industry, agricultural
and manufacturing, the wages directl id for Eroducing the ariicle vary from
12 to 30per cent of ita value. In 1877-'78 our total imports averaged £378,000,000;
of this £100,000,000 was in grain, meat, butter, cheese, egﬁ ete. Now, with the
exception of maize and rice the whole of this produce co d have been grown at
home, in which case £70,000,000 or £80,000, (deduncting the maize and rice)
would have remained in the country, paying wages and turning over and over
and froctifying and enriching the community, in addition to the straw and the
hides and the wool and the manure and the other valuable by-products of agri-
culture. Now, these £70,000,000 or £80,000,000 have gone abroad to pay w
and rates and taxes and turn over and fructify and enrich a foreign community,
without yielding us any of the straw or by-preducts of agricnlture.

‘What is true of the agricultural is even still more true of manufacturing indus-
tries. The cost of manufactured articlea consists in wages and material. Direct
wages for making the'article average from 12 to 30 per cent of its value, and the
other 70 to 88 per cent represent materials; but from 12 to 30 per cent of the cost
of every one of these materials is again represented by wages. Every material
represents a distinet industry on which wages are paid, so that even in those
manufactured articles where direct wages are low, the indirect wages will repre-
sent an immense proportion of the whole value. Neither the artisan, nor opera-
tive, nor agricultural laborer eats his wages or buries them; his 12s., or 30s., or
whatever it may be, is spent in food, in clothes for himself and his family, in rent;
butevery farthing he spends represents, directly and indirectly, in some shape or
another, interest on capital or wa aid to some other industry.

If anyone will select any article he knows anYthm' %'about, and will carefully ng
through all the various industries that directly or indi ¢ contribute to tl
production of this article, however small and insignificant, he will soon under-
stiand why home industries, home production, home consumption, enrich the

community twenty times more than foreign trade. Take apin, for instance. Com-
mence with the extraction of the iron ore, of the smelting, of the coal, of all the
impl ts and u ils used in each operation, the machinery, the tools, the

brokers, fi iers, etc. free trade by depreciating British inv ;
has encouraged foreigninvestments. Because wages have increased far more rap-
idly in Belgium, France, and Germany under protection than they have in Eng-
land under free o. Because workmen get 50 per cent more wages under pro-
tection in America than they do under free trade in England. Becaunse free trade
conceals the truth. Because it imposes on the ignorance of workingmen.
Because it tells them a great deal that is not true, cause it gives them the

wrong causes for their degmseion. instead of the right ones. Because it exaf r-
ates the disadvantages of protection and minimizes the disadvantages o g%e
trade. And last, butnot least, because under our present system of one-sided free

irade, a revival of British industries and employment is an absolute impossibility.
w " b - w -

L

Sir Lyon Playfair illustrates the wealth of the country by pointing ont that
wae derive an income of £100,000,000 a year from our foreign investments, and all
this, he ann};:his owing to glorious free trade. Does he tell us that a few years
ago Mr. Caird caleulated that the agricultural interest had lost £500,000,000-—that
in one year (1885) the loss of agricultural income was £48,000,000—that since he
made those calculations the loss of agricultural capital and income has gone on
with frightfully increased acceleration—that the capital loss on ag‘rlcx&tum is
now more nearly represented 1&{' £1,000,000,000, and the loss of agrieultural
income is not less than £60,000, per annum, and the loss of other indostries

‘haps three or four times as much moré. He does not tell us that this also is

e result of glorious free trade, butitisallthesame. Oh,dearno! XNil nisibonum

is the motto of free trade. Enumerate, reiterate, exaggerate, yell from the honse-

2ll the benefits you can claim for trade; but as you value your political
life, don't venture to hint at any of its tailures. One hundred million pounds of
income from foreign investments represents £2,000,000,000 or thereabouts of
English caPitul invested abroad. All this splendid investment of £2,000,000,000
is the result of glorious free trade, say the free-traders.

Aro we to allow the eflacing fingers of protection to touch it and impose on it a
tax of 10 per cent! Never, never; revolution rather. And the working classes
ery hysterically, Never, never; revolution rather. And revolution will come, if
we don't protect our labor, as certainly as I am writing at this moment. Of this
enormous capital of az,oob.cm.m invested al do we suppose the workin
classes own 2,000 shillings; that of this £100,000,000 of income they ever t.oucﬁ

plant, the wire-drawing, the polishing. the finishing, the packing, each one rep-
resenting a trade and wages, and he will see that the busineas of making even a
pm is divided amongst hundreds of the community, and that if it is made at home
i ia the English commnnlt;y that profits, whilst if it is made abroad it is the
fumiﬁn nity that p It is this general employment, this general cir-
culation of wages that makes the wealth of a eommunity.
* - * £ 3 *

* *®
Our total imports &I.B'N) were £378,000,000. If we were to return to the practice
of common sense and of “civilized mankind,” and admit, duty free, coffea,
cocoa, Bugar, tobacco—that we can not produce at home—and put a high duty on
all foreign luxuries, wine, spirits, and on all agricultural and manufactured pro-
duce that interfere with employment at home, we should, if the importation
continued, relieve our taxation o the extent of £30,000,000 a year; or, if the
importation ceased, and we produnced these articles ourselves, we should, withont
exaggeration, add £60,000,000 or £70,000,000 directly and indireot'tly to the wage-

class of the communig. Now, this is no exaggeration. The nightmare
of one-sided free trade, in which England has given away everything and received
nothing in return, is passing awni; The eleaper is already half awake and asking
himself, uneasily, is this true or is it only a dream. Alas! it is no dream. May
the awa'kening complete and soon; it cannot be too soon.

- - - - * - *

The greatest benefactor to industrial mankind is the legislator or economist
who diminishes competition, and the greatest curse to industrial mankind is the
one who artificially increases it. ‘‘But,” say our instructors, ‘‘competition is
not a cruel god ihat delights in a necklace of skulls," ete. Lef us see. A
wretched woman stitches shirts at fourpence a dozen, her very life all the time
passing throngh her fingers into her work. ‘You must look alive, my d
woman,” says the shopmaster; *‘ you must stitch a good deal harder than you have
done if yon wish me to employ you. I have been paying you fourpence a dozen
for stilching these shirts, but now I find I can get them stitched as well in Bel-

um, Saxony, and Italy for 8d. per dozen. You mustdo them for 3d. a dozen or

se my work.” ‘‘But I can't stitch them for 3d. a dozen,” answers the
woman; “already I stitch 16 hours a day, oftenmore; m&ﬁngm are sore; I have
to pay for my l!,g{t and for my needles and thread, and all I can earn is 3s. 6d. per
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week. Xwilltry tostitch cheaper, Iwill, indeed ; but for God'ssakedon't takeaway
my work, nrlt?mrm" S mpf mmg,"u s the shopmaster, who realizes her
sery, * but whatcan I do? Businessisb ,oonggouuonhwnvsm that
I must have the cheapest labor. If shirts ean be stitched for 3d. a dozenabroad I
I must ﬂ]fhm stitched for 8d. a dozen at home or Jose the trade.” Andso
another is added to the necklace of Siva.
The same with chain mak nail makers. ‘‘Now, then

€rs or
to the foreman or * you must male these women and children of ¥o

my man,"” Wwe say

work harder thm%ey have doing. I find I have been paying you
much. I can get the work done cheaper abroad.” ‘But,” says the gangmaster,

4T can't get any more work out of them. I work them as long as the law allows

me, and ﬁn er, too; and if you look at them I think yom will see by their

appearance that I do not allow them to waste their time.” " ** Well, T don't know

anything about that; all I know is that unless yon can aupgly me with chains

a.ni miﬁ cheaper than you have done I shall be obliged to buy my chains and

my nails abroad.” And so there is another turn of the serew and more skulls
ded to the necklace of Biva.

Sooner or lator the competition for cheapness becomes competition in cheap la-
bor, anil competition in cheap labor means competition in fiesh and blood. h
and blood is plontty. nies are scarce, and, therefore, the holders of the pennies
have the game in their hands. They geta t deal of flesh and blood for their

nies. And then flesh and blood m on them; they havenot to replace

t. You buy your horse, and if you work him to death youn munst buy another,
but you don’t buy the women whostitch yourshirts, or your chain makers, or your
pail makers, or those whomake cheap clothingin thesweating dens.  They cost you
no money; if they work themselves to death itis no loss to you; a hundredothers
are always ready to take the vacant place. When men, women, and children can
work no more they go to the hospital or the workhouse to die, probably too many
of them the hap hours of their poor, joyless lives, to learn, perhaps, alas, too
late, that there are conditions under w’ @ is worth living, But does it sig-

nify! Who carea!
Rattle his bones over the stones,
It's only a pauper thatnobody owns.

a few more victims on the aliar of competition—a fow more skulls
necklace of Siva. This is not the fanlt of the em: rs of labor.
They may be and very likely are as kind-l as their neighbors, they have
no Elvmica. It is the fault of those vain theorists who have artificially stimulated
competition till the conditions of labor have become fatal.
* * *

- * * *

no ¢

It's
added to

The prosperity of an individual commumity like England may be summed up in
the two words, ganuﬂ employment. General employment mim mntmtmgnt,
gobriety, and self-respect, and the progress and rovement of the
working classes. The want of it means the very reverse of all this. General
eggloymms isof far greater importance to an industrial community than cheap
food. ~The cheapest food will be dear if there are no earnings wherewith to pur-
chase it. It is of more mevmca than cheap luxuries. It is of far more

t to the ity that the produecing class should bhave general employ-
ment, should be able to earn wages to keop thomselves and those depending on
them in health, comfort, and res bility, than that the owners of realized and
fixed incomes should be able to buy their luxuries at & somewhat cheaper rate.

- w* - * * - -

Employment inereases population, and population increases national wealth;

employment is the great-great-parent of national wealth. But we
must stop, or we ghall evolve some other relationship. These are platitudes.
“The an art to make a mingpglmd ‘what we call flourishing," says
the old *'falle of the bees,” ‘‘com giving cverybody an rtunity of
being employed.” All legislaf therefore, that directly or rectly tends
to promote employment is mﬁd; 1 legislation that directly or indireetly tends
to ximininh employment is . “Nonsense,” says the Col Club, **employ-
ma:; ore;n e?o‘p-l;‘rmmt. wages or no wages, thank God for free trade, that gives
us the T

This nm. sounds very plansible; but if the workingmen find out or suspect
that free trade dmttwsrymplopnent. and therefore dgstmmya wages, and there-
fore deprives them of the er of buying, is it so certain that they will continue
to advoeate it as an unmixed blessing? It's all verywell for the theorists and
romancers of the Cobden Club to say that the ehe? loaf is better than employ-
ment, but the workers dom't think so. The question for the country to decide
ismot the ?mt‘[m of cheap food, but the quut?un of employment. * I your land
goes out of tillage," asked Grattan, ** what are you todo with yonr population "
%0, emigrate, of course,” is thenp-lg of the wise men.

But, oh, wise men! does it add to the wealth o commtry to export

e first step to ﬂeval‘?
0

thebunas‘nﬁfni;]wthﬂ yon%h tiult'.haﬂm ?ﬁpwtm erish it?

un m& Fuhﬁm: at is
Bex-pow rt the popula _‘Pﬂ hen laboring ﬂl.::rnlxﬂun, mﬁuvmmﬂmwﬂl,
emigrate, who go? The old, the ymmﬂ maimed, ne'er-do-weels? No,

indeed ; the best men in the country. advocate emigration in the interest of
the tn&lvrklllunl is one thing; to advoeate it hthointerutofthomtrytstlp
shecrest folly.

L -

* L - = *
The income of the working opml:hvﬁ and agricultural, I presume, is

ut at £400,000,000 a year; every —except what goes in
Etrﬂ'oﬂ, and forei foodzia spent at home on home prod mn.nntmt:';-.
ing and enltural. This mon:izwia made in the country and spent in the coun-
try; this is internal trade as distinet from foreign trade. No trade returns give

s any idea of it, but it is by far the most profitable trade the coun .
I.ike{liudmloe.wemuul:aurhouﬂoftmdomtumno!exporunn ports to
see if we amdolngwﬂ.li but this Is merely the venons system; whereas our inter-
nal trade, of which we have no returns, is the arterial system of the A
daty of 20 or 30 per cent on mum% would increase the cost
of Juxuries to the rich, but it would not in the sligh degree the cost
ofnwmatﬂnatothrpmr. . =

- L *
Em ent is what makes our indusirial community pros
pl%;l?enﬂmjnrgunofwomis put on one sid -
employment is the large loaf, want of emplovment is
gives you money to buy the la
buy even the small one. at is the use of the
y if you have only a farthing to buy iswi{f?a t is
free trade, that makes the differenee between the loaf and the
one. If free trade otes employment, then free trade is for those
who labor. If, as I bel it is destroying employment in every branch of
industry, then protection is best for those who laber.

The question of the large loaf and the small one is not only & question of price.
It is a queation of what mulkes that . The loaf grown at home may be
dm&mﬂmloafgmwnahmad;bu it may be chenper to the comm ¥, bo-

ase it has given employment to pmdumit;.{amse its cost you must de-
uet the wages paid to gro 3 proportion it has contributed to taxation, ete.;
the %&nldtnmwthofumign loaf do not profit us in the least; on the con.
bn}:m wve to be added to its cost, because it is money withdrawn from this

1 the small one.. Empl 3
loaf; without employment o:nmell:ommomy
being down to a
employment, not

g

o
d

country o pay foreign labor, which should have been paid to English labor. In

grow the English loat English capital is paid to English laborers at
home; in order to grow the foreign loaf hmpi&liapuidtoheignhbm
abroad. Now this is a difference. Shall we pay foreign laborers to grow our
corn abroad, or shall we pay English laborers to
we pay theryots in India 14d. n week, or English
noé do both; which shall it be? As far as the ity is T
Ioaf is the English loaf, the small loaf is the foreign loaf; the cheap loaf is
Ioaf paid for by English money to English laborers, the dear loaf is the loaf paid

for by English money to foreign laborers.

Mr. DOLPH. I also beg leave to have inserted a brief quotation
from & memorial of the Union Leagne of Philadelphia rémonstra-
ting against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill:

Unfortunately for the couniry, and moest unfortunately for the workingmen of
the conntry, who are the first to be aflected by business reverses, the result of the
elections of 1862 was & Republican defeat. As a consequence of that the Demo-
eratic party is in power; and the Democratic party, as represented by Mr, Wilson
and the lgentlemen assoclated with him, has brought in a bill which is to unsettle
everything that has ever been settled in the economie policy of the conntry. In
resding that bill, line by line, I have been reminded. of that which Henry Clay
said in 16820, that these gentlemen **make up for their defloiency of practical good
sense by the store of learning which they collect from theoretical writers.”

Mr. President, the tariff question shonld be considered from the standpoint of
practical experience. The history of the free trade movement in England afforda
valnable lessons forus. At the beginning of the fres trade movement in England,
o gentleman who had had a lun§ © oo iu&?l:hlio life, and who had, with
eredit to himself and with honor to his country, filled ‘hj.Eh office, thus wrote of
the change: I do not think it wise,” said Mr. Croker, *‘to overthrow
and desiroy, on mere theoretical prospects, a system under which the nation has
risen to a state of grandeur, power, and happiness unparalleled in the world.”
You will ob=erve that that which he said of the condition of England is identical
in om that which the committee of the League said, in 1892, when
speaking of the condition of the United Statea. What has been the result of that
e atugu i:tx! %‘ug]!a:u:]l'sthcunm;lciuinl poliey? 'C{}ndur ‘E:e] ﬂpemﬂg:ﬂf the free trade
system ngland, the rich have grown richer an megoor Ve ETOWN POOTer;
tz:re has been an accumulation of capital in London, but the condition of the
wrﬁnﬂ:an of England has not been broaght to the high level of the condition of
the workin of the United States.

8ir, this is not a matter of conjecture. Thisis a matt ptible of al t
and positive proof. I see before me, to-night, a member of this leaguo who has
had practical experience as & man in En and as o manufacturer in
this conntry; and I have his anthority for saying that not only is the condition
of American wo‘rkingb'men. in many respects, far superior to the condition of
English workingmen, but that it is a fact that the wages of laborin this country
f;: ;{nm than 50 percent greater than the wages for precisely similar labor in Eng-

T hold in m hand, Mr. President, a letter written to me by the head of the
largest mann of a particular deseription in this eity. That gentleman is in
intimate relations with two establishments, the one in Sc¢otland and the otherin

this conntry, owned by the same firm, and making the same line of goods. He

has furnished to me, as taken from the books, a parative stat t of the

wages paid for the same amount of work at the two establishments, the one in

Scotland and the other in this country. The figures for the Scotch mill are forn

week of fifty-six hours; figures for the American mill are for a week of fiffy-
five hours. I qunote the statement:

Wages per week.

Scotoh mill. |American mill.

$7.50 to $9.00

11.00 to 15. 00

12.00 to 22.00

12.00 to 16.00

12.00 to 15.00

3.50 to 400

12.00 to 24.00

of the manufacturers of woolens presented by the Senator from
Rhode Island (Mr. Aldrieh). I have marked two brief quotations.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none.

The matter referred to is as follows:

allied indnstri ted at ameeting held at the Metropolitan Hot
FsTvEBYork. January .i?}. IE i.ncslm!..'i?‘:g-atlf‘nl hmm?hm of the mmo:t’?n mdml'a :
o ool o s i ot st B i lanay Lok
"\ Tan 3

Eat‘:usim u.\ﬂ’e?tkha laws of the United States, on the go%m-h of the Govern-

ment that its citizens shall be duly guarded in their vested property rights. As
American ui:iwns wa' amgled to petition and protest aguin";t &aemt—
this eapital and to render

ment of a law which threateéns to destmf' a large part
it mncertain whether the remainder s be gmduuﬂvs.

The provisions of the wool and woolen schedule of the Wilson tariff bill com-
pel this protest, which is made in the belief that its framers have no adequate
con of its practical effecta, It is so drawn asto entail the American
m acturer the maximum of loss and embarassment, and o urtufnmiﬁneom-
petitors the of the American market atthem um of risk and effort.

We protest against this measure as the sole cause of the gation of busi.
ness depression, which would at once di:gpw but for the menace of its future
enactment. TheWﬂmnbﬂlhuilm? ed the busi and ce of the
wunt:{, and its enactment is opposed by every branch of industry and the entire
bod, American producers.

Vge protest against a measure which, while ostensibly one to raise revenue,
would create an enormons defioit in the revenues st a time when these
revenues are already insufficient and the National Treasury dop!

We protest against a measure that creates a deficit by reducing or remov:
duties almost exelosively upon articles of forsign manufacture or production tha

e with American products; we eapecially that adjust-
ment of the bill which creates nearly 40 per cent of this deficit, amounting to

, 1y, by removing or redncing duties npon wool and woolens which
enterinto mmpehﬁm with the products of American farms and factories.

We protest against its ge at a time of profound industrial depression and
collapse, the most unfortunate that could be selected, when the business of the
mntryi;dinm condition to withstand the universal readjustment of values it

compel.
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We protest against theso radical reductions of duties at a time of industrial
depression the facturing nati of Europe, when their mark-
ets are glutted with surplus goods and the difficnlties of American competith

(7) The passage of the same law unmedified, which freo. wool, will
close most of our woolen mills, and all the cotton-yarn and thousands of
establish s engaged in industries which will bé overwhelmed with importa-

are tly accentnated.

'Wg:;‘:-n t against the date fixed for the Wilson bill to take effect, because it
destroys an entire season’s business,

We particnlarly protest against the treatment accorded the wool-growing
industry and all nches of the wool manufacture in this bill as harsh in the
extreme and mere radical and proseriptive than in any other schedule.

Mr. DOLPH. Ialsoaskleave to insert a quotation from a pam-
phlet that I believe was called the protest or petition of business
men of New England under the henﬁ of “A Deadly Blow Against
the Wool-growing Industry.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request
of the Senator from Oregon? The Chair hears none,

The matter referred to is as follows:

A DEADLY BLOW AGAINET THE WOOL-GROWING INDUSTRY.

The wool gmwl.ng-!nﬂxtsms one of the most important and noblest of all our
industries. It hascontributed more to the eomfort of man in his achievementain
the north temperate zone—the field of action on this planet—than all
the combined industries. It has furnished food and clothing which no other in-
dustry could or has within itself ever accomplished, and taken the lead in civiliz-
ing the human race.

ng‘hm hunter of wild beasts became the pastoral shepherd. The agriculturist,
the student, the philosopher, in the evolution of man from barbarism. His
flocka were al:,t;;mad m an&nluuing; and the c.‘l:_lnﬁaut were d]:avoted to
sacrifice, to p tiate 28 secure their good ; because, he was, in
his child-like devetion, desirous of returning to his God, the most valuable of all
his hhw}cjms,u themtofwuhihm psndb:gg:tnbmu ion to the higher power
whic mmco;mmd @ great nature.

Thismfhﬁ.mt tie p i d in the chase; because the
hunter was swifter of foot than the tender lamb of the wild sheep; and from
that date, the nhoqm) became the companion and servant of man. increase
furnished bim food, no longer necessitating the hardships of the chase; and its
wool became his clothing, which was required to protecthim from the rigors of
aeclimate which environed the mest vigorous of our race and prednced all the
progress of man.

Among the of our own blood, Edward the Third of England in 1337,
inaugurated protection of the sheep industry fostered by the Anglo-Saxon
race, and laid the foundations of England's greatness in commerce and manufac-
tures by wool wingudthemannfschunofthatgzodnnt, and thus
became the first tﬂmxingwhomdmtedto welfare of his

first patriot President, whose devotion te the welfare of the people of the
Republic he established, whose revered name will never cease to remind us of the
love and devotion which ourcountry claims from its citizens—Washington—was_
the first to lead in the development of tho wooel industry in this country.
' Immediately after the 1783 and his to the secupation of a farmer,
hapddugurtlanluat to his breed of sheep, of which he kept from
700 to 800, and from which he realized upon the aw over 5 pounds of wool to
each sheep.” Zealous as in all his occupations, he ted ont the importance of
en g this ind in a letter to a friend as follows:

““So persnrded am 1 of the lprmtha]:i.l.ity and advan of it, that I have
raised near 200 lambs upon my amtki:iyear. Iam glad find that you are
likely to sueeeed in pmpag:&lng the Spanish breed in England, and that the wool
does not degenerate; for the multiplication of nseful animals is ncommen bless-
ing to mankind."”

@ conti d in his emcourag t of the woolgrowing industry upon every
opportunity and was inaugorated as President in a anit of American cloth, man-
ugwtumd in an erican factory, from American wool.

From the time of Washingten our nation has steadily advanced as a woolgrow-
ing try, until it stands third g all nations or sections in its producti
of wool. improvement in weight and %naljty has equalled its increase in
?tu.nnﬁ . In 1840, the avi weight of the fleece was ¥ 1.9 pounda; in 1850,
lwv{ag 5.4 pm&:‘ds; in 1860, 2.7 pounds; in 1870, 3.5 pounds; in 1380, 4.8 pounds;

“The g::;:ms constitute the principal and charaeteristic race in the United
Btates. Thisis the most impertant fact in the enumeration of onr resources for
sheep husbandry, and the wool manufacture. England has no Merinos except in
her colonies; Russia with 65,000,000 sheep'’ in 1878, * has but 12,000,000 Merinos;
I‘nnﬂa‘but 9,000,000. Although the numbers in country can not be exaetly
given the Merinos and grades in the United States Frobubly exceed 25,000,000."

**Merino wool is for clothing what wheat is for food; it is the chief material
for cloth at the present day, entering into the coarsest as well as the finest.
While the aufteatf it is the strongest, of all wool fibers, from the nmmber of fila-
ments which may be spﬁnmnymursghendjm. From its fulling and

i g qualities, or w tiswmﬂimsmﬂedimenqhgﬁnwar,itiamabeﬂ

ve for the fabrics—eoarser wool, cotten, er shoddy—the mixture
of Merino wool increasing indefinitely the materials for cheap elothing.”

“ Abundant Merino wodl is the greatest boon the world has roeeivgl from the
animal om in the last century. It is literally, in its extended culture, the
product of the last mtméy A hundred E"“‘ o, all the Merines in the world,
confined exclusively to did not, it is number a million. Itis
worthy of especial notice that our Merinos were directly derived from the best
ﬂoulmtg Spain, before their decline; and that the new characters, impressed

upon sh race, are all our own creation.'
The value of the woolgrowing industry of this try is too great to imperil
ists ti other nations, for the failw TEAsons :

its ex T 5
(é} The prg{g&t of our s!lgep industry constitutes nine-tenths of all the card

an EW ¥ our mills.
(2) The woolen mills are almost entirely confined to the mannfacture of wool
and dress gnods. which are econsumed, as we have shown, by the great clothing
of this counfry. ¥

) %e roduct of our clothing indo clothes our le almost entirely—
certainly the masses—at prices ﬁmar tm ever before mﬂ in the ?hmlgof

the conntry.

{4) Free wool will destroy the woolgrowing indn of the United States, and
thus cut off the supply of our mills, which to-day con our home market, and if
our mills attempt to run this will compel our manufacturers to experiment at
great cost with foreign wools, with which they are unfamiliar.

{5) The destruction of the wool product of t{e,United States, means, the annihi-
mhthn fld’mm the world's wool product that of the third woolgrowing country in

world. .

(6) The curtailment of the r‘pmdnnﬂnu of wool to such an extent will immedi-

ately result in the increase of the price of wool throu the world, and in-

crease the cost to the manufacturer of the woolen not, to the manufacturer
t our clothing at the first
of ¥ with

ﬂdnthlnﬁnnd to the e of this country; so
influx portations will be cheager temporarily and then rise suddenl:
‘the prioe of wool, and we will find the experiment costly to our people.

tions.

(8) The closing of mills will throw out of employment many millions of our -
ple by the interrelation of all industries and trade, and cut off tho pumhnsi?:k
power of the people, pelling the ployed to confront want without re-
sources to purchase food or elothing, and entail such suffering as will necessi-
tate the permanent establishment of charitable bareaus to ﬂgaﬁ and elothe our
fellow-eitizens to the disgrace of our civilization.

(8) The destruction of our wu‘nvli:ﬁmwing industry is certain if all foreign wool
is admitted free of duty, which annihilate over $300,000,000 in the value of the
sheep, throw out of employment thousands of employés en in that indns-
try, and destroy all our 8 in the cnlture of sheep and fine wools, which is
one of our proudest achievements in the animal industry.

(10) The hope that free wool will stimulate manufacturing under the provi-
aions of the propoesed law is fictitions and without basis in fact or reason, becanse,
under the same law, impertations will flood onr market at prices which will ab.
sorb all demand for woolens and worsteds, and leave onr mannfacturers without
a market; whieh fact will paralyze instead of stimulate the manufactures of
this indunstry.

(11) The attempts to contest the ground with foreign manufactorers will at
first necesitate the reduction of wages, and strikes with attendant
will onl‘v herald the closing of our mills.

(12) The past history of attempts at free wool or reduction to a point of no
Emtcctmn, with simultaneous reduction of the tariff to the point of stimulating

eavy importations, all point clearly to the resnlts as set forth above.

Mr. DOLPH. I presentalso to have inserted in the REcorp a
quotation from the late Mr. Blaine, his prophetic words in regard
to the coming of the time when the South would control the Dem-
ocratic party, and this question of free trade or protection would
be brought directly before the American people.

ELAINE'S PROPHETIC WORDS.

I love my country and my coum nen. I am an American, and I rojoice
every day of my life that L am. I enjoy the genmeral mp«rity of my couniry,
and T kniow that the workingmen of this land are the pa!d,the'beutfad,hmri
the best clothed of any laborers on the face of the earth. Many of them have
homes of their own. They are surrounded by all the comforts and many of the
luxuries.nf life. I shodder, however, at the thought that the time must come
when all this will be , when the general ty of the eountry will be
destroyed, when the body of workingmen in this land, who are now so
prospervus, will hear their wives and children ery for bread; that the day must
come when the great factoriea of the land will shut down, and where is now life
mtmbah there will be the silence of the tomb. And the reason why this
mus this:

The great Senthern wing of the Democratic party are determined to establish
the doetrine of free trade in this land. They will be assisted h{nthu.lr Northern
allies. There is a great body of visionary but educated men who are
day by day in writing free-trade essays and arguments in favor of the doc
which find their way to every newspaper in this land. mhﬂutbudy of our
people have never ‘s?oriencg themmim the sufferings w haln{;emit-
when the protective principles are laid aside. Poisoned and excited wild
statement of these writers and the demay o of the Demoeratic spoalker,
the resmlt will be that in the very near future these forees which are now work-

ing will be atmgmouﬁh to defeat at the the party ad gt
rotection. It must inevitably follow uncertainty and doubt will ensne.
Lo business men of the country, fearing the destruction of the iples of

protection, will decline to engage in business, consequently mills will shut down
and workingmen will be tirown out of employment. The people will then see as
they have never seen before that they cannot be prosperous and have work while
this principle is threatened. In the midst of their sufferings they will learn that
the only way they can be prosperons and h is to wt%gfart.haparty that has
built up the industries by which they have é?gd a livelihood ; becanse they will
then see clearly that when the man is shnt down there is no demand for
the only thing which they have to sell, and that is their labor.

I now desire to direct attention to another cognate feature of the
bill. While by the provisions of the bill which I have been dis-
eussing it is proposed that we shall have free trade in agricnltural
prodncts, reciproeity in natural products between the United States
and Canada and other countries, it is proposed, as I understand the
measure, that the provision for reeiprocity with other countries con-
tained in the Mc¢Kinley law shall be repealed.

I repeat, by the pending measure it is proposed that we shall have
free trade with Canada in most agricultural products, and that on
others the duties shall be greatly reduced. That Canadian pro-
ducers shall be relieved from the payment of duties im upon
their natural products by the McKinley law, and such products
shall be admitted te share our heme markets with our own farm-
ers, lnmbermen, and other prodncers.

1t is, on‘the ather hand, proposed to abrogate our reciprocity
treaties with the South Ameriecan countries, by which, in exchange
for the admission into our ports free of duty mglxlma, moium, coffee,
tea, and hides, from countries produecing smeh articles, we have
seeured the removal of duties, or a great reduction of duties, upon
our exports to those countries. Our trade with them has been
increased, and our producers, especially our farmers, benefited;
these treaties must not be confounded with free trade. They are
entirely dissimilar to the proposed admission into this country
free of certain agrieultural products from countries which levy
no import duties upon similar products.

Reciprocity under the McKinley law is the securing of the admis-
sion of our products into foreign countries free of duty, or at re-
duced duties, in return for the admission free into this country of
products we must import, which we do not produce at all or do
not produce in guantities sufficient for onr consumption.

One of the most important provisions of the McKinley law was
the reciprocity provision. By the MecKinley bill Congress was
about to put sugar on the free list; and coffes, tea, and hides were
already on the free list. Mr. Blaine conceived the idea that with
sach eoncessions to the sugar and coffes producing countries some
return beneficial to our producers should be secnred.
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An amendment, prepared, it was said, at the State Department,
was introduced by the senior Senator from Maine, which is as fol-
lows:

And the President of the United States is hereby authorized, without further

tion, to declare the ports of the United States free and open to all products
any nation of the American hemisphere upon which no export duties are
im , whenever and so long as such nation shall admit to its ports, free of all
onal, provineial (State), municipal, and other taxes, flour, corn-m and
other breadstuffs, preserved meats, fish, vegetables, and fruits, cotton-seed oil
rice, and other provisions, including all articles of food, lumber, furniture, and
all other artieles of wood, agricnltural implements and machinery, mining and
mechanical machinery, structural stecl and iron, steel rails, looumo!;lm raillway
cars and supplies, street cars, refined petroleum, or such other products of the
United States as may be agreed upon.

This amendment did not meet with favor, It was foo sweeping
in its character. It would have admitted into this country man
articles which would have come into serious competition wi
American products. It would have if Canada had accepted the
conditions, which she would have undoubtedly have done, giving
her free of duties the market of 65,000,000 of people for the pro-
ducts of her soil, her mines, her forests, and her fisheries, a thing
which the present Democratic majority of Congress is now propos-
ing to do without any concessions on the part of Canada, except
that in exchange for the markets of our larger population for her
lumber and her wheat, and other agricultural products we shall
have the markets of her 5,000,000 people for similar produets of
ours, of which they produce a surplus and which they do not buy
of us at all.

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment known as the
Aldrich amendment, which is as follows:

Suc. 3. That with a view to secure reciprocal trade with countries producing
the following articles, and for this purpose, on and after the 1st day of January,
1892, whenever and so often as the President shall be satisfied that the Govern-
ment of any conutmroducing and exporting sugars, molasses, coffee, tea, and
hides, raw and ane , or any of such articles, im duties or other exactions
upon the agricultural or other products of the United States, which in view of
the free introduction of such sugar, molasses, coffes, tea, and hides into the United
States he may deem to be reci y unequal and unreasonable, he shall have

power and it shall be his duty to suspend, by proclamation to that effect, the
provisions of this act mhtinng to the free introduction of such sugar, molasses,
coffee, tea, and_hides, the production of such country, for such time as he sha]l
deem just, and in such case and during such suspension duties shall be levied,
collected, and paid npon sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, the product of or
exported from such desi ed country, as follows, namely :

All sugars not above No. 13 Duteh standard in color shall pay duty on their
polariscopic tests as ful‘lawsh namely : N

All sugars not above No, 13 Duteh standard in color, all tank bottoms, sirnps
of cane juiee or of beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, conerete and concen-
trated molasses, testing by the polariscope not above 759, seven-tenths of 1 cent
per pound ; and for every additional degree or fraction of a degree shown by the
polariscopic test, iwo-hundredihs of 1 cent per pound additional,

All sugars above No. 13 Dutch stand in color shall be classified by the
Dutch standard of eolor, and pay duty as follows, namely: All sugar above No.
13 and not above No. 16 Dutch standard of color, 1§ cents per pound.

All sugar above No. 16 and not above No. 20 Dutch standard of color; 1§ cents

und.
rﬁﬁosugnr above No. 20 Datch standard of color, 2 cents per pound.

Molasses testing above 567, 4 cents per gallon. .

Sugar drainings and sugar sweepings shall be subject to duty either as molas-
504 OT sggm. as the case may be, according to polariscopic test.

On coffee, 3 cents per pound.

On tea, 10 cents per pound.

Hides, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled, Angora goatskins, raw
without the wool, unmanufactured, asses’ aiu'ns. raw or unmanufactured, an
ekins, except sheepskins, with the wool on, 1} cents per pound.

This amendment was adopted in the Senate by a vote of 38 yeas,
all Republicans, to 29 nays.

In discussing this measure in the Senate on the 11th of March,
1892, I said:

‘Whoever is entitled to credit for this provision or the suceess of the efforts to
enlarge our foreign trade under it, none will be claimed by the Democrats in Con-
greas. It will be observed that the reciprocity proposed by this provision is a
restricted me‘lpmi?h, limited, so far as the admission of articles into this country
is ned, with the ption of hides, to tea and coffee, which we do not pro-
duce at all, and to sugar, of which after years of protection and encouragement
we produce unﬁabout one-eighth of the amount that we consume; and it will be
borne in mind that all of these articles except nu{n are articles which we had

rior to the of the McKinley law deliberately placed on the free list, and
fhat sugar was pug upon the free by the McKinley law for the purpose of
reduecing the revenue and cheapening an article of necessity universally used, and
with the convietion that for the purpose of building up the sugar indunstry in the
United Statea the protective policy had been a failure.

It will also be borne in mind that the placing of sugar upon the free list was
ied with a provision for the encouragement of our citizens engaged in
the industry. Power was conferred upon the President to demand of countries
producing these articles concessions con g the admission into those eoun-
tries of our products which, in his judgment, wounld be a fair equivalent for the
benefit they would receive from the removal of duties upon their products above
enumerated, and if the demand was not ted to d the law placi
upon the free list and make them nnlvjecg toduty. Notw
istration has had to meet the predictions of our Democratic that no
President would dare to reimpose duties upon sugar, molasses, and
hides, and the influence of the Democratic press belittling the reciprocity clanse
in the Hekinlsg act, the provision has proved to be very valuable, and much has
been accomplished under itin the way of securing a reduction of duty upon our
exports to various countries and extending our markets for the produets of our
farms and of our manufactures. T

I can not consider the details of the several agreements which have been made
under this provision. Suffice it to say thatan ent was early reached with
Bhiaii._‘:i - whi;h our trade was v unuﬁfoﬁiory. the bal Byo{mtnda gai ;
us ha een for many years nearly Pper annum. & agreemen
Brazil . freo adminazm to many vnﬁ&blﬂ American products and TO-

pon others. Under it our trade with Brazil has in thin
the last eight months $12,000,000, and promises to increase until the balance of trade
against us is removed or largely reduced.
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‘With more difficulty an a nt was reached with S‘Enin for the purpose of

aunthorities that a provision for the restoration of du-
ties on sugar, if just concessions conld not be ogtdned from foreign countries ex-
g u:ﬂr;u to this country, would not be executed; but when convinced that
ba ¢ not enjoy the benefits of free sugar withont:mr:chipmul ounmuti‘nns, an

i ission and reduc-

bbb e g bt o s g o B o
on o ut: upon &8 0 merican nction, es nltu -
to with tke Dominican Republic, A

ucts. A similar agreement was entered

valuable treaty has also been negotiated with Germany, by which a reduction of

duties upon an important list of our products into thx{ eou.ntlr& is made. What

has already been accomplished under this provision, what is likely to be accom-

ﬁm'&‘:d%h::«? that ti: isa t!r_alnnhla pm;i:lsofl_u for m:rril:uf n;;xt?:sio% of eurl :?f'
u; marke s

th%l;:roducta ofm]hgn.p oreign or onr v products, and especially

It is this scheme by which our exports to the West Indies and to
the Central and South American republics have been so greatly
inereased that the majority of the Finance Committee and of the
Senate propose to strike down, With utter disregard of the inter-
ests of our Eroducars, to the prosperity of our farmers, agree-
ments, which under a proper revenue system cost us nothing, but
inure greatly to our benefit, are to be abrogated. A statement of
our increased exports to two of the countries with which we have
reciprocity treaties will serve to illustrate the beneficial results of
reciprocity.

Under reciprocity with Cuba our exports to that island have been
increased from $11,000,000 to $24,000,000, and under our reciprocity
agreement with Brazil our exports to that country have lbeen in-
creased from $7,000,000 to $16,000,000. The Senator from Maine in
his recent speech quoted from Mr. Samuel Weil, a merchant from
Bluefields, a statement concerning reciprocity, which will bear
repeating.

Mr. Weil said:

It is not generally understood in this conntry that Americans have interests in
the community valued at $2,000,000, and that the amouxt of the export and import
trade between that country and the United States reaches the sum of 84,000,000
annually. Notonly that, but this trade has been increasing by leaps and bounds.
It will, with anything like protection for ourselves, reach an enormous sum an-
nually in com vely few years. It is really a trade worth cultivating, and we
think that this Government, which has been pronounced for reciprocity aud en-
couraging Pan-American Congresses, can out those ideas in no better wa
than fo protect its citizens who have gone there and invested their all in tmd%
which is to benefit not only themselves, but that country and this country.

Mr. President, I wish now to contrast the provision for reciproc-
ity with Canada and other countries in ag#icultural products with
the provision for the repeal of the reciprocity provision in the MeKin-
ley law, and the provision for continning the reciprocity treaty with
the Sandwich Islands. The committee propose in the same bill that
agricultural products shall be admitted free from Canada and other
foreign countries; they propose to give this boon to the producers
of Canada, exacting nothing in return to the United States, because
as I have said, Canada exports to the United States her ag-ricultumi
Pél‘ﬁdl}(llcts, while we export scarcely any agricultural products to

anada.

No one heretofore has proposed any such trade relations with
Canada. Even those who have advocated reciprocity have pro-
posed that we shonld secure from Canada the free admission of our
manufactured products into Canada in return for the admission of
her agricultural products into the United States, They have pro-
posed, for some extension of trade, some benefit to our manufactur-
ers, {0 our commission merchants and our wholesale dealers, that
the farmers of this country should pay to Canada a consideration, and
that Canada should pay a consideration to our manufactures for the
admission free into this country of her airioulfm:ml products. But
now comes the Democratic majority in the Senate, and propose to
remove virtnally the ecustom-houses along our Northern border so
far as agricultural products are concerned, to relieve Canada from
the payment of duties, and at the same time they propose to strike
down a provision which has cost us nothing, but which has bene-
fited us greatly.

As I have just said, the provision in the existing law for reciproc-
ity is a provision that, while we admit free from other countries the
articles we wish to admit free, the products already on the free list
by the MeKinley law, we will exact from those countries some re-
duction of duties, so as to increase our exports. But the commit-
tee, while proposing unrestricted reciprocity in natural products
with Canada, proposes to repeal that provision and to destroy
those treaties. a{ propose to make a gift to Canada. They

ropose to refuse to longer receive what we have exacted from the
gouth American countries without cost to ourselves.

Then, with great inconsistency, they propose to continue to remit
to the Sandwich Islands duties to the amount of four or five million
dollars annually, perhaps more. I have forgotten what the figures
are, although I examined it once. They propose to remit this sum
for the benefit of whom? For the benefit of Clans Spreckels; for the
benefit of a few speculatorsin sugar; for the benefit of a few American
sugar planters in the Sandwich Islands? I examined this question
some two years ago, and presented in the Senate a statement of the -
amount 03’ duties remitted by us under this treaty, which, I think,
ran up to some seventy or eighty million dollars.

According to my recollection the amount of duties remitted u
sugar imported from the SBandwich Islands alone was greater thar
the whole amount of our exports to that country for the whole
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period of the treaty. Now the Democratic majority repudiate and
wish to get rid of the reciprocity treaties with other countries,
which work to advantage without loss to ourselves, and propose to
admit, as I have said, the agriculfural products of Canada free, and
to perpetuate the unequal and unjust reciprocity treaty with the
Sandwich Islands. There never has been any excuse for that treaty
except that the payments of this large amount of money was justi-
fied Ey olitical reasons, in order to maintain our political hold on
those islands. If we want the sugar of the S8andwich Islands to
come in free, and that is pretty much all they export, we had better
take the islands into the American Union, and then when we build
up the sugar industry in the Sandwich Islands we will be building
up our own country. These several propositions are inconsistent.
DM.I'. President, I have occupied more of the time of the Senate
than I expected to occupy when I took the floor. I have been
iutending for some time, when we reached the question of our
Eelations with Canada, to present my views upon it, and I have now
one so.

The pending measure is without question the most important
measure which has been considered by Congress in a quarter of a
century.

It is a sectional measure, designed to cripple and destroy the
great industries and degrade the white labor of the North.

It is 2 measure framed for the purpose of opening the ports of the
United States to the free admission of the products of cheap labor
from every counfry under the sun.

To thus bring the intelligent free labor of American citizens, of
the men who control the destinies of the nation, and who will shape
its future, into competition with the pauper and servile labor of
other countries,

Should it become a law the present demoralized condition of our
industries will be continued indefinitely, There will be two idle
men in this country where there is employment for one. Instead
of doing our own work; instead of prodncing the things in this
country we consume, employment wiEl be given to the laborers of
foreign countries in the produection of products which we consume,
and they and their families will earn and eat tho bread which
shonld be earned and eaten by American laborers.

The splendid progress in national and individual wealth which
the nation made durinﬁ a third of a century under Republican rule
has already been checked by the threat of a reversal of the policy
which produced it.

With the passage of the pending measuro a period of adversity,
of stagnation, and even retrogression will be entered upon; a
parioduﬁ.like that which followed the Declaration of Independence
and continued until the adoption of the present Constitution; like
that which we passed through after the great fall in prices in Eng-
land in 1819, which caused this counfry to be flooded with cheap
British goods like that which followed the compromise tariff act of
1833, or that which was cansed by the free-trade legislation of 1857.
Against legislation so un-American, legislation so pregnant with
disaster to all classes of our people and all sections of our country,
I raise my voice and shall oppose by my vote.

As I said substantially on a former occasion, if I did not regard
conutry above political success, tht:]l:rosperity of the people of the
whole country above party, I would not attempt to prevent the
Democratic party committing suicide by the passage of this bill.
But in view of the widespread disaster already brought upon the
country by the threat of its passage, and the greater injury to
American interests which would follow its passage, I am constrained,
although I feel that I am in a measure serving the Democratic
party by endeavoring to save it from itself, to oppose this measure.

The object lesson presented to the country by the present condi-
tions of our industries has already been learned by our people. If,
to-day, the question could be submitted to the Democratic voters
of the Northern States whether the Democratic doctrine upon the
tariff should be protection to American industries, American capi-
tal, and American labor or a tariff for revenue only, the great major-
ity would declare for protection, and in many of the Southern States,
if the same question could be so submitted, the same result wonld
be reached. The trouble is that there is no opportunity given to
Democrats, as such, to vote upon the gqnestion.

President Cleveland in his free-trade message of 1887 committed
the Democratic party to free trade. By the use of Federal patron-
nage he stifled the sentiment to a large extent prevailing in the
House of Representatives in favor of the American system. He
whipped those who differed with him into nccord with his views or
drove them out of the party. Randall was read out of the party
and driven to the grave.

The few Senators to-day, who have the moral courage to oppose
some of the iniquitous provisions of the pending measnre, are de-
nounced by free traders, who now cont,m{l the party, as traitors, as
Benedict olds. And 80, everywhere, protests against the ex-
treme tariff views of the old South, which controls the Democratie
party, are met with intolerance.

But this condition of things can not last forever. Throughout
the North there is already an open revolt. If Democrats can not
in the Democratic party cast their votes for reasonable protection
to American industries, for a policy which prefers the United States
and United States citizens to foreign countries and their subjects,
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they will unite with a party which prefers the interests ¢f our own
country to the interests of other countries. g

Some of the growing industries of the South are imperiled by
the pending bill and the ineffectual protests of those who manage
them have reached the halls of Congress. .

The cloud to-day may look to our Southern friends on this floor
no larger than a man’s hand, but it is portentous with disaster to
the party of free trade.

The time is not far distant when it will increase and spread, and
like a cyclone sweep from the Gulf to the Potomae, and carry away
the antigunted, illogical, unpatriotic, unamerican doctrine that
we should buy where we can buy cheapest, although that be to buy
the products of the paupers of India and China.

Let our Democratic fricnds make the most of their accidental
power. It will be short lived. In November the people will set
the seal of their condemnation on this Democratic administration,
on the Democratic party, and on this iniquitous bill under consid-
eration. . :

What will be the result of the policy of the party in power?
There can be butone result. Capital cannot be driven into unprofit-
able enter{)rises. Capital can lie idle, but the laborer dependent
upon his daily labor for his daily bread must work or starve., The
surplus of the products of human industry in this country will be
goon consumed.

However cheaply we may be able to secure foreign products after
the passage of the pending measnre, our people can not buy them
witliout the means to pay for them. Our people must work, and if
our industries can not be conducted with the old rates of wages to
labor our laborers will be compelled to acceptreduced wages, even
though it may be the standard of wages prevailing in other coun-
tries, This result is inevitable.

I shndder when I contemplate the consequences of sueh a condi=
tion upon our laboring masses. It means less employment, less
wages, fewer of the comforts of life, tenement houses instead of

homes of their own, children in factories instead of in school, less .

education, less refinement, the slavery of poverty instead of the
independence of competency, the increase of those who are discon-
tented with existing conditions, impatient of Government restraint,
and hostile to those whose duty it is to enforce the laws and main-
tain the pablic peace, and danger to our republican institutions
and the perpetuity of republican government.

Our duty is first to our own people. Labor is the source of all
wealth. It is the only capital of the great majority of our citizens.

Ordinary prudence and good business management, not to speak
of patriotism, should induce us fo legislate so as to enable our own
citizens to market their labor at the best advantage,.

Mr, President, let no one suppose I despair of the Republie. I
have faith in the perpetuity of.our institutions and of republican
government.

Liberty is the birthright of humanity and it shall never be wrested
from this people. Our temporary discomfiture may be a blessin
in disguise. It will educate our people. It will bring capital an
labor into more satisfactory relations. It will show laborers that
to furnish them employment the laws must be such as to invite
capital into industrial enterprises, and common losses, common
experience, common suffering will make capital considerate of the
rights of labor. : "

There will come a time when the intelligent voters of this country
by the t]lalaaceful ballot, will bring about a chanﬁa of conditions, will
purge the National Congress of free-traders, and will again start the
country upon an era of national and individual prosperity and make
our ‘“winter of discontent glorious summer.” For such a change,
for a time when the prosperity of the country shall be again assured,
for the perpetuation of our free institutiuns, for the enjoyment by
all of our people of the blessings of liberty and the spread of the

rinciples of equality, justice, and liberty throughout the world, I

ope. I close by quoting from the recent utterances of an eminent
divine a sentiment which, whatever we may think of his religion,
is worthy of being repeated by any American citizen.

¢ Noblest ship of state, sail thou on, over billows and through
storms, undaunted and imperishable. Of thee I do not say *Cwe-
sarem vehis—thon carriest Cesar.” But of thee I say, ‘Liberatem
vehis—thou carriest liberty.” Within thy bulwarks the fair god-
dess is enthroned, holding in her hands the dreams and hopes of
humanity. Ob, for her sake, gnard well thyself! Sail thon on,
peerless ship, safe from shoals and malign winds, ever strong in keel,
ever beauteous in prow and canvas, ever gnided by heaven's I;’mlal'
star! Sail thou on, I pray thee, undannted and imperishable!”

Mr. SHERMAN. T ask for the reading of the pending prop-
osition.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair).
The pending question is on the amendment of the Senator from
Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] to the amendment of the Senator {from
Maine [Mr. HALE]. The amendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. Strike out paragraph 189 and insert:

Horses and mules, $30 per head: Provided, That horses valued at 8150 and
over shall pay a duty of 30 per cent ad valorem.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will likewise

o857
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t the amendment of the Senator from Kansas to the amend-
ment of the Senator from Maine.

The SECRETARY. It is proposed toadd the following addi-
tional proviso to the amendment:

Provided {;rther. That this section shall not apﬂg to that class of horses
ommonly known as raised chiefly in Mexico.

Mr. SHERMAN. I invite the attention of the Senators hav-
ing charge of the bill to an amendment which I shall offer to
. sugatitute specific duties for the ad valorem duty contained in

the bill as it was sent to us by the other House.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that there
are two amendments pending. Nofurther amendment would be
in order at the present time.

Mr. SHERMAN. I will offer the amendment later. T will
gay a few words about it now, or I will wait.

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair suggests that the
améndment may be read for information.

Mr. HALE. Let us know what it is.

c©

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will
be stated for information.
Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to offer instead of pavagraph 189

what I send to the desk.
The Secretary read as follows:

Horses and mules, 830 g‘t head: Provided, That horses valued at $150 and
over shall pay a.duty of T cent ad valorem.

Cattle, more that I year old, 10 per head; 1 year old or less, 82 per head.
Hogs, 81.50 per head 1

Sheep, 1 year old or'mnre, £1.50 per head; less than 1 year old, 75 cents per

mAélrg&nr live animais, not speclally provided for in this act, 20 per centad

Mr. HALE. Let me say to the Senator from Ohio that I of-
fered an amendment this morning in precisely those words, and
then at the suggestion of sew Senators divided it, because

‘they said t.he:i wanted to debate each proposition by itself. I
had offered the provisions of the Mg¢Kinley act in one clause,
but of course any Senator has & right to have the question di-
vided; and then I was obliged to oifer one paragraph at a time.
I propose to go on and offer one after another as we reach it,
not being able to have a vote taken upon all together.

Mr. SHERMAN. Therefore I sha,l}l) notoffer my amendment,
but will allow the vote to be taken on these different elauses
separately.

wish to call the attention of Senators, especially from the
Southern and Southwestern States, tothe very graveimportance
of this provision. We are brought into very close competition
with Canada along the border for 4,000 miles. The guestion of
live animals is a moreinteresting 6ne to the people of New York
and of Ohio than prebably to those of any other States, because
animals are not grown to any large extent west of the Lake Su-
perior region.

The largest exporting article into our eountry from Ontario
and along our northern border there is live stock. It is gener
ally not of asuperior kind. It is a kind we ought not to en-
courage. The farmers of northern New York, Ohio, Indiana,
and [llinois are deeply interested in this matter. Owing to the

radual change of our industry our people are raising more
ﬁw stock than ever before. In wheat we can not compete with
the Western country. Itis utferly impossible for us to raise the
cereals in the large and productive States I speak of in com
tition with the Western States. Any one who is at all familiar
with the subject will know that wheat is produged now in Min-
nesota, Iowa, and all the States west in great abundance, and
even there it is brought into very sharp competition with wheat
%nr(;itéced in the region north and west of Lake Superior in

a.

Now, I think speecific duties afford a great relief in this re-
spect. I notice with great pleasure that as the committee have
reported the bill in nearly all of the subsequent items the rates
on agricultural products and provisions are converted from ad
valorem tos ¢ duties, I am very glad they have done it.
The variation in the price of agricultural products is so great
from year to year, and almost from month to month, that an
ad valorem rate would not be satisfactory and could not probably
be enforced, as sometimes grain and especially animals fall to a
very low rate and a specific duty ought to be applied. It isut-
terly impossible to fix the correct value of a horse by an appraisal.

The person called upon toact in such a cass should be a skill-
ful horseman, and even then he cannot tell. The value of horses
varies from $30 to $1,000. Very few, however, go above $200,
which is a very high price for & horse. It is therefore abso-
lutely essential in order to secure anything like revenue from
live stock to have aspecific duty.

Mr. MILLS. How woeuld the Senator manage a specific duty

- on a horse worth $40,000, and on another worti $1507

Mr. SHERMAN. Horses that are worth $40,000 I should be
very glad to have come in free. They would only be introduced
purposes and to improve stock.

for stoek-raising

Mr. MILLS. And race horses.

Mr. SHERMAN. Sometimes horses like the Morgan breed
are imported, which is a breed from Can and largely from
Vermont. On breeding stock of high value I do not care much
what rate is put.

Mr, MILLS. Thespecific duty that you put on under the Me-
Kinley act of $30 kept out the ten and fifteen and twenty dollar
ponies that come from Mexico. Does the Senator think that is
a proper course to pursue, and then let in thé fine race horses
for comparatively nothing? :

Mr. ALLISON. The McKinley act provided a duty of 30 per
cent in addition.

Mr. SHERMAN. And the proposition now is to impoese on
all animals 20 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. FRYE. The McKinley act provided an ad valorem duty
of 30 per cent on horses valued above $150.

Mr. ALLISON. That is now reduced to 20 per cent, so that
the $40,000 horse of the Senator from Texas will come in at 10
per cent of $40,000 less than under existing law.

Mr. MILLS. I was answering the Senator from Ohio.

Mr. SHERMAN. The paragraphin the bill before us reads—
the provision which it is proposed to strike out—

All live animals, not specially provided for in this act, 20 per cent ad va-

It is very difficult to fix an ad valorem duty on horses and

live stock. The grade of horses is from very low to very high.
The average value would be forty or fifty dellars. A fair cus-
tom-house rate on a horse at 20 per cent would be 810. Itseems
to me it would be better to fix a specific sum on the various
classes of animals.
. The MecKinley act was never complained of, so far as I know,
in this particular feature. It had a tendency to keep out the
lower grade of horses. Horses worth twanrg, thirty, or forty
dollars could not be brought in, because the duty of $30 would
exclude them. It seems to me if there is any subject upon
which there ought to be a specific duty rather than an ad valo-
rem, itisupon live animals, which vary in priee from month to
month, and vary in degree to an extent that is probably equaled
by no other product.

A horse such as mentioned by the Senator from Texas would
be imported merely for stocking purposes, and I do net care
whether the duty is high or low. But the general grade of
horses, cattle, hogs, etc., that would be brought into our mar-
kets would tend to deprive the farmer of that region of the
country from raising these necessary animals.

As to the production of animals in the United States our farm-
ers ure largely compelled to change their mode of farming and
look to the raising of live animals for the profits of the farm.
Indeed, in many cases whole farms are turned from the ordinary
raising of wheat, barley, and other products of that kind to
stock raising. Many farmers in Ohio owning farms that were
formerly good for corn, good for wheat, and good for almost any
such purposes find the{ can not compete with our own people in
the Western States. It so happens that t rtation from
the far West, especially from Minneapolis and 8St. Paul, to the
Eastern markets is very little more than the transportation
from Central Ohio to the Eastern markets. The Western farm-
ers have the benefit of the Great Lakes in the transportation of
their products, and they have the benefit of the great vessels
that have been constructed for that purpose, so that the trans-
portation really from great points like Minneapolis, Omaha, and
St. Paul is so small that we can not compete with them.

If our farmers can change their industry to stock raising we
ean send pork, beel, ete., pretty rapidly to market. The meats
are generally sent in cars, where they are preserved by cold. I
think that industry is rather to be encouraged than otherwise.
It is not right that our people should be brought into competi-
tion with Canada on articles that we ought to and can produce
to the largest extent.

This is about all I desire to say. I hope that whatever form
this tax on live animals may assume it will be a specific duty.
I would rather have a lower specific duty than any ad valorem
duty that could be named.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] to
the amendment of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]

Mr. FRYE. Ihope the Senator from Kansas will withdraw
his amendment. 2

Mr. PEFFER. In view of the persuasive manner in which
the Senator from Maine suggests that the amendment be with-
drawn, I will do so for his accommodation.

Mr. PRYE. The Senator from Maine is obliged to the Sena-
tor from Kansas.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendmentto the amend-

‘ment is withdrawn. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment proposed %ﬁhe Senator from Maine [Mr. 1.
Mr. JSIALE. t it be read.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will beagain

The SECRETARY. Strike out paragraph 189, and insert:

189, Horses and mules, §30 per head: Provided, That horses valued at 8150
and over shall pay a duty of 30 per cent ad valorem.

Mr, HALE. Tetus have the yeas and nays upon that.

" The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr, HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Arkansas
for my own information—I am not very well acquainted with the
matter—what is the proeess by which the officersascertain the
ad valorem value of the Canadian horse at the custom-house? I
suppose there is some process. Of course it is very familiar to
the Senator from Arkansas, but if does-not oceur to me.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I presume’the processis the same

* as that by which they ascertain the value of any other article.
The invoice of the priceof the horseis first submitted, and then
the question of value has o be determined by the appraiser ac-
cording to what he believes the horse to be worth.

Mr. HOAR. I understand that,of course. Iremember when
I was once in a law school the professor asked astudent what the
law was upon a certain point, and he replied very sagaciously
that that would be for the court to say. Isuppose it would be for
the appraiser tosay; but I should like toknow how the appraiser
ascertains the value. Forinstance; suppose the horse is vicious,
suppose he is unsound, suppose he has any of the thousand de-
fects that deceive the very elect. How does he ascertain the
valne? Suppose he has remarkable speed or any other mark of
excellence, 2

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I suppose he would ascerfain the
value in that case as in the case of anything where there was a
possibility of fraud or of the concealment of defects or where
the excellence of the article could not be easily discerned on its
face. The method of ascertaining the value of the horse has to
be determined by the appraiser.

Mr. HOAR. {Vl].l the Senator from Arkansas go a little fur-
ther and say how he applies in ascertaining the value of a horse
the method of aacsrta.ml.nﬁ the value of anything else? There
must be some method. The Senator says he does it in the same
way he does anything else. I donotknow what “anything else”
the Senator has in his mind: What does the man do when a
drove of two or three hundred Canadian horses arrive at the
custom-house on the Vermont or New Hampshire or Maine
border? You see droves of horses coming down through our
cities and towns from Canadain theseason. Every year there is
& great number, Now, here is a drove of 300 horses, and they
reach the custom-house. What does the appraiser do to deter-
mine whether those horses are worth 825 apiece or §125 apiece?
He does something.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I presume a man of ordinary intel-
ligence who is an appraiser would know whethera horse is worth
3500 or $150.

Mr., HOAR. I did not say $500; I said $25 or $125.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. He would make up his judgment of
the value of horses by such meansas would ga satisfactory to
him, just as he would ascertain the value of anything else. I
am aware that the Senator from Massachusetts believes that the
value of no article can be ascertained in the custom-house, and
that values ought to be measured by weight and tariffs ought to
be levied by wai%;u and number alone.

Mr. HOAR. here did the Senator get that knowledge as
to my belief?

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I believe it is an easy matter for
an intelligent American citizen, whose duty it is to ascertain the
value, to out what: the value of any article is when his duty
requires him to do so. .

r. HOAR. 1 undertake to say that the intelligent Ameri-
can citizen with whom I am acquainted, including, I suspect
every member of this body with one or two exceptions, can not
fix the value of a horse that he isgoing to buy unless he knows
someth of the history of the animal.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Then the Senator would not be
selected as an a.p})ra.iser to value horses.

Mr. HOAR. Ido not know anybody who would be selected.
Isuppose they do not have a special appraiser for horses and
nothing else in the custom houses? I suppose the appraiser is
apminted through the civil service or in some other way.

.SHERMAN. Ifmy friend from Massachusetts will allow
me, I will state that there is usually only one appraiser at any
of the smaller custom houses in the country.

Mr. HALE. The real answer to the Senator is of course that
under the difficulties he has so accurately portrayed the ap-

raiser has to take the valuation of the man who brings in the

orses. There is no doubt about that. There isnosuch oppor-
ltlﬁis? for fraud on any single article or animal as upon the

Mr, HOAR. The citizens of Massachusetts almost without

exception, so far as I know, are absolutely defenseless in tha
matter of purchasing horses unless they know the historyof the
animal, or unless they trust either the warranty or the word of
theseller. Ordinary men are almost entirely helpless.

Now, the Senator who is making himself responsible for the
conduct of a great measure of civil polity administration
has put into the bill, I suppose,;a hundred specific duties (I have
not counted them), on the ground that an ad valorem duty will
not do. 'We have just had a long debate, and he has got a spe-
cific duty on sugar. Then whenhe is asked as to a greatarticle
in which some of our States ave interested (my own Stite nof
so much as the States in New England north of us, or the States
in the Northwest), how an ad valorem duty can be applied by
the appraiser with any protection either to the revenus or the
the American producer he answers, ‘* The appraiser does it just
as any intelligent citizen does anything else,” and that isall the
answer he is willing to give me.

I suppose, therefore, it is all the answer he can give me.
The Senatornods his head. It isall the answer he cangive me.
Why do you have a specific duty on sugar? Why do youhavea
specific duty on rice? Why do you havea specigo duty on coal?
‘Why do you have a_specific duty on Tennessee marble? Why
do you have aspecific duty on iron? Why do you have a specific

|duty on lead and a hundred other things in this bill?

Mr. SHERMAN. Potatoes and everything else.

Mr. HOAR. I donotknow that they have a specific duty on
potatoes.

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes,they have specific duties all through.

Mr. HOAR. I think the American people have aright—I

ithink the people I represent have a moral right and a constitu-
‘tional right to know, if it is to be known, wh; it is that in mak-

ing this law thess ti}ings have specific duties and this other
product has an ad valorem duty. If thereisadrove of five hun-
dred horses brought to the custom-house at St. Albans or what-
ever port at the extremity of Vermont, or a custom-house in
Maine or in Northern New Hampshire, I undertake to say that
the citizen with average intelligence, I undertake to say that
four-fifths of the members of this body can not tell in regard to
that drove its value within thousands.of dollars. I should like
to.appeal to my friend from Maine [Mr. HALE], who comes from

‘aStite where they could be brought in, if that statement is the

least e'xag%era.ted.

Mr. HALE. The appraiser can not judgeit. Itis just ex-
actly as the Senator from Massachusetts puts it. A drove of
horses, perhaps not five hundred—— .

Mr. HOAR, Two or three hundred come in very often.

Mr. HALE. ‘A horseman frequently brings two or three hun-
dred. He bring them up fo the custom-house, and there is not
aman in the custom-house who has the slightest qualification
for estimating the value of those horsss.

Mr. HOAR. Or who can acquire it in any way.

Mr. HALE. Orecanacquire it inany way. There may be one
hundred horses worth not over $30 apiece, another hundred
worth $60 apiece, another worth $80 apiece, and no man can make
that discrimination. The point the Senator from Massachusetts
malkes is the practical poimt.

Mr. VEST. With the consent of the Senator from Massachu-
sutts [Mr. HOAR] I should like to ask the Senator from Maine,
who speaks rather as an expert, how the appraisers estimate the
value of horses over $#150 in value, upon wElch a duty of 30 per
cent ad valorem is imposed in the McKinley law?

Mr. HALE. I was just coming to that point.

Mr. VEST. And the Senator from Maine proposes that rate
now in his amendment. :

Mr. HALE. When you get up to a grade of horses above $150
in value, you find very few horses. You soon then get into the
domain of the thoroughbred horses; the horse that is worth any-
where from $200, $300, $400, or $500 to $1,000. A horse of that
kind is valuable; he has his antecedents and is known; he will
not be admitted until inquiry ismadeabouthim,anditislearned.
His pedigree will be brought, it will be presented, it will be
shown what he is.

It is an article that speaks for itself, and the valuation can be
arranged. That is the meritof this provision. When youcome
to the class of horses which can be distingunished by valueanad
valorem rate can be put upon them. That is the only safe way
to doit. It would not do to put on so much a head, say 860, be-
cause it might be a 85,000 horse. Its value is easily told; buton
the lower class, ninety-nine one-hundredths of all that will come
in, no man can tell whether a horse isworth $40, or $60, or $100.

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator permit me a word?

The PRESIDIN G OFFICER. the Senator from Massa-

chusetts yield to the Senator from South Dalkota?
Mr. HOAR. Iyield tothe Senator from Maine.
Mr. HALE. Iyield to the Senator from South Dakofa.
Mr. KYLE. Ishould like to state that race horses are nof
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brought into this country in droves. They are brought ordi-
narily in private cars,

‘Mr. HALE. That is what I have said, that very few are
brought in. They are not brought in in large numbers. Valu-
able horses do not come in in droves. The Senator from South
Dakota is right about it.

Mr. KY I should like to state further that in almost any
county in the United States you can get a man who, within $5 or
825, can tell the value of nnly horse. -

Mr. HALE. But you will not find him in a custom-house.

Mr. KYLE. They do not put lawyers or merchants in the
custom-honses to value horses.

Mr. HALE. Neither do they put horse jockeys in custom-
houses. They will not be found there.

Mr. KYLE. They find plenty of practical men for that prac-
tical work,

Mr. HOAR. I think the Senator from Maine is mistaken. I
think they will find a great many horse jockeys in the custom-
houses under the proposed law. They will have droves of horses
under their charge, and they will be Canadians.

The idea of the Senator from Arkansas, in his sweet sim-
plicity, thinking that the single appraiser in a custom-house on
our Canadian border, who has to deal with every department
and every article, is to be safe against the combined ingenuity
of a man who is both a horse jockey and a Canadian! Either of
these taken alone would cheat the average American citizen out
of his eye teeth. You talk about the shrewdness of Yankees.
When we get a little in Massachusetts we think we are shrewd
in some things, but there is not a Massachusetts citizen who can
safely buy a horse 6f a Vermont man; a Vermont man can not
buy one of a man from Maine or New Hampshire, and none of
them undertake, with any sort of security, to buy one from a
Canadian.

Mr. HALE. Ora ‘““bluenose?” °

Mr. HOAR. Or a ‘“bluenose.” I do not use that phrase dis-
respectfully, because the Nova Scotia people are among the most
highly respectable people we have on the coast.

ow, the idea of so framing & tariff bill if you want to get
either honest revenue or honest protection, or want to get pro-
tection with incidental revenue, or revenue with incidental pro-
tection, or revenue without protection, or protection without
revenue! It will excite the universal derision of all mankind
when you send this act out to the country with an ad valorem
duty on horses, and then say that the representative of the Com-
_mittee on Finance of the Senate said you would find out their
value justas you would find out the value of other things, and
that any intelligent American citizen can do.

‘Mr. ALDRICH. Ishould like to give in a brief sentence or
two the answer of the farmers of Oregon to the propositions
contained in the pending bill:

The whole Republican State ticket elected by large pluralities. HERr-
MANK and ELLIS by increased majorities. Latest fizures on Legislature

are:
Senau—Regnhunans. 18; Democrats, 7; Populists, 3. House of represent-
atives—Republicans, 47; Populists, 7; Democrat. 1.

Mr. HOAR.

zen.

Mr. ALDRICH. One Democrat pulled through for the house
of representatives.

Mr. DOLPH. In explanation of the senate it should be
stated that the seven Democrats in the senate are seven hold-
overs [laughter], and they were not elected at this election.

Mr. ALDRICH. The press bulletin continues:

Strong Democratic counties for the first time in their history give Re-
publican pluralities.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment .proposed by the Senator from Maine [Mr.

That is the voice of the average American citi-

HaLE].
Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I do not quite understand
why the committee having in charge the pending bill has not

e some increase as respects this Yara.graph. The Senator
from Missouri [Mr. VEST] this morning read some statistics
showing that horses to the value of about $1,200,000 were im-
ported into the United States last year. He stated that the
average ad valorem was 30 per cent on those horses and that
they were worth about 8100 each. So it seems that under the spe-
cificduty of $30 per head the Canadians who have imported their
horses into our country have paid about 30 per cent ad valorem
on the horses.

If we were to make the duty 30 per cent ad valorem, we would
receive from it no such revenue as we have received from the
specific duty. It certainly must be known to everyone who has
been in Canada or lives on the border of Canada that the Cana-
dian market for horses outside of the United States is a limited
one. - We af one time, if I recollect correctly, put a 20 per cent
ad valorem duty upon horses, and when we did 50, if I remember

the tables in former years, the average value of Canadian horses
was about 850 or $60. The same horse, as soon as he got intoa
city on our side of the line, was sold in the wholesale markets
at 8100 to $125.

Now, if I were to frame a project or a scheme whereby the
Canadians—I was about to say could swindle, but I will not say.
that—could take monei out of the Treasury of the United States,
and also out of the pockets of our people illegitimately, I should
propose the provision suﬁ'ested in the bill. If we are to have
a duty upon horses at all let us have it specific. I take it, the
object of this duty is to raise some revenue; I think so0. I have
a great deal of sympathy with the Senator from Missouri, who
smiles at my observations. I was very sorry he had to pay into
the Treasury $75 for $15 worth of ponies. Iam rathersorry that
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] has withdrawn his
amendment, because Isupposeit was in sympathy with my friend
from Missouri, who was obliged to pay a large revenue to the
I(\}{cwe'n-nr::mm; for the sake of importing two or three ponies from

exico.

_But I think there is something a little beyond the mere ques-
tion of 20 per cent on horses, as respects the first paragraph or
series of paragraphs. Every Senator on this floor knows, asre-
spects this paragraph and the subsequent paragraphs, that
among the farmers of the United States the production of these
animals is such that they have rapidly diminished in pricefrom
that cause and for other reasons. I know that in my State very
good horses can be bought now for about one-half the price that
was obtained for them thvee or four years ago.

Now, with that situation, why is it that we are insisting upon
a provision which will allow the Canadian farmers to bring in
their horses in close competition with ours and give them es-
pecially the benefit of the best market as against the farmers of
the West and the Northeast.

Mr. MCMILLAN. Ishould like to call the attention of the
Senator from Iowa to the fact that in 1893 the value of all horses
exported from Canada was 81,461,000, and the value of those sent
to the United States was 81,123,000, So nearly all the horses
thiag export come to this country.

r. ALLISON. Iam obliged to the Senator from Michigan
for calling myattention to that fact. It is perfectly well known
that the Canadians have no other market for horses except
ours. Nevertheless, with an area such as we have, with oppor-
tunities for raising horses and food for horses in our country
without limit, it is proposed in the pen bill to allow $1,-
000,000 worth of horses from Canada, probably to be enlarged
in value to a million and a half, to come in in competition with
our farmers.

If there is any reason why we should sit here and legislate for
the benefitof the Canadian Dominion against ourselves, I should
be glad to have the Senator from Arkansas explain what it is.
Does anybody believe that the general range of prices of horses
will be diminished by this importation? Will the importation
of 81,000,000 worth of horses from Canada affect the price of
horses to those who are to purchase them? I do not believe it
will. Therefore there is nothing in the paragraph except a
concession to the Dominion of Canada, which has nomarket, and
the proposed provision gives to the Canadians a market of 68,-
000,000 people. If I were to characterize a provision in the bill
as an absurdity it would be this one, and if I should say that it
is an unjust provision against every farmer who tills the field
I should tell the truth. SoIshould prefertohave aspecificduty
upon horses put in the bill, and I should put it so high that the
Canadian who gets the benefit of our market should pay for if.

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator from Iowa explain why he
wants a duty of $30 per head on horses?

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to havea duty of $30 per head in order
that we may swell to a limited degree the revenues which yester-
day the Senator from South Dakota voted fo postpone on sugar
for a year. That is one reason. Anofherreason is that if we are
not to prohibit the importation of horses, I should put such
a duty on them as would bring it at least within 10 per cent of
the duty which the Senator votedfor yesterdayupon that essen-
tial arvticle used by every family in the United States, called
sugar, and which has been characterized on the other side of
the Chamber as a revenue duty. I should be glad to have some
Senator on the other side who yesterday voted for 44 per cent
revenue duty upon sugar, an article of absolute essential con-
sumption, tell me why he now proposes a duty of only 20 per
cent upon horses,which are ram&c{' upon the farms, requiring two,
three, and four years of care before theyare fit for the market.

That is one reason why I would put %30 a head on horses, but
I would put it on the horses that come from Canada in order to
give our own people an opportunity of raising horses in com-
Eetition with (g‘;:ladmn horses,and thus give them the advantage

e

re as against the men who raise horses in Canada.
Mr.KYLE. The point I wish to get at is, how it is thata
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Canadian in that northern climate can raise horsesat $30 a head
less cost than we can?

Mr. ALLISON. That is perfectly obvious. The Canadian
has no market for his horses except in the United States and a
small market on the southern shores of the Northern Lakes, so
called. If we do not give the Canadian our markets of Boston,
New York City, Buffalo, and the interior cities of New York
State, and Cleveland, Detroit, and Chicago, and so on farther
west, he will not have a market for his horses.

I shouldbe glad to know of the Senatorfrom South Dakotaif he
desires that the Canadian horses shall come in competition in the
markets of Chicago, Minneapolis, St. Paul, and St. Louis with
those raised in South Dakota, or whether he would prefer that
the people of South Dalkota, who are beginning to raise horses,
and fine ones, shall have the opportunity of sending those horses
into these great cities?

I agree that this is not a very important matter, because the
number of horses that will be imported, compared with the
great number of horses produced and used in our own country,
will be relatively small; gJut I can not see why the Senator {from
Bouth Dakota desires to cast a vote here which will be solely
and wholly for the benefit of the Canadian producer, and, to the
extent of the importation, will be to the disadvantage of every
American producer of horses.

So, Mr. President, I hope this amendment will be agreed to,
and thatfollowing it, the other amendment may also be agreed to.

Mr. SHERMAN. By reference to the tables, which have
been furnished us, I find that the average value of the horses
imported is $50.

Mr. ALLISON. As to horses in Mexico, as suggested by the
Senator from Texas and the Senator from Missouri, I have no
doubt there is a large number of very low-priced horses on the
Mexican border. I do not see why the people of Texas, having
their immensely extended area, and the people along the south-
ern border, should not be able to raise their own horses, even
though they be bronchos or ponies.

It tﬁ:ey do not choose to do that, I think it isnot a very hard
thing for them to pay four or five or six times $30 for the few
horses that are imported. I donot think we ought to make an
exception in their case, although rather than lose this amend-
ment, I would yield to their wishes and vote for the amendment

rodpoaed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], I suppose,
fn eference to the suggestions made by the Senator from Mis-
souri respecting his own experience.

Mr. WHITE, Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa [Mr,
ALLISON] made a statement which I think may lead to some
misconception upon this subject. If I understand him cor-
recily he intimated that the effect of the adoption of the amend-
ment proposed here would radically reduce the revenue as far
as it relates to the tariff upon horses.

I hold in my hand the latest edition of Imports and Exports,
and, turning to page 6, I find that from 1872 to 1891, when the
McKinley act went info operation, the tariff rate was20 per cent
ad valorem, the rate now proposed.

Mr. ALLISON. I sostated.

Mr. WHITE. I propose to read from the compilation men-
tioned regarding this point upon which I differ from the Sena-
tor from Iowa.

In the year 1882, for instance, I find that there was realized
;r;}gn%athe duty on horses $572,409.42; for the year 1883, $379,-

Mr. ({%LLISON. Do the tables give the number of horses im-

rted:
poMr. WHITE. Yes, sir; and I can give them to the Senator if
he desires.

In 1892 the number of horses imported was 38,518, and the
tariff collected $572,499.42; in 1883 there were 39,209 horses im-
gorted, and the tariff collected was $379,702.73; in 1884, 27,253

orses were imported, and the tariff collected was $302,106.44;
in 1885, 20,759 horses were imported, and the tariff collected was
$265,942.85; in 1386, 37,232 horses were imported, and the tariff
collected was $382,970.20; in 1887, 38,800 horses were imported,
and $100,152.69 was collected; in 1888, 52,454 horses were im-
l:ortad, and $535,112.13 wascollected; in 1889, 50,141 horses were

mported, and 8429,302.90 was collected; in 1890, 37,675 horses
were imported, and $376,505.27 was collected. In 1891, the Mc-
Kinlef tariff act having gone into operation, the importations
are given under the head of 20 per cent ad valorem, as 7,965
horses imported, and the revenue collected $70,863.23; and for
the remainder of the year,under the McKinley act, at $30 per
];;?3&;} :}%\e number imported was 7,631, and the amount collectad

,930.

If we recur to the period covered by the McKinley duty we
find, taking the full years, that in 1892 there were imported
10,255 head of horses, and the amount of duties received was
$307,650; and in 1893 there were imported 12,248 horses, and the

amount of duty received was $367,440, thus showing that the ef-
fect of the imposition of the $30 duty has been to reduce the
revenue;and yet the Senator from Iowa argued that, if the tariff
was changed as proposed here, the revenue would be propor-
tionately redilcag. ]imdo not omit to remember his argument
that the value of horses has been reduced, which is no doubt
true; but my conclusion is borne out by the returns for 1893, for
in thatl.ﬂ_zar the amount of money which passed into the coffers
of the asury was less than the average under the 20 per cent
duty. I think that I heard a Senator upon the other side of the
Chamber denominate the 20 per centad valorem an absurd duty.
If so, it is an absurdity under which the dominant party labored
for many years, and which was of their creation.

I care but little, so far as my own locality is concerned, with
reference to this horse tariff matter, but I do believe that it
would be much better for us if the entire tariff were removed
from cattle. I am absolutely opposed to taxing an article that
is as necessary as beef. If we shouldadmit cattle free, I believe
it would ba for the interest of the part of the United States that
I especially represent. As far as the tariff upon horses is con-
cerned, I have drawn attention to this particular matter because
it seemed to me that there were statements made which were
hardly in accordance with the record. :

Mr. MILLS. Mr.President, Iwishtofollow up what my friend
from California has said in showing that the duties which have
been paid under the McKinley act have reduced the importations
into the country. That was the object of it. On the Mexican
border it has absolutely obliterated the importation of horses.
The small, cheap horse that was formerly brought in for ranch
purposes has d away, It may be argued by our friends on
the other side that this is a very good thing to do, to compel
people to purchase American horses and better horses, but the
fact I wish to impress upon the Senate and upon the country—
and it can not be stated often enough, certainly not too often—
is that every time you keep something from coming into this
country you keef something from going awayfrom the country.
All of our trade isan exchange of commodities, each person part-
ing with that which he does not want and receiving that which
he does want.

The horses that were coming in from Mexico were paid for by
the flour of the farmer and by the exports of manufacturers,
iron and steel manufactures, machinery, locomotives, steel rails,
and all those things. Every dollar’s worth of the surplus prod-
ucts of Mexico that we keep from coming to this country kee
from going to Mexico an equivalent amount of value [rom the
United States.

Mr. ALLISON. May]I ask the Senator a question there?

Mr. MILLS. " Certainly.

Mr. ALLISON. If that be true, I ask the Senator to explain
why it is that we exported 848,000,000 worth to Canada last year
and only imported $38,000,000 worth? What would make up
that difference? .

Mr. MILLS. That is the old story. There is no difficulty
about that. 'I'he Government of the United States closes its
business on the 30th day of June each year, but the Government
of the United States is not carrying on this trade over the world;
it is the 70,000,000 people of the United States who are carryin
on the trade. They are closing their accounts sometimes &ﬁ
through the whole year, and sometimes they run four or five
years, buying in advance.

Mr. ALLISON. ButI understood the Senator to say that if
we brought bronchos from Mexico we would send them flourin
payment?

r. MILLS., Yes.

Mr. ALLISON. I supposed that trade was conducted ina lit-
tle different way; that we exported a certain amount toa certain
country, and if we did not import an equivalent amount they
sent to us coin or its equivalent.

Mr. MILLS. They send to us the value, it may be in coin,
which is simply the instrument of exchange, but at some time
either during that year or the next year—or perhaps they may
have paid for it in tga year preceding —they will pay something
just in proportion to the amount we send to them. There can
be no getting away from that.

Some of our old protectionist friends of the Whig party used
to say, in answer to that argument, that we must send our prod-
ucts out to the world and take in exchange gold and silver.
That is an impossibility, because if we were to exact gold and
silver for all the exports we send to foreign countries, we would
soon have all the gold and silver of the whole world in the
United States. It isimpossible to carry out that idea, for there
are only about eight thousand millions of gold and silver in the
entire world. e have got about $1,000,000,000 of it, speakit;g
in round numbers, and our own country exports, say,in rou
numbers, about a thousand million dollars worth a year, and at
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that rate in eight years we would have every ounce of silver
and gold now in the world in the United States.

I ask whatwould we do for the payment of our exports for the
ninth year? Our trade would have to stop and remain closed
throu_jl-) all time, if we depended upon exporting and selling for
gold and silver. @old and silver are but the instruments of ex-
change, just like a ship or a railroad train. It is commodit
for commodity. Myiriend wassaying a while agothat he wan
to keep the Canadians from coming here and having our mar-
kets in Boston, New York, and Chicago. I sayto him whenever
he keeps the Canadian from coming and selling his horses in
the markets of Boston, New York, and Chicago, he keeps the
people of Towa from selling wheat.and flour to the people of
Canada for the payment of those horses; and for every dollar’'s
worth of stock which is kept in Canada from getting to this
country, you keep an equivalent amount of wheat and flour of
the surplus produced in the United States from going there and
paying for it. We give market for market; and it can not be
otherwise than that.

Mr. President, I hope that we shall go back to the old manner
of levying dutieson horses. Twenty per cent is enough. There
isno use of putting a $30 tax on a 310 horse to prevent him com-
ing to this coumr({. If my Iriend from Iowa does not want a$10
horse in Iowa, and if his friends do not want him, they need not
buy him, but he can buy finer horses. These low grade horses
may not be needed in his section of country, but they are needed
in mine; and I hope the 20 per cent tax will be restored, in-
stead of the $30 fax.

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, after all the remarks of the Sen-
atorfrom Iowa, I can not yetsee thejustice of a tax of $30 a head
upon horses. We raise a great many horses in South Dakota.

o be sure, some of those horsesare worth but §10, $12, or 815
ahead. In Wyoming to-day you can buy horses for $15 and $20
a head, and in Arizona and other States you can do the same.
Therefore the tax of $30 per head is abso'lutel{ out of propor-
tion. Again, we raise some horses in South Dakota, as they do
in Minnesotfa, in Wyoming, in Arizona, and in various other
States, which are worth 32,000 per head. A tax of $30 per head
on such horses would be out of proportion.

So far as I can see, an ad valorem duty of 20 per cenf will raise
just as much revenus, or more revenue, than a tax of $30 per

d will raise, and at the same time the ad valorem tax will
be a great deal more just and equitable.

It is a very easy matter to determine what is the value of a
horse. We {uwe men in the New England factories—I have
been through there and noticed the fact—who will tell you ata
glance the character of every kind of cloth; they will tell you
whether it is made of wool or of cotton, or of a mixture of wool
and of cotton. The ordinary farmer of the West might per-
haps go into one of those factories and examine that cloth for
a period of a month and not be able to defermine the character
of the cloth as an expert can determine it. Soan expert in a
wateh or a knife factory can determine the exact value of a
watch or a knife at a glance. ‘

We have in all the States of the Union men who are experts
as judges of horseflesh, men who can tell at a glance whether
a horse is a broncho or an Indian pony or a blooded horse; they
can tell whether a horse is atrotting horse, a running horse, a
draft horse, or what not; and they can tell you almost within a
dollar what that horse will bring in the market. These are the
kind of men we are going to have in our.custom-houses as ap-

aisers; we are not going to have men who are physicians or
Ew rs or statesman. It matters not whether a Senator here

- is able to determine the value of a horse or not, though I 131-5-
sume there are Senators here, on the floor of the Senate, like
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY),and the Senator from
Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN | who can tell you almost toadollar
what a horse is worth the moment they look at it.

It seems to me the most equitable duty that can be assessed is
the one of 20 per cent ad valorem. It is sufficient to cover the
business interests between the commerce of this country and of
%nada, and between the lower bordersof the United States and

exico.

Mr. PLATT. I simplly desire to say a word in reference to
what the Senator from Texas [Mr. M1r.Ls] has said.

I believe if any man i3 all wrong on the question of proteetion
and {ree trade, it is the Senator [rom Texas; and I believe that
his mistake is in his primal proposition—and that is thatall the
trade between different coun consists in the exchange of
the productions of the different countries. If he would abandon
that dogma, erroneous as it seems to me, I certainly should have
some hope that he might be converted from the terrible delusion
of free trade and become somewhat of a protectionist.

‘We pay for nothing that we buy of a foreign country by an éx-
change, by sending them other products. There is nothin
which is more clearly settled in political economy than that; an

it is only n to reler to the instance of our trade with
Brazil to show thatwhat I state is absolutely true. We buy the
largest proportion of our coffee from Brazil. I have not the fig-
ures by me; but from recollection I think we buy $60,000,000
worth of coffee, or thereabouts, every year from Brazil.

Mr. TELLER, Nearly $100,000,000 worth.

‘Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Colorado says nearly $100,-
000,000 worth; and we export to Brazil only a few million dol-
lars’ worth perhaps—for the sake of illustration, I will say not
more than $10,000,000 worth—of our products, and we pay for
coffee not in actual gold and silver, but in exchange based upon
gold and silver. Brazil paysto us for the productions which we
send to her nof in actual gold and silver coin transferred, butin
exchange based upon gold and silver. How it is possible for a
Senator, for a political economist, or for anybody who hasstudied
this question, to suppose that we pay for the coffee which we buy
from Brazil by sending our products to Brazil, S my com-

rehension. That is the fatal error of the free trader, or,as he

es to be called, the tariff reformer.

The net balance of trade against us with certain countries
which were alluded to in the speech of the Senator from South
Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREWL the other day, wus $208,000,000, in-
cluding Brazil. The net balance of trade againstus with Brazil
was 863,000,000, Sowith Cuba. Thenetbalanee of trade against
us with Cuba was 355,000,000, If the proposition of the Senator
from Texas and those who believe with him is true, how is it
that we paid to Brazil $63,000,000 balance and to Cuba $55,000,-
000 balance lgst year. If all trade is an exchange of products, is
barter, then how do the countries who send us more than we
send them get their pay? No, Mr. President, barter has noth-
ing to do with trade g:twean foreign countries, and exchange of

roducts has nothing whatever to do with the trade between

oreign countries.

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to make a
suggestion in this connection as to our trade with Great Britain.
I take from the Statesman’s Year Book, an English publication,
the figures I am about to give.

-Great Britain boughtof all her colonies during the year 1892
£87,766,304 and sold to all her colonies during the same time
£74,630,169, or a difference of £23,136,135; that is, she bought
more of her colonies by that amount than she sold to them.
Shesold tous'£26,547,234 and boughtof us £108,186,317; in other
words, she bought of us £81,639,033 more than she sold to us—
about $400,000,000 worth.

Mr.PLATT. Mr.President, toillustrate: Coffee is an article
which we will have, and it would not make any difference if we
did not send one dollar's worth of our produects to Brazil, coffea
we would have, and we should buy it of Brazil, as we should bu
any other commodity which we could not raise here. We should
purchase of other countries articles which we needed, whether
they took one dollar's worth of our products in exchange or not.
That is so with regard to the trade of all countries with us. If
Great Britain wants anything of us, she will buy it of us. If the
peoFle of any other country want our petroleum, they will buy
it of us unless they can find some other country wherq they can
buy it cheaper. 1f we have a monopoly of raising anything we
can sell it, whether we take anything from another country in
exchange or not.

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me
to ask him a question?

Mr. PLATT. Certainly.

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator mean to be understood as
asserting or as arguing to the conclusion that if we should pro-
hibit importations altogether, or cease to import altogether from
othgr countries, our exportations would stiEl remain what they
are’

Mr. PLATT. If other countries wanted them they would.

Mr. FRYE. There is no doubt about that.

Mr. PLATT. There is no question about that. We might
prohibit the importation of anything into this country, and if
we had anything that another country needed and could not get

anywhere else they would buy it of us. Can there be any ques-
tion about that?

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, Spain has practically done that
with us in relation to Cuba. For the last fifteen years she has
prohibited almost everything being exported from this country
to Cuba, and yet we have bought of Cuba right along nearly all
that she had to sell.

Mr. PLATT. The argument that trade between countries is
an exchange of ;;roducts has been exploded overand over again,
until no reputable professor of political economy, so far as I now
know, maintains it.

Mr. LINDSAY.
of the reciprocity

Mr. PLATT.

I aslk the Sensator, then, what are the virtues
rovisions of the McKinley act?
he virtues of the reciprocity features of the

MecKinley act are just these: That we make agreements with
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countries t-habhﬂ they will admit free our products which they
want, we will take their products which we want, and which we
can not produce. That is all there is to it.

Mr. LINDSAY. That is exchange.

Mr. PLATT. It does not affect this question at all. What
we want {from other countries we shall buy from them, and
what they want from us they will buy from us. :

If you can make an arrangement whereby we will receive
those things we want here and other countries will receive the
things from us which they want, it is to the advantage of both
countries and extends the trade of both countries, but it does
not atall touch the question of how things are paid for which
are bought from foreign countries; it does not touch the sup-
posed idea that if one country buys anything from another it
pays for what it buys by the exchange of a similar amount of
products of its own.

I do not know, Mr. President, whether this delusion can ever
be eradicated from the mind of thefree trader, it does not seem
possible that an old, exploded, and impossible doctrine should
so maintain its hold upon any set of people.

Mr. STEWART. . President, what the Senator from Con-
necticut [ Mr. PLATT] has said will probably be misunderstood.
I do not think he explained himself fully.

In a general sense we pay for all we buy with commodities, and
when we trade with the world generally, and buy more than we
can pay for with commodities, we must settle in some other way,
and pay in money, and thus we get into debt; and when a nation
gets on that basis it very soon becomes bankrupt.

The only object of international trade is the exchange of inter-
national productions. It is very likely that in one country they
may buy more than they may seil another country, or sell more
than they buy; but if the general balance is not equal, so that
the exports equal the imports, they will soon get in a bad way.

I have heard a great deal said about paying international bal-
ances, and that for that purpose you must have an international
money. There is no greater fallacy than that. There ought to
be no international balances. The United States is notengaged
in exporting or importing. Itis individuals who are engaged
in that business; and if they buy more than they can pay for, if
they buy commodities that are exported from other countries
:gd not raised in this country, let them find some way to payfor

em.

I do not kmow why this country should regulate its currency
toaccommodate importers of foreign luxuries who buy more
than the people want. We ought not to have any more than we
can pay for with our products. If wedo, justlike anindividual,
we shall be getting into debt, and the country is now getting
into debt and getting poorer and poorer. That is our condition.
‘We are buying now more than we can B’ny for, and we are bor-
rowing money to tide over our difficulties for the present.

Italy has been buying more than she ean pay for, and we are
following in the footsteps of Italy. Twenty years ago Italy had
a different government. Now she has a military despotism and
is in the last stages of revolution. Ttaly was told that if she
would agree to pay in gold, her bonds could be sold, and she
agreed to ay in gold, and issued her bonds. Speculators and
dealers in bonds took them, distributed them among the com-
munity at large, and kept doing it so long as Italy could pay the
interest. Italy could only undertake to pay the interest by in-
creasing taxation; and it had to be increased from time to time.
This process was continued until finally, T am informed, Italy
has an income tax of 24 fer cent, and she had a deficiency last
year of over £30,000,000.

There is a deflciency staring her in the face for the next fis-
cal year much larger, and she can not further increase her
revenue by incressing taxes. She is now discussing, to prevent
goiui into insolveney, the propriety of selling her art treasures,
which she has earried through all her difficulties and trials and
tribulations, and which she has clung to through all the ages,
and has reverenced them so much that she prohibited by law
individuals selling them. Shehas alarge military force, which
is becoming daily more and more necessiry to keep the le
in subjection. There is a case where a country has geen 11))1?; g
more than it sold, and has been goinginto debt. [f thisecount
follows thatexample and buys more than it can sell, it will reac
the same condition.

I believe it istrue that it doesnot make any difference whether
we trade with a particular State or country. If we want any-
thing we will buy it, and if they wantanything they will buy itof
us if they have the means of paying for it, and we will transfer
the credit we get by selling to another country. But the gen-
eral proposition that we can have trade and buy more than we
sell, and go on and prosper is absurd. Many countries have
been bankrupted and many people have been ruined by over-

Now, it is said that an international money is needed to settle

international balances. We ought o haye nointernational bal-
ances in the t:fgreg'nte; but, if we have, we ought to have more
money to settle them. If John Doe buys luxuries for the rich,
let John Doe find the means of paying for those luxuries. In-
ternational money, if there could be such a thing—but there is
none now—would be a curse. The reason why gold has dis-
turbed the whole civilized world is because it is worth as much
upcoined as coined. In that sense it is international money, a
commodity; and when it goes abroad it is sold as a commodity,
and having a fixed value by all the nations who coin it, one na-
tion is subg'octad to all the vicissitudes of every other; and here
we are. Iif there is trouble in any country they have to make
sacrifices to get %old; and we have to make equal sacrifices, and
we are making them now. 3

The tariff is not the.trouble; and I have taken no interest in
the pending tarilf bill, because whatever tariff bill you it
will not change the general conditions. The generalconditions
are downward as long as gold goes up, and the larger use you
make for gold, the more gold contracts you make; the more bid-
ders you have for gold, the higher gold will go. The guantity
of gold can not be increased; but there is the gold pool, stro!
enough to draw it to them. Their accumulations of interes
give them the power to call for it, and they are calling for it.
They are piling it up for war purposes.

There are $550,000,000 in Russia; $150,000,000in Austria;$900,-
000,000 in France; $450,000,000 in Germany; $450,000,000 in Great
Britain. You ean not get that. Conditions are against you;
and while gold is pooled the demand for gold is increasing; the
price of gold is advancing; the price of property and the price
of men and the price of labor must decline; the price of living
must decline; the price of existence must decline. That is the
condition you have upoen you. The idea is absurd of spending
a whole session in discussing the difference between a guarter
and a half of a cent, alittle bit of aduty ona particular article,
on collars and cuffs and little things which are of no account
whatever.

Even the sugar duty I donot care anything about. What dif-
ference does it make what they are doing in sugar? 1 do not
care if a few men get rich or get the advan‘w.%e out of the gen-
eral purse by their schemesand monopolies. It is buta drop in
the bucket to the general drain which comes by the apprecia-
tion of gold, which stops industries. The loss to this country in
the last two years by the stagnation of business and by enforced
idleness has been thousands and thousands of millions of dollars
of wealth to the country. That wealth has beeun produced by
labor in the last few years. If you destroy the means of em-
ploying labor, labor will never be employed on a scale of falling
prices. :

Nobody wants property which is falling, nobddy wishes to ac-
quire property which is depreciating. Itis onlyupon astableor
arising market that property will be purchased. Everything
people go into is losing, and it is a warning for men to do noth-
ing. Those who attempt to do business fail. You have in this
country destroyed the great captains of indusiry, who had more
gmius than any set of men in any country, who were develop-

o the resources of the richest country in the world. If t
ars engaged in any kind of business whatever, they are rui
Only those who are the drones of society and who do nothing
are succeeding. Every young man is warned now to keep ouf
of business, because to enter into business means ruin; ga is

warned to keep outof enterprise because enterprise means pov-

erty.

'that is the condition of this country, and while we have uni-
versal calamity and universal distress throughout the country,
here we are discussing the question of a duty on penknives, on
collars and cuffs, and other little trinkets t a few men can
make a few-dollars out of. That is what we are discussing, and
the country is excited over this tarifi. What difference does it
make to the countr[{r at large whether sugar is 10 cents a pound
or 10f cents a pound? The farmers can not buy the sugar unless
they can sell their wheat and cotton and corn and pork, and if
they can sell their products they will not feel the difference.

This country ean never grow rich until you avail yourselves
of what makes a country rich. What makes a country rich is
the employment of labor in developing its resources.
can not be employed while %old is appreciating and property
depreciating. If you go on here in the midst of the calamities
that are falling upon the world and discuss nonessentials, you
are only making the matter worse.

My Democratic friends will be disappointed in the resulf of -

their legislation; matters will grow worse; and the people will
attribute it to their legislation. My Republican friends, if they
eome into power, if they follow the same course, will again dis-
appointthe people, as they disappointed them in the last Admin-
istration. They were not turned out because the people thought
the Democratic party was better, but because they believed the
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Republican party was worse; and the next time it will be not
bec iuse they think the Reﬁ)ublican party is better than the Dem-
ocratic party, but they will think that the Democratic party is
still worse than the Republican party.

So you will go on as long as you allow a few men to monopo-
lize the gold of the world and deprive the people of money and
continve to have enforced falling prices. The people will be
against the party in power, whichever it may be, and however
they change, it will make no difference, so long as this policy is
not to be changed.

It appears both parties are so wedded to the policy of gold
contraction that they can not give it up; and so long as they ad-
here to it we shall have hard times; and I say, furthermore, and
say it with emphasis, if this policy is maintained for ten years,
our civilization will be so changed that it will bear no compari-
son with the civilization of twenty years ago; there will be
classes in this counfry, as there are in every other country;
there will be the nobles, the rich, and the very poor, and under
such conditions republican institutions can not be maintained.
Republican institutions can only be maintained by allowing the
‘masses of the people to prosper, to be independent, and self-re-
liant. They can not be maintained under your present policy.

I speak of the policy of the two parties, because while there
ma, aahonest and sincere men who.differ from this policy in
both parties, the ultimate result of the action of both partiesis
the same. That is the reason why I can not act with either of
the great parties. The action of both these parties leads to the
same lamentable result; itleads to the same ruin to my country.
I can not stand by and see my country ruined by the apprecia-
tion of gold, the falling of prices, and starvation in the land
without raising a word of protest against it and against the dis-
cussion by this Congress of nonessentials while this cloud is
hanging over the people.

Mr, TELLER. Mr, President, the Senator from Texas [Mr.
MirnLs] enunciated what I regard as a correct principle, but I

idiffer with him as to the application of the principle.

All international trade is an exchange of commodities, must
necessarily be so, and always has been so; but the Senator from
Texas assumes that it must be an interchange between the same
nations. There is where he is in error. He has got hold of a
half truth and not the whole. He theory is that if we trade
with Great Britain, and sell Great Britain a large amount, we
:rue b(;und to buy of Great Britain or Great Britain will cease to

of us.

’%herﬁ is another principle, which is well recognized in the
economy of trade, that a nation onlzut‘:uys where it buys profit-
ably. We buy of South America a large amount of coffee, rub-
ber, and various other things. We buy there because there is
where we can buy the cheapest and the best, and there is the
greatest profit for us to deal with those people. Every year, as
shown the other day by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr.
PMIGREwl, there is a large balance of trade against us in the
South American republics. We trade with Great Britain every
jear. Great Britain is our greatest customer. We trade more
with Great Britainthan with an%gtharcount.ry. Wesold Great
Britain last year, in round numbers, $400,000,000 worth of arti-
cles more than we bought from her,

How did we pay the South American people to whom we had
run in debt a couple of hundred million dollars? We drew our
draft upon the London houses, where our credit was on account
of our'exports from this country, and transmitted it to South
America. That is thg way we paid it. So, in the end, it was
an interchange, but not of commodities. As the Senator from
Nevada [Mr. STEWART] fruthfully says, whenever a nation be-
gins to buy more than it sells, then it is on the high road to dis-
aster. e have settled our balances for a great many years,
not with money, but with a money metal. For many years we
bought of Great Britain a larger amount than we sold to her;
and if we did not of Great Brﬂain, we bought of other nations
of the world, and we sent over there nearly fifty or sixty million
dollars of go&d, the output of California, for a long time.

‘We have sent to Europe within twenty-five years atleast $400,-
000,000 of silver, not as money, but as a metal, as a commodity;
yet that is all an interchange after all of commodities; that is,
not a payment in money. ou do not pay in mohey, you can not
pay in money, unless you get what the Senator says is an impos-
sibility—an international money.

Great Britain will buy of us those things which she needs,
whether we buy a dollar’s worth of her or not. The illustration
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] made as to the trade
with Cuba and Brazil is a fair illustration. Cuba wanted noth-
ing we had except flour, meat, and a few other articles, and she
put a prohibitory duty upon tfmm and excluded them h'om her
ports; yet we continued to buy of Cuba year in and year out just
txn-ct“ly as if she had been receiving our goods.

Ve got the benefit of having bought in the best market. So

Great Britain bought of us last year to the amount of $400,000,-
000 nearly of africultnral produets. She bought them of us be<
cause she could buy them cheaper here than she could buy them
anywhere else. Does anybody believe she would have bought
them of us if she could have bought them for a hundredth part
of a cent on a dollar less anywhere else? Of course not.

There is notany sympathy or sentiment in trade. GreatBrit-
ain will bu{ from us just as long as it is to her interest to do so.
It is possible that you can makeareciPmcity treaty with a coun-
try by which you may say to them, ‘* We will give you advan-
tages which we do not give to anybody else if you buy of us.”
In that way you may secure some trade; bu$ that is contrary
to the principle of the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS', be-
cause he believes in free and unrestricted trade; he believes
that everything which embarrasses trade inany way isimproper.
Thatisthe free-trade doctrine. Trade unrestricted, unhindered,
is the free-trade doctrine, and it is a beautiful theoretical doe-
trine. As I said the other day, it isabsolutely unassailable from
a theoretical standpoint. [t is only when you come to make a
practical application of it that you find diffieulty.

% Mg. GRAY. Will it interrupt the Senator if Iask him aques-
ion?

Mr. TELLER. Not a bit.

Mr. GRAY. TIsthe Senator quite sure that when you make
':Llel' pll'z:'ftical application of the theory of free trade you come

ault?

Mr. TELLER. No,I amnot; because the Senator from Texas
and the Senator from Delaware, who I admit are just as patri-
otic and just as anxious to serve the country as I am, differ with
me. I would not say that I am absolutely certain of that when
50 many men whose judgment I respect, whose integrity and pa-
triotism I never would impugn, t%ink otherwise; but in my
judgment I am satisfied enough about it for my convictions to
control my course. I shall not say more than that.

Mr. GRAY. Of course the Senator understands, if he under-
stands anything of me, that I never impute anything to those
who differ with me, as the Senator from Colorado sometimes
differs with me, and never claim that they have less honesty
than Iclaim for myself; and this question about free trade and
protection is a matter about which I recognize we honestly
differ. Iam not,of course, speaking of anything but the position
of the Senator as it appears from my standpoint; but I would call
his attention to the fact, when he says that theoretical free
trade is all right and is perfect so far as theory is concerned,
but when you come to practice somehow it will not work, that
is a confradictory position,

I would call the Senator's attention to the fact that nowhere
on the face of the earth has any one economie theory, whether
of free trade or of protection, been so thoroughly experimented
with, so thoroughly tested and tried, as prac free trade, and
no economic doetrine has been so thoroughly vindicated by ex-
periments as free trade. In the United States of America, be-
tween the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, between the Lakes and
the Gulf, there is a larger contiguous area dedicated to one
theory, and that theory free trade, than is dedicated anywhere
on the face of the globe to the Iimetioe of any other economic
theory; and no one, I think, will contend that the prosperity,
such as it is, of the United States is not largely due to the abso-
lute free trade of economic forces here, unhindered, unfettered,
and unshackeled by law.

Mr. TELLER. That would take me into a discussion of a
guestion which I do not propose to enter upon at this time.

In the first place, the free trader must go upon the theory
that he owes the sameobligation to every man on the face of the
earth which he owes to his own counfry; that every other coun-
try must have as much of his benevolence, his care, and his at-
tentionas he gives to his own. I have never been able to get
big enough and broad emough to do that. I can never divest
myself of the idea that I owe fo my own country something that
I do not owe to any other; and I can never divest myself of the
idea that I have an interest in my own countrymen which I
never can have in those of any other country.

Mr. President, the idea of theoretical {ree trade and of the
theoretical free trader is that all the world is akin, that all ob-
ligations are equal, that my obligations to Englishmen are equal
to my obligations to the Americans. ThatIdeny. I insist that
nations are like families; that a man has the right, by the law
of God and of man, to look after his own family as he does not
look after his neighbor's family; and that he has a right, as a
citizen of this Republic, to look after the interests of the Re-
public; that he is not called upon, either by the law of God or
the law of man, to look after the interests of foreign countries.

Mr. GRAY rose.

Mr. TELLER. I hope the Senator will not interrupt me now.

Mr. GRAY. I shall not interrupt the Senator. I beg his
pardon,
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Mr. TELLER. I do not wish to be interrupted just now.

There is the theory, I repeat, and that theory applied to this
country, in accordance with my judgment, is that I owe to this
country, that I owe to the people of Delaware, what I do not
owe to the people of Great Britain; that I owe to the people of
Massachusetts what I do not owe to the people of France; and
therefore the npﬁyllcation made here is made upon an entirely
different principle from what it is made when ¥ou spread out
your sympathy all over the world. That is why I say that free
trade theoretically is a beautiful theory. It is based upon the
othereverywhere, butthe applicution can notbe made. I want
broherhood and the universal interest which men have in each
other everywhere, but the application can not be made. I want
to say to the Senator from Delaware now that there has been no
ayplication of free trade anywhere in the world which has been
followed with such prosperity as the protective system has
brought to this country.

Mr. President, the doctrine of free trade is a modern doctrine.

T know & great many Senators and a great many people believe |

that free trade is an ancient doctrine. It is comparatively a
modern doctrine. Ancient political economists never asserted
the doctrine of free trade. It is within the last one hundred

ears that it has taken hold of the public mind of the world. It
Eid not gethold of the English mindp until a little more than fifty
years ago; it never has taken hold of France and Germany and
many other nations of the world, except of the minds of the
doctrinaires. The practical men of those countries have never
been free traders and are not now. As a student of political
economy I discovered that the countries which adopted free
trade were not being as much benefited as those who provided
by special legislation, if you may use the term, for their own in-
terests.

I am sufficient of a socialist—not a socialist in the sense which
many understand the term—but I am sufficient of a socialist to
believe that laws may properly be provided and enacted looking
to the protection of the industries in a country; that is to say,
that it is not contrary to the genius of our Government or any
other properly constituted government, that you shall legislate,
having in view what may be the influence of your legislation
upon labor and upon capital, if you choose.

Mr. President, I do not propose to go into any dissertation on
the philosophy of the tariff question. I realize how difficult
it is for a man who starts out with the idea that you owe the
same obligation to Englishmen which you owe to your own
countrymen to answer the proposition, and say youcan nottreat
him as you treat your own; but, I repeat again, that I deny that
I am under such obligation either by natural law or by any
other law. I claim that nations are organized just as families

are organized, for the benefit of the race, and itis as absolutely

essential that you maintain nationalityas it isthat you maintain
families. Communities must exist which are organized and ho-
mogeneous, You can not make all the world one community,
and regulate them all by the same law. It is utterly impossi-
ble; it is utterly impracticable, and no practical statesman will
attempt it. The question here is, what isgood for thiscountry?

Great Britain, having strengthened her manufactures by one
hundred and fifty years of absolute prohibition, having closed
her ports to the manufactures of the world, having made it a
crime for her mechanics to teach their art to other people, hav-
ing made it a crime to export machinery to other countries,
found herself at last with capital so great and skill so great
among her people that they said, ** We can now defy the world.”
Then they started in on free trade, and Great Britain did have
prosperity. She had for a time the markets of the world, but
she is fast losing them to-day.

Mr. President, the era of free trade has passed; the trend of
the best minds of the world to-day is agaiust free trade. That
is the case even in Great Britain. e scholarly men of the
world to-day, the men who write on political economy, the men
who have studied this question, who have talked about it, and
who have delved in it for years, are, as a rule, changing their
views upon this subject. Iknow the Senatorfrom Delaware was
in college.at Princeton and, like the rest of us, he did not hear
a;nythi,u but free trade. N?obody thought then of anything but

ree trade.

Mr. GRAY. I beg the Senator’s pardon. It was not taught
then, but the theory of protection was. Thatonly confirms w%a.t.
the Senator from Colorado has said, that free trade is the result
gfit.hc advancement of soclety and that it is not an ancient doe-

rine. T

Mr. TELLER. I did not recall when I made that statement
that the Senator from Delaware is a very much younger man
than I.” Tf he had been as old as I, he would not have heard the
doctrine of protection taught in any college. When I entered
college there was not, I venture tosay,an American college any-
where which taught protection. It was difficult when I was 20

years of age to find a book written anywhere in favor of protec-
tion. The old doctrines were still extant, but after England had
changed on this question, then all the doctrinaires and nearly
all the political economists of the world flopped over and went
to Iree trade; and I venture to say you can not pick up the cur-
riculum of any single college in 1850 where you can find a toxt~
book in favor of protection—not one.

So our college boys grew up, as to some extent they are now
growing up, under free-trade notions. The Senator from Dela-
ware came in a little later,after there had been a little common
sense and practical sense applied to this subject. He went to
college when protection was taught, but I venture to say that if
they taught protection in Princeton, they did not teach it in
Yale or Harvard.

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, Prof. Bowen, at
Harvard, taught protection.

Mr. TELLER. If so, that was an exception, and everybody
realized that it was an exception.

I repeat again, if the Senator will take the best thought and
utterances of the presentage—I mean within five years—he will
find all over the world that they are raising questions about -
whether this doctrine of free trade is after all the proper doc-
trine. There is a very large departure from it.

Mr. President, I did not get up to make a speech on the tariff
and I do not intend to do so; I did not want to delay this de-
bate, I only wanted to call the attention of the Senator from
Texas to the fact that he has adopted a general rule which is
true, but that he has been making a misapplication of it.

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President,Ido not wish to prolong this dis-
cussion or to enter upon the economic theory which lies at the
bottom of the difference between the Republican and the Dem-
ocratic parties, but I wish merely to reply to the suggestion of
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] and the Senator from
Texas [Mr. MiLLS]. .

The Senator from Delaware says that the United States is an
insti]_.nge of free trade on the largest scale in which it was ever
applied. .

pﬁ[r. GRAY. In contiguous territory.

Mr. HOAR. This planet is an instance of protection on the
largest scale in which it ever was applied. If is but a speck as
compared with the solar system, the system of worlds, which
astronomy reveals to us, and yet the world is confined to its own
resources with eight hundred or a thousand million inhabitants,
and the world has been constantly growing wealthier, more
civilized, more happy, more free; and in recent years, where the
doctrine of protection has been applied in particular nations,
those nations to which it has been applied have been growing
rapidly and constantly wealthier, more intelligent, more free.

he lesson of that fact is that when you have a nation with a
variety of resources, an extent of territory, an intelligence of
its people, and a race governing and controlling it capable of
looking outfor their own best interests and understanding them,
that nation can in and of itself and its own resources ﬁe con-
stantly growing wealthier. The wealth of the single farms and
of the farmer is not measured by what is sold, and the profit is
not measured by what is bought. It is measured by the im-
provements, by the new walls that are laid, the new fences that
are built, the new barns that are erected, the drainage, and the
improvement of thesoil. So that thecultivation of the internal
resources, whether of State or nation, just as the cultivation of
the internal resources of the entire planet, is the method by
which wealth and comfort are created.

There is another thing, Mr. President, that the Senator from
Delaware said, and that is, that free trade had been the law in
this country. That is very far from being practically true. It
is true that no State is at liberty under our Constitution to im-
Eosa a commercial barrier against any other, and that no State

at liberty under our Constitution, nor isthe United States, to
prohibit exportation to foreign countries; but the family, upon -
whose prosperity and development that of the country isdepend- -
ent, applies the rule of life and of economy and of Scripture,
that he who provideth not for his his own household is worse
than an infidel. .

The New England or the Western farmer, with halfadozen boy
growing up, does not hire his labor where he can get it cheap-
est and send off the farm for hired men to do what he can bring
up the boys to do for themselves, and send them off whers, per-
haps, they can get a little more wages than they would receive
at home. He puts the boys to doing upon tbe farm everything
which their hands can find to do. everything which their brains
or labor or skill will enable them to do; and in that way the
trained and skilled brain and muscle and finger of the child
make the wealth of the whole family. If the Senator hasa son
or a brother who is a physician or a'v{awyer he employs him, and
does not go where he can get work done the cheapest. He pre-
fers the clergyman, the physician, the grocer, the lawyer, the
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manufacturer, the tradesman of his community; and public senti-
ment, unerring, but as inexorable as if it were enacted into
law and into Constitution, which no smuggling and no ingenu-
ity and no free-trade sophistry can overcome, goes in that di-
rection. Every community seeks its own prosperity and ad-
vancement, and is looking out for itself.

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] said truly that the
doctrineaf free trade is dﬁiug out the world over. The Senator
from Delaware says that his college instructor taught him the
doctrine of protection, and that he had become a free trader
later when he became a Democrat. That may not be the precise
phrase he used. I will not put to that Senator the cruel gues-
tion whether he thinks, after all, he is wiser than the learned
professor of Princeton, who instructed him in his youth.

The Marquis of Salisbury, just before he laid down power in
England, confessed the truth of what the honorable Senator [rom
Colorado has so well said. He said that England was getting
lonely; that it was a case of one nation and one community
against the entire world which held this doctrine of protection.
He compared it to Athanasius confra mundum—St. Athanasius
against the world. I had the honor of suggesting, when that
statement of the Marquis of Salisbury was first made, that he
could not have selected a more felicitous comparison.

Athanasius was the author of the most eruel, narrow, bigoted
creed ever known among men, which reserved a few human be-
gﬁ: for bliss and consigned the bulk of mankind to perpetual

ry, just as the Democratic doctrine of economy inures to
the benefit of a few monopolists and importers and sugar re-
finers, and dooms the remainder of the American people, if car-
ried into effect, to poverty and distress. The same Athanasius,
who was against the world, was the patron saint of Egypt, and
Egyptisamelancholyexample of the adoptionof English Athana-
sian economic policies.

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I am not going to prolong the
debate for more than one minute; but the Senator has guoted
what wassaid by a distinguished Inglish statesman, Lord Salis-
bury, as he was going out of power. It may not be out of place
to read a sentence from another English statesman, no less re-
vered and admired in this country than Lord Sﬂiﬁbul;i. I read
a letter written by Mr. Gladstone fo the chairman of the Midlo-
thianLiberalsat Brighton, within a year, and only this sentence,
as the letter is somewhat iong. He says:

Now is the time for every true friend of this country toremind the masses
that they owe thelr present political elevation to no principies less broad
and noble than these: Love of liberty for all, withont distinction of class,
creed, or country, and resolute preference for the interests of the whole peo-
ple to any interest of narrower scope.

And that great sentiment of that great statesman lies, asI
think, at the veryfoundation of the economic principles in which
I have come to believe.

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not think my honorable
friend from Delaware has been absolutely felicitous either in
{.11:: ::gggority which he has quoted or the sentiment which he

With all our reverence for Mr. Gladstone, ever{{body who has
witnessed his illustrious career must admit that Mr. Gladstone
was never able to loock beyond the interests of England to the
interests of mankind. W;mt.am isgood for England is good for
him. Mr. Gladstons,I suppose, more than any other public maa
of this generation, has been obliged by thishabit of his of stand-
ing upfor the existing English conditionof things, to retract, to
exchange, and to take back his public utterances. He bagan
life with an essay in defense of the Established Church. He
was the rising hope of the young Tories. He ends his life with
a measure for church disestablishment.

Later he weloomed and predicted and exulted in the dissolu-
tionof the American Unionas something for the benefitof Great
Britain. He was obliged afterwards to say that he thought the
American Constitution was the greatest product thatthe human
mind ever struck off inasingle generation. He began by oppos-
ing the enfranchisement of Ireland.. Heended by being its prin-
cipal champion. And if Mr. Gladstone’s great political career
should be, or could be prolonged, before the close of ithe would
come around to the great doctrine of protection, to which the
American people has owed its prosperity and its glory.

Buz Mr. President, there is a living authority even
than Gladstone. There is one name soillustrious that the name
of every contemporary, whether it be prince or nobie or states-
man, save that of Abraham Lincoln alone, must pale into insig-
nificance—that is the great German statesman now living in an
honored old age, who took sixty states, quarreling, es 5
separate, feeble, and bound them together in a single lifetime,
and made of them the miﬁhteiest nation on earth. When Bis-
marck had accomplished that t work, he himself has told us
that he set himself to study what further he could accom-
plish for his beloved German Empire, of which he had been the
political creator; and he said his attention was turned to the

great careerof the United Statesof America; that nothing upon
earth ever egualled, nothing upon earth had ever resem-
bled the splendor, the glory of that Eigantiu advance which this
eat and free people had made; and Bismarck said he looked
or the cause of that wonderful prosperity, and he found it in
our system of protection to American industry, and declared
that it was the one remaining hope of his life that the benefits
which this policy had conferred upon America, he might be in-
strumental in conferring upon his beloved Germany.

I put the authority of Bismarck, whohas accomplished every-
thing, against the authority of Gladstone, who, though great
he is, has as yet accomplished nothing. [Manifestations of ap-
plause in the galleries. |

Mr. TELLER. Mr, President, I yield to nobody in my ad-
miration of Gladstone. I have regarded him as one of the
greatest of the English-speaking race; but, after all, those who
are familiar with his career and his character have to confine
their admiration to two things; first, his great intellect, and,
second, his great devotion to England. There is not a chapter
in Mr. Gladstone’s history which indicates that his sympathy
has ever gone beyond Great Britain, He is unable, and has been
unable, to extend it even to the British provinces.

Can the Senator from Delaware forget the spectacle in the
British Parliament—one which I say here has no example for
selfishness, for narrowness—when Mr. Gladstone stood before
that Parliament and declared that because Great Britain held
the credits of the world Great Britain was interested in the gold
f:oduct., that Great Britain was interested in buying with 1he

come from the money that it loaned twice what it would buy
when the money was loaned? Heisnot a fit illustration for us.

When he spoke of the interest he spoke onlyof the interest of
Great Britain., He did not intend Eis sympathies to go out
even, I repeat, to the colonies of Great Britain. The Senator
from Pennsylvania [Mr, CAMERON], in making a speech here last
summer, said, speaking of the English policy, which is re
sented by Mr. Gladstone better than by any other man now liv-

‘ land was snpremalilaelﬁsh. If India suffered, India
must be allowed to suffer. r. Gladstone had no thought for
the 290,000,000 or 300,000,000 0f Indians, who are being oppressed
and ground down by the policy of Great Britain. He ly in-

nired, ‘* What is the interest of the people of these isPa.uds?
at is the interesi of Great Britain at home?” Not what is
the interest of the English-s people of the world, nor
whatis the interest of the subjects of the Queen. He confined
%zsi sympathies, I repeat, entirely to that narrow circle—Great
ritain.

If Mr. Gladstone had even a record which entitled the Sena-
tor to claim that he referred to all the world, it does not follow
+«that we are to imitate or to be influenced by hisstatement. Un-
less, as I said before, the Senator from Delaware is willing to
stand here befors the American people and declare that, in his

udgment, he owes the sameduty to every man who wears the

uman form, that heowes tothe American citizen or the Ameri-
can people, then there is no applieation whatever of his theory
to be made.

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senatorallow me a moment?

Mr. TELLER. Certainly.

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator had paid close attention to
the extract read by the Senator from ware from the letter
of Mr, Gladstone he would have seen that it was the interest of
the whole peopie of Great Britain, and not the interest of any
other ¥.‘rt of the world, that he had in view.

Mr. TELLER. That is just what I said; that it applied only
10 those islands, and not to all the subjects of the Queen, not the
Indians, not the Canadians, not the Australians, but simply to
the subjects of the Queen in Great Britain—England, Ireland,
Scotland, and Wales. That is as far, I assert, as Mr, Gladstone
has ever gone. He is one of the greatest statesmen of Europe,
but I agree with the Senator from Massachusetts that he hasa
superior in the great German.

It is a practical question, as I said before, and not one of the-
013', as to how you are going to maintain the present Frowperity.
I do not speuak of the immediate present; 1 g:en.k of the condi-
tion existing in this country prior to 1893. How are ‘you going
to maintain the prosperity that was then in existence in this
country? That is the concern of the American legislator; that
should be the concern of the Senator from Delaware and myself,
and I have no doubt it is his concern. Can you maintain the
prosperity of the country by Futting the American laborer in
competition with all the world? Trade is very good; but we
have a market here which is better than any other market un-
der the sun. We have 70,000,000 people, soon to be 100,000,000,
and are we to surrender that market to any other people?

Mr. Presidant, we can maintain our market ourselves. There

is not a thing which the skill of man ean make which we can not
make. We are only under disabilities when we come to buy




1894.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

2867

some tropical produetion such as coffee. We have not beenable
to raise sugar, or to raise it in sntﬁclanﬁua.ntiﬁea at least, for
our own consumption; but everything which the skill and inge-
nuityof man can construct can be constructed righthere. The
Almighty gave us everything which is necessary for that pur-
; Tgare is no other country of equal product and equal ex-
_tent which has so many natural advantages as we.

All we have got to do is to harness them and use them and puf
the great agencies in force which the Alml%}nty hasestablished,
and we can be independent of the world. every other coun-
try on the face of the earth should be depopulated and should
become a barren waste, this country has all the necessary quali-
fications to maintain the highest civilization which has ever
been maintained. There would be nothing lacking to make
men happy and to fulfill the greatest destinies the most ambi-
tious man can ever have for the race.

‘Why should we let our sympathies extend so far that we are
willing toput the American laborer on the plane of the European
laborer? How can we for a moment contemplate that?

Mr. President, I will not enter into it. My sympathies will
never get beyond my country to such an extent t I would
bring disaster and distress upon it. While I shall gladly in
every movement that I make keep in mind the inferests of the
whole race, I shall never do it at the expense of my own people.
I shall never do it at the expense of the American citizen,
whether he be native born or whether he be one who has come
here to participate with us in the benefits of a free government
and a rich country.

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I do not admit that we are
wasting time here, and I make no apology for taking the floor
for a few minutes. It is the first time I have known in this de-
bate that we have come into the essence of the question. We
are discussing fairly and squarely the doctrinesof protectionand
free trade, and I thank the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]
for being the first man who has ever risen to defend the theory
of his party fairly and squarely in all this debate.

Several SENATORS. And the Senator from Texas.

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, yes; I beg pardon. The Senator from
Texas, primus inter pares, is the champion of free trade. So
there are twoof them. I agreed in everything—with the very
vigorous and sound statement of doctrine made by my friend
from Colorado on my left [Mr. TELLER]; Iagreed with every-
thing he said except one, that there is something entrancing
about the abstract doctrine of free trade.

Mr. GRAY. He said it was perfect.

Mr. HAWLEY. Well, pootically perfect. He meant academ-
ically perfect.

Mr. TELLER. Yes, theoretically.

Mr. HAWLEY. But practically good for nothing. That i
what he said. To me it has no beauty. I think itiscruel. I
think it is the policy of the wild beasts. I can conceive nothing
that less deserves the praise of Christians and statesmen than
the unadulterated doctrine of free trade. Stated simply and
clearly it is this: Every man for himself and the devil the
hindmos$, the world over.

That is what free trade is. It invites the intellizent Amer-
ican who is earning his $2 a day as a matter of Christianity and
sound policy to open the gates to the mamn who is obliged to
worlk for 6 or 10 cents a day, who is the victim of generations
of oppression, cruelty, and injustice on the t of rulers or

of ignorance on their part, and let them all in to compete with
him upon equal terms. ‘‘ Buy where you can buy the cheapest,”
no matter if you find in a few years you will have nothing to

buy with, is the essence of the {ree-trade doctrine.

Now, where would that leave us? Every man can imagine for
himself. There is no country thatexemplifiesfree trade. There
is none worth bringing into the argument.

Mr. GRAY. Not this country?

Mr. HAWLEY. Not this country at all. The Senator was
very unhappy in his illustration. Here are 70,000,000 people
living under almost precisely the same laws.

Mr.GRAY. And pretty happy, so far.

Mr. HAWLEY. And all enjoying thesame benefits of a wise
civil government and a free government, with almost every
variety of soil and climate. As the Senator from Colorado well
said, we can live without the rest of the world. We could erect
that famous Chinese wall a hundred miles high all around us
and keep it for fifty years, and when it was broken down at the
end of that time there would be found within it a happy, rich,
educated people, enioyinievery luxury in the world. That is
what wecould do. "The Chinese wall is the famous barrier which

talk of sometimes, and I accept it as an illustration. Great
ritain is not an exemplar of what free trade is.

Mr. GRAY. I said this country is an exemplar.

Mr. HAWLEY. I know the Senator did, but I was going to
say further, there is another country that professes to be free

trade, and is endeavoring to teach everybody else the doctrine.
1t is not a free-trade country; it is very far from it. - The free-
trade country is that which levies absolutely nothing upon im-
portation and raises its money by direct taxation. Ihaveunder
my desk, and I take it every year and have for a series of years,
the only free-trade publication I know ofin GreatBritain, which
contin ,from year to year, denounces the tariff of Great
Britain because it is not a free-trade tariff, and because hersys-
tem of taxation is unequal and oppresses her people. Great
Britain lives as she does because she must live as she does.

If Great Britain could awake some morning and find there had

arisen to the southwest of her, subject to the favoring intluences
gjfha reat Gulf Stream, a continent of half a on square
es,

reat Britain would change her theories before m%ihntd
She would take possession of thatland. Let us suppose it

in its hills, as we have, all the metals, precious and common;
that it had somewhere in that region soil fitted for the ue-
tion of every cereal and everything necessary for man’s life and
man's comfort.or man's luxury. She would take possession of
it as quickly as she could rget there, and she would immediately
Proclaim the doctrine of protection, because she would say,

‘That beautiful region that God has given us we must deveto;i.

No, the first business of a nation is not to break down all its
bars and let all the wild cattle of the universe run through its
gardens. The first duty ofa nation is tobuild itself. How these
free traders can fail to see the magnificent beauty of the path
that is laid before the United States I can not imagine. We all
dwell upon the wonderful resources, the broad extent, the mag-
nificence of the possession that God has given us, the possibilities
of everything that a nation can need, and yet do not acknowl-
edge t which to my mind is on the very forefront of all
this, a command of the Lord God to develop this country and to
set the world an example of what a nation can be, and especially
what a free nation can be.

Take the British colonies. All of them fax their mother.
They do not let her bring goods in free, neither does she give
them a fair chance at her. I was given lg an Englishman
not long ago a very curious illustration on this subject. The
Franch%e.gin with a tariff prohibiting everybody and every-
thing, and then goaround ingspecial bargains. Francelives
by a series of reciprocity treaties. She excluded all foreign-
built vessels. They were prohibited. Great Britain made an
arrangement to let wooden vessels or iron or steel vessels also
in upon a certain footing, but inasmuch as Canada would have
the advantage of her, because she could build wooden ships very
cheaply, Canada was not admitted to thatspecial benefit. Itis
thus that the mother country arranged with its neighbor.

Mulhall, the statistician, who is accepted as one of the high-
est anthorities in the world, states what I have stated hereto-
fore, but I remind the Senator from Delaware of it again, that
Great Britain goes outside of her limits for 95 per cent of her
raw material, while the United States has wi her limits 93

r cent of all she needs. That simple, bare statement, I hold,
is enough to settle the argument. .

While we have our resources undeveloped, we go 3,000 miles
to get somethingewhich we might just as well produce ourselves,
and very much better for ourselves. No, sir; thereis no beauty
to me in carrying iron or coal from Pennsylvania or Alabama
to England and letting somebody makesomething forus. There
is no beauty to me in sending cotton over there to malke cotton
cloth more cheaply in England, because it can be made more
cheaply there, and bringing it back here to pay for cheap agri-
cultural products. There is no beauty at all in that sort of ex-
change. It isthemost perfectly obvious thingin the world (itis
shown time and again in our history until one gets of
speaking of it), il it be necessary to p some little or some
considerable taxation upon foreign articles until the American
canonce get hold of it, with his ingenuity, with hisextrao :
application, with his great power of business combination, that
which has made our 170,000 miles of railway, and the ingenuity
displayed in the marvelous records of our Patent Office, the Amer-
ican soon makes these articles and surpasses all the rest of the
world in making them. Then there are two transactions aft
home, the creation of the raw material and its transformation,
instead of the creation of the raw material here and the transfor-
mation abroad, with 6,000 miles of travel.

Do not these things commend themselves to the gentleman’s
logic? Do they not commend themselves to hislove of country?
Does he not see in all this the dream of a future such as no na-
tion ever had even for a dream?

Great Britain is not yet through with her task in this matter.
Not at all. She is just beginning to find that she is paying her
geople a little more than other peoples are paying their people.

he is paying a little better wa%as.' From a very carefull
made up tabulation, not got up to illustrate an argument, I{
that where the United States pays a dollar Great Britain pays




5868

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

Juxe 6,

fifty-two cents and France we will say forty-seven, and Belgium
forty-six, and so forth, those countries ranging just below Great
Britain,

Now, Great Britain finds to the exasperation of many of her
people that Belgium can send many of her things in there
cheaper than she can make them; that Germany has sent many
of them cheaper than she can make them herself; that France can
export to Great Britain many thingsat a price lower than thatat
which Great Britain can make them. Her doctrine compelsher
to say, ‘‘ That isallright; we must buy of you; we will buy where
we can buy the cheapest.” Therearemany thingsin her textiles
and in her metallic manufactures thatare sinking. Her people
are losing their own trade.

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Connecticut permit me
to interrupt him?

Mr. HA Y. It will be no interruption at all.

Mr.HOAR. Idesire to call his attention to the fact that the
English statistics of her wages, compared with the nations on
the Continent, do not show the length of time that the working-
man is out of employment—whether he works four days or five
days or six days a week; the statistics onl{y show the wages he
gets per day while he is employed. For instance, in Sheffield.
(I do not know how it is to-day, but when I was at Shefileld
years ago) two-thirds of the persons employed in the cutlery

actories did not go to work at all on Monday, being employed
but five days in the week. It is well settled by those statistics
that of the manufacturing laborers in England who reach the
age of 60, 50 per cent are paupers, and are supported as pau-
pers after. that age. .

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not care to prolong the discussion now.
I have but one more point to make, and that is to say, as a sub-
stitute for our system of taxation, Great|Britain, the alleged free-
trade country, has one very much different,and I commend it to
our free traders if they are foi.ng' through with their schemes,
as I understand they are. I beg the attention of the Senator
from Delaware just one momentlonger. I understand that this
bill has now become an unfortunate creature without a father,
recognized by nobody, resembling nothing unless it be a mule,
bei.ng ‘‘without pride of aneestr{:.nd without hope of posterity.”
I understand that is the way this bill is regarded. It bears no-
body’s name. The two distinguished gentlemen who are put
forward as official nurses of it remind one of the small girl carry-
ing the big baby in Punch’s picture and crying, * Drat the child!
It is more trouble than all my money.”

The English have a substitute, and our free-trade friends, as
a substitute for our aﬁstem, will by and by adopt the English
gystem. She raises the sum of about $100,000,000 substantially
from four articles, and those are articles of universal consump-
tion. That is to say, it is a per capita tax as nearly as they can
make it, and so is their internal revenue taxation. All their
direct beer tax and liquor taxes and many more things of that
sort have been levied not according to the burden-bearing ca-
pacity of the people. The revenue obtained from duties or im-
ports is nearly three dollars per capita.

That is not a fair system for taxation. I figured the other
day that about 57 per cent of the whole of the British revenue
of nearly $500,000,000 is raised very much in the same way.
The only exception of any consequence is in their income tax;
that they have brought down to $750 a year, and they pursue it
with a minuteness that shows that if there was anything to be
got out of the blood of the pauper they would get it. Thatis
the system that is to be pressed upon us. After this bill shall
have been passed, the next step in the next Presidential cam-
paign will be something like the British free-trade system.

r. GRAY. I merely want to say that if the gentlemen on
the other side who have been falking so interestingly on the
academic phase of the question this afternoon will only agree
upon a time to vote we would be very glad on this side to in-
struct them in the true theory of revenue reform, and I should
have even some hope of bringing mi' friend from Connecticut,who
occupies the extreme Chinese wall doctrine of protection, some-
what more into the light; but until then we shall have to sup-
press ourselves and deny ourselves the great pleasure.

Mr. HAWLEY. Does my eloguent friend claim that this isa
revenue tariff before us?

Mr. GRAY. Iam notclaiming anything.

Mr. HAWLEY. Does my friend claim that it is a free-trade
tarifi? Does my friend claim that it is a tariff for protection?
It is all three; no man owns it, and every man outside of Con-
gress denounces it.

Mr. HOAR. I will agree upon a time to vote, alter the
Senator from Delaware, or any member of the committee, has
explained to us the principle on which this bill proceeds and
why one item isad valorem and another isspecific. In one hour
after those questions have been answered which we have been

putting for the last three months, I will for one agree to vote.

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I think that the Senate
and the country owe a debt of gratitude to the Senator from Del-
aware [Mr. GRAY] and the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], who
are the recognized free traders upon the otherside of the Cham-
ber, for entering into the debate this afternoon. There has been
a fashion upon this side of the Chamber when the Senator from
Missouri [Mr. VEST] and the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]
had granted some little protection to some American industry
which would allow that industry to survive, to express our
gratitude to those Senators for their kind consideration for that
industry. I think that we areundera greater debt of gratitude
to-day to the Senator from Texas and the Senator from Dela-
ware for bringing into the debate of this afterncon the great
question of protection as against free trade, and avowing them-
selves as free traders.

It seems to me that the discussion might well proceed which
has been originated by the Senator from Delaware. I do not
think the Senator ought to rise and bring on such a debate and
then deprecate this discussion or refrain himself from proceed-
ing with its discussion. I know the Senator from Delaware is
very heavily burdened just now in the work which he is pzrform-
ing upon the investigating committee, which is to determine
whether the sugar trust controls Senators and influences legis-
lation,and yet I believe that the Senator would be entirely able
to enter upon a full exposition of his views upon the tarifi that
would tend very much to the benefit of the Senate and of the
country.. And if the Senator from Texas, who has also brought
on tne discussion to-day of the question whether free trade in-
creases American importsintoforeign countries, would giveafull
elucidation of his views upon that subject, I believe the country
would be much benefited.

Mr, President, the action of the two Senators who have caused
80 much discussion this afternoon has, I doubt not, vexed the
heart of the Senator from Tennessee, who is so impatient to
have this bill pass and become a law. Those Senators have
brought up for discussion a question that does lead us to what
we have been seeking for the last two or three months, and
that is the question of principle that possibly guided the other
side in the framing of the bill. To-day we have the Senator
from Delaware and the Senator from Texas, free traders, upon
the scene. To-morrow we shall have the Senator from Arkan-
sas, who is willing any industry shall survive, and oceasionally
we shall have the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLAN-
CHARD], who undertook to lay down the principle that governs
the Democracy, the principle of a tariff for revenue with inei-
dental protection, while he says he knows what the Republican
principle is; that the Republican principle is a tariff for protec-
tion with incidental revenue.

It seems to me that with all these Senators participating in
the debate, we might, if time wonld allow (and Fdo not see why
it should not allow), go on and at last reach a prineiple upon
which we could all %@;ree. This bill could then be recommitted to
the Committee on Finance, and when it should be reported upon
in accordance with this prineiple it might be acted uponina
very few days.

o proceed briefly, as T intended when I endeavored to get the
floor an hour or two ago, before the Senator from Delaware
brought on the extremely interesting discussion which we have
had, I desire tospeak of theargumentof the Senator from Texas,
his reiteration of his proposition that the reduction of duties,
that free trade tends to increass American exports to foreign
countries. I must confess that I can not understand that doc-
trine. I can not understand how the question whether we have
duties upon articles which we import into this country has any
effect upon thedemand by foreign countries for our productions.
I think the proposition is absurd, Mr. President.

The other side of the question has been well explained by the
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. The Senator from Col-
orado has truly said that nations take the productions which
they want provided they can get them cheap enough, and if they
can not pay for them in their own products they must-pay for
them in gold or silver. Butl regard if as a patent absurdity
to say that the question whether we put a duty upon any im-
ported article has anything to do with the question of any ex-

ortation of our produets to a foreign country. Ican understand
Eow a duty may affect the amount of our importation from an-
other eountry,{ecause our duty may increase the price, and the

rice being increased, we may import less, our people may use
ess; but not how that duty will affect the amount that the othar
country will take from us.

I can understand how a duty in the other counfry upon some
importation from the United States will affect theamount which
that country may take from us, but not at all how a duty in this
country will affect the purchases of that othercountry [rom us.
I can understand how the question whether the other country
shall impose a dutyupon an article which she takes from usmay
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affect the question whether we shall impose a duty upon an ar-
ticle from that country which we import into this country; and
upon this idea rests the prineciple of reciprocity.

" Take, for instance, the case of Brazil, to put it in the concrete.
If we put a duty on coffee it may lessen our consumption of
coffee.  If Brazil puts a duty on our flour it may lessen our ex-
port of flour to Brazil. Therefore it might be wise for usto
stipulate that Brazil should not put a duty on flour, and that we
should not put a duty on coffee. That would be an application
of the principle of reciprocity, but the mere fact that we put a
duty on coffee or that we do not put a duty on coffee does not
have the slightest relation to the question how much flour Bra-
zil will purchase from us. She will purchase from us just ex-
actly what flour she wants. 1f Brazil has aduty uponit she may
import less; if she has not a duty she may import more; and
therefore it may be desirable for us under the operation of the

rinciple of reciprocity to induce Brazil to remove her duty.
Eut the mere question whether we have a duty upon coffee im-
ported into this country does not have the slightest effect upon
the amount of flour that we shall send to Brazil.

It seems to me the Senator from Texas is entirely illogical in
his argument that the removal of duties from merchandise im-
ported into this country inereases American exports of our own
products to foreign countries. Whether we have duties high
or low, whether we have free trade or not, the amount that
another country will take of our merchandise is exactly what
she needs for her own consumption. She will take more or less
of it according as she needs it, or according as she can get it
high or low, and she will not take one single dollar’s worth of
merchandise the more from us whether we have high tariff or
low tariff, whether we have free trade or whether we have pro-
tection.

The Senator from Texas, believing that free trade promotes
foreign exports, has himself become a free trader. 1 wish to
call to the attention of the Senate the speech which he made in
1884 when the bill called the Morrison bill was pending before
the House of Representatives. In the House of Representa-
tives, April 15, 1884, the bill ** to reduce import duties and war-
tariff taxes,” having, upon the motion of Mr. Morrison, been
takeﬁ up for consideration, Mr. MILLS of Texas, closed hisspeech
asfollows:

Vhere now is that naval armament that once disputed with England the
soverelgnty of the seas? Where now are our commercial fieets that once
shared with her the profits of the oarrylng(;.}rade of the world? Our shi
are rotted, our seamen are all dead. Icha is written on the folds of the
onee powerful ensign of the Republic, and the eye seeks In vain for its broad
stripes and bright stars among the ten thousand masts that crowd the har-
bors of the world.

The Senator from Texas did notallude toa certain unfortunate
circumstanca that had driven the American merchant marine
from the ocean, and that was the war of the rebellion, during
which our whole fleet engaged in the carrying trade had been
destroyed. When peace came iron ships had taken the place of
wooden ships, and we had not at that time and have not yet
been able to recover the position we once occupied upon the
ocean. But the Senator from Texas, pursuing his hope that
again we should engage in the carrying trade, said;

God grant that the day may soon come when American ships, freighted
with American commerce, shall again go to sea under the shleld and pro-
tection of our own flag. But if that day is to come it must be preceded by a
veversal of the policy of commercial restriction. We must remove both by
legislation and diplom every hinde; cause that prevents the free ex-
change of the products of our labor in all the markets of the world. We
must unfetter every arm and let every muscle strike for the highestremu-
neration for its toll. We must let wealth, the creation of labor, oW upin
in all the homes of our people. Then every industry will spri; orward at
a bound, and wealth, prosperity, and power will bless the land that is dedi-
cated to free men, free labor, and free trade.

Mr. President, there was the Senator from Texas in 1884, He
has been a free trader ever since that time. I have here now
one of his latest expressions upon that subject, taken from the
New York Sun of April 21, 1894. It purports to be a speech de-
lvered by him to a Democratic audience at Minneapolis, and the
Sun says ‘‘his words were like a bugle blast.” The Senator
from Texas said:

Free trade will kill trusta as dead as a door nail. And yet the American

ople insist on sending men to Congress that vote for protection. We must
E:we absolute free trade. Levy a tax on incomes ang the wealthy men of
© the country, and you will see prosperity. I believe in free trade, free labor,
free speech, and a free press, We would be exporting articles of production
téo t.:tlé sl?al‘ts of the world if Grover Cleveland was President of the United

There was the prediction of the Senator from Texas, and now
here again I confront him (or would confront him if he were
within the Chamber) with the promise which he made—one of
the many promises which he made—of the great blessings that
were to flow to this country if Grover Cleveland was President
of the United States. He came fousin New England and promised
us free iron ore and free coal. You, Mr.President [Mr. FAULK-
NER in the chair], know—and no one knows better—how that

Eromise'has been kept to us. In the far West, in Minneapolis,
e promised us thatif Grover Cleveland could be elected lgr?esi-
dent the trusts should be killed, particularly if we could have
free trade. He said:

Free trade will kill trusts as dead as a doornail.

I want to ask the Senator from Texas whether he will not at
this stage of the progress of the bill tell us whether he still be-
lieves that the election of President Cleveland will give us the
foreign exportations which he promised us, whether he believes
that this bill will give to New England the prosperity he prom-
ised should come to us from free raw material, whether he be-
lieves that all his expectations are to ba realized which he ex- -
pressed so freely at the East and at the West, at the North and
at the South, when he was advocating, and successfully advo-
cating,theadventto power in the Presidency and in both branches
of Congress of the Democratic party.

I hope the Senator from Texas, as well as the Senator from
Delaware, bafore this debate passes on to another schedule of
the bill, will enlighten us upon these points. I do not myself
undertake to understand fully the whole tariff question which
has been brought forward for discussion by the Senator from
Delaware and the Senator from Texas, and which has been so
ably and eloquently participated in this afternoon by the Sena-
tor from Colorado and the Senator from Massachusetts. Ihave,
however, clung to the idea that under free trade the wages.of
all the countries affected by free trade would be equal. I have
believed that it was impossible, without protective duties, to
larevent the wages of any one country from going down to the

evel of the wages in other countries.

Mr. Abram Hewitt stated that the effect of free trade would
be to reduce the standard of wages in this country to the stand-
ard of foreign wages: and how the Senators upon the other
side of the
free trade and not admit that under free trade the wages of this
country must be the same as wages in the foreign country hav-
ing the lowest rate of wages, I can not understand.

r. President, the utterances of distinguished foreigners have
been quoted this afternoon bearing upon this question. I hap-
Fen to have in m{ hand the utterance of a distingunished Eng-

ishman, which I will read as bearing upon the question of
theoretical free trade and the necessity of protection, if we are
to kkeep up wages in this country. It is an utterance of Cardinal
Mix;ning, in the Nineteenth Century, for December, 1890. He
said:

There is nodoubt that free trade, freedom of contract, buying in the cheap-
est market, and selling in the dearest, are axioms of commercial prudence,
They are hardly worthy of being called a science. Nevertheless, this free-
dom of trade has immensely multiplied all branches of commerce and de-
veloped the ene ustrial population. But it has created
tWoO L the irresponsible wealth, which stagnates, and the starvation
ws%em of the labor market. This cheapest marketis the marketof the lack-
lands, penniless and helpless.

And now I ask the Senators from Delaware and Texas whether
they seriously advocate the substitution of the English system
of free trade for the American S{Bt.em of protection, when ac-
cording to this high English authority it will inevitably result
in this country as well as in Europe in the creation of tﬁe irre-
sponsible wealth which stagnatesand the starvation wagesof the
labor market. ; :

Mr. HARRIS, Mr. President, this amendment has been the
fruitful source of a general debate upon the principles of tariff
taxation not only in this, but in every country, I thl‘r)lk,upon the
globe. Believing,as I do, that the countryhas been thoroughly
enlightened on the subject, and in order that it shall not be
further enlightened upon this amendment, I move to lay the
amendment on the tab?:.

Mr. HALE. I see what, of course, the Senator desires. I
presume the Senator will consent, if we can have a vote on the
amendment itself now, without further debate, that we may
take it instead of upon his motion.

Mr. HARRIS. I am afrald the Senator from Maine can give
no guarantee that there will not be three hours more degat.e
upon the amendment. I should as soon take the vote upon the
amendment itself as upon my motion.

Mr. HALE. Let us try and see if we can not have a vote.

Mr. HARRIS. If there is no further debate I will withdraw
the motion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULENER in the chair).
The question is on the motion of the Senator from Maine [Mr.
HALE], on which the yeas and nays have been ordered.

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that it be read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read

The SECRETARY. Strike out paragraph 189 and insert:

Horses and mules. $30 per head: Provided, Horses valued at 8150 and over
shall pay a auty of 30 per cent ad valorem.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeasand nays having been
ordered, the Secretary will call the roll. :

hamber can afford to tell us that they believe in -,
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The Secvetng roceeded to call the roll. :

Mr. GEORGE (when his nume was called). Iam paired with
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH].

Mr. GORDON (when his name wascalled). I am paired with
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON].

Mr. FRYE (when Mr. GORMAN’'S name was called). The se-
nior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]is detained from the
Chamber by illness, a.nﬂ is paired with the senior Senator from
Nevada [Mr. JONES].

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am paired with
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH], .

The roll eall was concluded.

Mr. BLACKBURN. I inquireif the seniorSenator from Ne-
braska [Mr. MAN’DERBON‘} has voted?

The PRESIDING ORFICER. He has not voted.

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with that Senator, and will
not vote. If he were here I should vote ‘' nay.”

Mr. CALL. Iam pairedwith the Senator from Vermont[Mr.
MogrriLL]. If he were presentI should vote ‘‘nay.”

Mr. BRICE (after hav voted in the negative). Iam paired
with the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. WorLcorT], but I
will transfer my pair to the Senator from Sonth Carolina [Mr.
IrBY] and let my vote stand.

Mr. DANIEL. Iam paired with the Senator from Washing-
ton [Mr. SQuike]. Otherwise I should vote ‘“‘nay.”

Mr.GEORGE. My colleague [Mr. MGLAURIN]yiS paired with
the Senator from Rhode Island[Mr. DixoN].

Mr. RANSOM (after having voted in the negative). I ask

" leave to withdraw my vote. I have consented to pair with the

-

Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], I can, however, vote if nee-
to make a quorum,

Mr. CAREY (after having voted in theafirmative). Iwishto
inquire if the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MrTCHELL] has

© voted?

A

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted.

Mr. CAREY. I withdraw my vote, being pairved with that
Senator.

Mr. RANSOM. The Senator from Wyoming can transfer his
pair to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], and he and I can

te

vote. 4
Mr. CAREY. That issatisiactory. I will let my vote stand.

Mr. RANSOM. I vote ‘‘nay.” - :

Mr. GORDON. May I inquire whether my colleague [Mr:
‘WaLsH] has voted? :

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The junior Senator from Geor-

has not voted.

Mr. GORDON. Then I will transfer my pair with the Sena-
tor from Iowa [Mr, WILSON] to my colleague, and vote “nay.”

Mr. HOAR (after having voted in the aflirmative). I desire
to it:(?_}ﬂm if the junior Senator from Alabama [Mr. PoGH] has
voted?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He hasnot voted.

Mr. HOAR. I am paired with that Senator, and desire to
withdraw my vote.

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let the Senator from Massachusetts
transfer his En.ir to the Senafor from Nebraska [Mr. MANDER-
s0ON], then the Senator from Massachusetts and mysell can both
vote.

Mr. HOAR. I have no objection. Then I will let my vote

stand.
Mr. BLACKEBURN, I vote* na.¥
The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 30; as follows:

”

YEAS—23,
Aldrich, Dubois, w e, lr:mm [
Allison, Fr{e. 'OWer,
Carey, Gallinger, Patton, Shoup,
Chandler, Hale, fler, Teller,
Cullom, Hawley, Washburn,
Davis, Hoar, Pettigrew,
NAYS—30.

= . Faunlkner, K&}e. Smith,

burn Gibson, Lindsay, Turpie,
Blanchard, Gordon, Martin, Vest,
Catior Harrls Mirepny, Voorheod

ery, . ur oor
Camden, Hill, Pasco, i te,
Coc Hunton, Ransom,
Coke, Jones, Ark. h,
: NOT VOTING—32.
Allen, George, McPherson, Pugh,
Bate, Gorman, Manderson, Quay,
Butler, Hausbrough, Mitchell, Oregon Sherman.
Ccmam'eron. g ins, Mitchell, Wis SSq
s e

Banien s, Mordip: ot
Dixon, Jones, Nev. Palmer,
Dolph, eLa « Proctor, Wolcott,

So the amendment was vejected.

Mr. HALE. Before offering the amendment covering the
three classes of live animals I submit the amendment which has
{;;?d been voted down, but substituting %20 a head for $30 per

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendmentwill be stated.

The SECRETARY. Strike out paragraph 180 and insert:

Horses and mules, m%r head: Provided, That horses valued at §150 and
:over shall pay a duty of 30 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay the amendment on the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee
moves to lay the amendment on the table.

My. HOAR. I wish the Senator from Tennessee, who has
charge of the bill, would, before we vote on this matter—it will
take him but a minute—tell us how he expects to have the ad
valorem duty on the horses determined.

Mr. HARRIS. I think the appraisers will find out without
any instruction from me.

Mr. HOAR. 1 ask the Senstor if he knows himself, or has
any idea himself, how it will be done?

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The guestion is on the motion
g’ btihe Senator from Tennessee to lay the amendment on the
e.

The motion to lay on the table was agreed to.

Mr. HALE. Idid nofintend to call the yeas and nays on the
motion, but as the Senator from Tennessse would not let me have
a vote upon the amendment itsell, I certainly was tempted to
call for the yeas and nays on his motion. I did not, however,
conclude to do that.

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will allow me, T thought that
he had lyialded the floor and did not desire to say anything. I
certainly should not have interfered with any disposition of
that Senator to explain his amendment.

Mr. HALE. No;Idid not want to do that. I simply wanted
to take a viva voce vote, without the yeas and nays, and the Sena-_
tor cut me off by moving at once to lay the amendment on the
table. I offered the amendment in perfect good faith, and it
was not offered for any purpose of delay.

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Maine understands very
well my o!i]:ect. I wanted to cut off debate; that was all.

Mr. HALE. There would not have been any debate. I was
not myself proposi{}rg to say a word. ‘
Mr. HARRIS. Very well; I did not desire that anybody else

should say anything, if the Senator himself did not desire it.
Mr, HALE. I move now, asanother amendment, to strike out
the pending par ph of the bill and insert the clauses in the
present act covering cattle, horses and sheep, which the Secre-
tary will read from a memorandum he has, beginning with cattle.
e PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read:
The SECRETARY. Sitrike out paragraph 189 and insert:
2 éﬁ‘, Cattle, more than 1 year old, 810 per head; 1'year old or less, 2 per

Hogs, §1.50 per head.

& esahaeep. 1year old or more, §1.50 per head; less than 1 year old, 75 cents per

All other live animals, not specially provided for in this act, 20 per cent
ad yalorem.

Mr. HALE. Upon that amendment I call for the yeas and
nays.

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

Mr, CALL (when his name was called). I again announce my
pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL].

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I am paired with
the Senatorfrom Washington[Mr.SQUIRE]. Otherwise I should
vote “‘nay."”

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I am paired with
the Senator from Oregon [Mr, DoLpH]. My colleague [Mr. Mc-
LAUBn]q] is paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr.
DIxoN].

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am paired with
the Senator from Towa [Mr. WILSON], :

Mr. HOAR (when his name was called). The junior Senator
from Alabama [Mr. PuGH] is paired I understand with the.Sen-
ator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] by an arrangement with
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLAOKBURN]. 1 vote *‘yea.”

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am paired with
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH].

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called.) I am paired with
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. but will transfer my
pair to the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. JARVIS] and vote.
1 make thisannouncement for the residue of the day, nnless one of
those Senators shall return to the Chamber. I vote * nay.”

The roll eall was conecluded.

Mr. DAVIS (after having voted in the affirmative). I am

red with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TourpPiE] and with-

W my vote.
L Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr,
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CAMERON], is paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr.
BuUTLER],and I promised both thoseSenators when they left the
Senate Chamber that I would announce the pair. I ought to
have done so on the last vote, but I announce it now.

Mr. BRICE. I wish to inguire whether the Senafor from
South Carolina [Mr. IRBY] is paired. If not, I will transfer my

ir with the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT] to
Eﬁn and vote. [A pause.] I vote *‘nay.”

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 31; as follows:

YEAS—22
Aldrich, 8, McMillan, Powar,
Allison, %ﬂgm‘. Patton. Shoup,
Carey, : Hale, Pefler, Teller,
Chandler, Hawley, Perkins, Washburn.
Cullom, Hoar, Pettigraw,
Dubotls, Lodge, Platt,
NAYS-—31. ]
Allen Coke, Kryle, Roach,
Barr;;. Faulkner, Lindsay, Smith,
Blackburn, Gibson, Martin, Vest,
Blanchard, Gray, Mills, Vilas,
Brice, ‘Harris, Mitchell, Wis, Voorhees,
Caflery, i Murphy, Walsh, -
Camden, Hunton, Pasco, White.
Cockrell, Jones, Ark, Ransomn,
NOT VOTING—32.

Bate, George, MecLaurin, Pugh,
Butler, Gordon, MePherson, nay,

" Call, Goarman, Manderson, erman,
Cameron, Hans ough, Mitehell, Oregon
Daniel, Higgins, Morgan, Stewart,
Davis, Irby. Morrill, Turpie,
Dixon, Jarvis, Palmer, ‘Wilson,
Dolph, Jones, Nev. Proctor, Wolcott.

So the amendment was rejected. [ ;

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill willbe
proceeded with.

The Secretary read as follows:

Breadstuffs and farinaceous substances:

1%. Buckwheat, corn or maize, cornmeal, oats, oatmeal, rye, rye flour,
wheat, and wheat flour, 20 per cent ad valorem, but each of the above prod-
nucts shall be admitted free of duty from any country which imposes noim-
port duty on the like product when exported {rom the United States.

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment in line 13,
after the word *‘oats,” to strike out * oatmeal; " and inline 19,
after the words*f United States,” toinsert *‘ oatmeal, 15 per cent
ad valorem;" so as to read:

Buckwheat, corn or malze, cornmeal, oats, rye, ryeflour, wheat, and wheat
flour, 20 per cent ad valoram, but each of the above products shall be admit-
ted free of duty from anycountry which imposesno import duty on thelike
Froaucl; when exported from the United States; oatmeal, 15 percent ad va-

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment of the committee.

.Mr. PETTIGREW. Inline 13,after the words ‘‘ corn or maize,”
I move to insert the words ‘¢ 15 cents per bushel.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that
the agreement of the Senate is that when a paragraph is reached
the Senate shall first vote nupon the amendments of the commit-
tee if there be one submitted. There is a committee amend-
ment to this aph. Is there objection to its adoption?

Mr. PLATT. I object to it.

Mpr. President, this is perhaps tne of the most remarkable
provisions in the bill, and with relation to this particular amend-
ment I will state that I see no reason why rye flour and wheat
flour should be admitted free from countries which impose no
importduty on the like product whenexported from the United
States, and thatoatmeal should be 15 per cent ad valorem; Ican
not see why, if the provision which is embodied in the bill is to
remain, it should not apply to oatmealas wellasto rye flourand
wheat flour.

That brings ms toa consideration of the entire questionof the
proviso which is attached to the paragraph, namely, that on all
these products, buckwkheat, corn or maize, corn meal, oats, rye,
rye flour, wheat, and wheat flour, the duty shall be 20 per cent
ad valorem except when imported from those countries which
ismpose no import duty on the like products from the United

tates.

‘We have been told that the reciprocity provisions aof the Me-
Kinley act are unendurable. T am tzmpted to read what the
chairman of the Finance Committee said inrelation to it. Speak-
ing of sugar he said:

Nor must the reciproecity features of the McKinley law betoverlooked in
connection with this issne. The so-called reciprocity contained in this law
may much more properly be led an aet for the punishment of our own
Bgaple by retaliating on them the offenses committed by foreign countries

keepin'lg our goods out of their markets by the imposition of high-tarift
dunties. That unparalleled and clearly unconstitutional piece of leéﬂ}ab!on
reads as follows:

* He cites the section, and then says:

81z, here is a tariff schedule containing five _nnicles_ of

necessity to
the american peoplewhich are to be heavily taxed, ”

their cost to the

consumer lm}eiy increased, at the mere will and pleasure of the President
g{ the United States, whoever he may happen to be, and as often as he
eases.

One of the cardinal objections to the McKinley act has been the
reciprociti clause in the act,and so reciprocity has been entirel
eliminated from the present bill. The men who construc
the pending bill would have no reciprocity in it; and yet here
in this clause there is arecognition of asortof bastard reciproc-
ity, and the astonishing thing about it is that we are fo have
reciprocity to make the articles which are produced by agricul-
turists in this country free of duty. : s

Mr. CULLOM. BSo as to let all those articles come in free.

Mr. PLATT. That is the reciprocity which those who have
formed the bill desire, a reciprocity which shall make buck-
wheat, corn, cornmeal, oats, rye, rye flour, wheat, and wheat flour
free of duty in this country.

Democrats have been traveling all over the land telling the
farmers that they need no protection upon these articles, and in
regard to thisinstance they can not becharged with inconsistency
in not living up to their professions as in some instances in the
bill, for they have provided in the bill a clause by which these
articles will be free from every couniry where they can by any
possibility come intocompetition with the American farmer.

Upon the passage of the bill corn and wheat will be admitted
free from the Argentine Republic, for the Argentine Republic
has no duty upon those articles. Upon the passage of the bill
wheatand rye will be admitted free of duty from Russia, because
Russia has no duty upon those articles. Ttdoes not require any
propheticknowledge to know that Canada will immediately take
off the import duty upon all these products and that they will
come in free from Canada. Is thata picture which the Ameri-
can farmer will confemplate with complacency? I do not know
how it may bz with the Western farmer, but I assure Senators
that the farmers of Connecticnt, who are now in competition
with eorn and wheat and oats from the Dakotas, do not also
want to go into competition with the Argentine Republic and
with Russin and with Canada in their raising of those articles:

Mr. President, perhaps the farmers of the country will be-
lieve the story which has been told them that the duty upon agri-
cultural prodiucts is of no benefit to them. Perhapsthey have
shut theﬂ' eyes to the capacities of the Argentine Republic for
the production of wheat and corn. Itisthe only country on
earth which can compete with the farmers of the United States
in the raising of corn. We have had a practical monopoly of
corn-raising in this country. It isthe one crop in the produc-
tlon of which we have supposed that by reason of our'peeculiar
adaptation no other portion of the world could compete with us.
But it turns out that in that vast country known as the Argen-
tine Republic the soil and the conditions for raising corn are
equal to those in the United States, with labor very much
cheaper, and with gold at a premium of from 75 to 85 per cent,
and with land to be had for a seng.

The Argentine Republiec has just begun to discover its possi-
bilities as a corn-raising country. It has 1,118,000 square miles,
an area, I 'think, about tifteen times as large as the State of Ne-
braska, which is one of the great corn-producing States of the
United States. With the exception of a few provineces in the
northern portion, which are mountainous, it may be said that
almost the whole of that vast region is adapted to the raising of
corn, and among the mountainous provinces there are valleys
and plains most fertile, which grow 45 and 50 bushels of corn to
the acre. It isthe country in which a straight line of railroad
can ga built longer than in any other country on the face of the
earth. 3

Have the agriculturists of America forgotten the time when
they despised the probability that wheat conld be success-
fully cultivated in Tndia so as to compete with them? Only a
few short years ago the Western agriculturists had no fear of
the wheat of India, They may well take an example from the
wonderful development of the production of wheat in India as
to what, with free eorn, will occur in the development of corn-
growing in the Argentine Republic. Of that vast country not
more than 4 percent to-day is under culfivation, butits capacity
for the cultivation of corn is being rapidly developed, until in
1801 the exports of wheat amounted to 418,000 tons and those of
corn to 700,000 tons.

I have said, Mr. President, that the agriculturists of the sea-
board States do not want to be put into competition with free
corn from the Argentine Republie. It can be bought cheaper
in the Argentine Republic to-day than it can in any corn-grow-
ing State of the United States. Itcan be brought from the
Argentine Republic and landed in New York at less freight than
is paid for bringing corn from corn-growing States. Iundertake
to say that with the pending bill passed a man can take New
York funds, which are gold, send them to the Argentine Rgpub-
lic and buycornat silver prices, and bring the cornto New Yok,
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where it becomes gold, and, if there were enough of it in the
Argentine Republie, shut out from the Eastern portion of this
country every bushel of Western corn.

Perhaps some of the people of the East would desire that.
Perhaps those who do not raise corn would be entirely willing
to have the Argentine Republicenter into competition with the
CcOrn growers o% Nebraska, Iowa, and Kansas: but the people of
Connecticutbelieve in protection, and they believe in protecting
the corn grower and the wheat grower, although possibly, if those

roducts were free, it might be cheaper to those in the Eastern
tates who do not raise corn.

I suppose the bill will pass with this paragraph as it is drawn,
and if no Western manon the other side of the Chambaris found
to protest against it, I wish fo be able to tell the corn growers
of lowa and Nebraska, when the Argentine corn shall have shut
their corn out of the Eastern markets, that I atleast pointed out
what was to come.

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] asks me how
about Canadian wheat and oats. I had already spoken of that
matter. The duty on wheat and corn and oats in Canada will
be taken off immediately upon the passage of the pending bill
as surely as the sun will rise. Then the Western wheat-grower
will come in competition with the Canadian wheat-grower: the
man who raises oats will come in competition with the Canadian
oat-grower, and barley will be protected. The man who makes
wheat flour and corn meal in Canada will have the opportunity
to import it into the United States free, but the man who makes
oatmeal in Canada will have to pay a duty of 15 per cent when
he ei?orts his oatmeal to this country, Why isnot the oatmeal
manufacturer in Canada put upon the same footing with the
man whe makes rye flour, wheat flour, or corn meal there when
the Canadian duty is taken off? -~

I donot wish toconsume time about this matter. Itisone of the
glaring illustrations of the fact that tariff reform as it has been

reached means anything ornothing. Thereis tobe noreciproe-
Fty, because it is against tariff reform. But reciprocity which
puts the American farmer in direct competition with the Argen-
tine Republie, with Russia, and with Canada—

Mr. CULLOM. And everywhere else.

Mr. PLATT. And every othercountry which does notor will
n{)t keep an import duty upon those products, is tariff reform
also. :

Mr. WASHBURN rose.

Mr. HARRIS. I move tolay the amendment on the table.

Mr. WASHBURN. I wish the Senator from Tennessee would
withdraw that motion for a moment.

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Tennessee moves to lay
the committee amendment on the table!

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator [rom Tennessee
must belaboring under amisapprehension. The pending amend-
mant is the amendment of the Committee on Finance.

Mr. HARRIS. I thought the Senate was proceeding uﬁfm
an amendment proposed by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr.
PETTIGREW|. Is the amendment of the committee pending?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair ruled that under
the agreement of the Senate it is proper first to pass upon the
amendment of the commi ttee.

Mr. HARRIS. That is certainly true.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut
[Mr. PraTT] took the floor upon the amendment of the commit-

8. !
Mr. HARRIS. No matter which amendment is pending, if
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr, WASHBURN] is anxious to be
heard, of course I shall yield to him. I do not desire to move to
lay on the table the amendment of the committee, if that be the
gmend ment which is now held by the Chair to be before the
enate.
Mr. WASHBURN, I desire to say only a few words on the
&nﬂing paragraph, but before doing so [ will inguire of the
nator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], who I notice is in his seat,
what is the reason why these articles, buckwheat, corn or maize,
corn raeal, ete., are allowed to come in free of duty, while a duty
of 40 per cent ad valorem is placed upon barley?

MI; VEST. Does the Senator from Minnesota wish an answer
now?

Mr. WASHBURN. Yes. What reason guided the commit-
tea in fmt.ting a duty on barley, while it proposes that th= other
agricultural products shall come in free?

Mr. VEST. IfI understand the Senator, he asks me a ques-
tion as to the reason why a difference is made in the duty?

Mr. WASHBURN. No. Why should there be a duty in one
case, in the case of barley, and not a dut;;; in the case of other
agricultural products like wheat and rye?

Mr, VEST. There is a duty in all those cases. -

Mr. WASHBURN. No; I understand there will be no duty
after the bill becomes a law, because of course the duties whic

anadanov:nglaeea on those articles will be withdrawn, and they
will be admitted free. Why should not barley be put in the
same cafegory?

Mr. VEST. Ido not understand the Senator’s question. If
he will read the paragraph he will see that on buckwheat, corn
or maize, corn meal, oats, rye, rye flour, wheat, and wheat flour,
there is a duty of 20 per cent. Then it is provided:

wﬂté&&lﬁiﬂ{l tlhe above piroducts lahall be aharr;il]r;i.ad rl;}rge of du}:.g from any
ch imposes no import duty on the like ucts w!
from the United Sl:gws. L2 il > g

Otherwise there is to be a duty put upon buckwheat, corn or
maize, corn meal, oats, rye, rye flour, wheat, and wheat flour, of
20 per cent ad valorem. '

Mr. WASHBURN. ‘‘Shall be admitted free of duty fromany
country which imposes no import duty on the like product when
exported from the United States.”

Mr. VEST. Exactly.

Mr, WASHBURN. Assuming that Canada imposes no im-
port duties upon those articles, they will come in free.

My. VEST. Of course they will come in free if Canada will
admit our products free. .

Mr. WASHBURN. Of course Canada will admit ourproducts
free.. Nobody doubts that.

Mr. ALLISON. T understand that is already arranged, and
E[:at the arrangement was made before the bill passed the other

ouse.

Mr. VEST. Idonot know that there is any such arrange-
ment, but I know very strong representation—

Mr. WASHBURN. But even under the assumption that
Canada will not withdraw the duty, and of course it will, why
should not the same provision apply tobarley? I ask thatmore
as a matter of curiosity than myth{ng else.

Mr. VEST. Ican only answer the Senator by saying that
there were large barley interests in the United States, which
appeared before our committee and through their Senators made
demands for even higher duties than we give in the bill.

Mr. WASHBURN. And they ought to have had them.

Mr. VEST. They objected very strenuously to having this
reciprocal arrangement, as it was termed by the Senator from
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], in regard to barley. We went as far
as we could in meeting the representations that were made by
Senators as to the interests of their constifuents. But when it
came to barley there was no such demand.

Mr. WASHBURN. There would have beenademand. There
is no reason why the wheat growers of Minnesota and the Da-
kotas should not demand the same terms that are accorded to
barley. In our State and in all the Northwestern States the
wheat production is of vastly more importance than the barle
production, and if the producers of barley are fo be protected
can see no earthly reason why the producers of wheat should
not have the same protection.

Now, hitherto the question of the duty upon wheat has been
of no practical effect, but as matters stand to-day, if wheat is
put on the free list, as it will be by the action of the Canadian
Government, the wheat growers of Minnesota and the Dakotas
are to come into direct and sharp competition with Manitoba
and the entire Canadian dominion. Manitoba produces every
year and has produced for the last three or four years from
twelve to fifteen million bushels of wheat, equal to any wheat
raised in this country, if not better in quality. They have all
the facilities; they have the soil and climate and every condi-
tion suited to the production of wheat. They have cheaper
labor than we and can produce wheat at a less price.

With wheat put on the free list the poor farmers of Minne-
sota and the Dakotas, who wereindistress and arealmost stary-
ing because of the low price of wheat, are to have the additional
competition of 15,000,000 bushels from Canada. There is noth-
ing but an artificial or an imaginary line between the two coun-
tries. The natural market for the wheat of Manitoba is Min-
neapolis, Without a duty it will run there asfreely and as nat-
urally as water will run through a spout. It is sure to come to
that market, and of course it is sure to come into competition
with all the wheat raised in that partof our country. Iof course
feel that T address deal ears, butl wish to have the Senate under-
stand, I wish to have the eountry understand, I wish to have the
farmers of the Northwest understand what is the purpose and
will be the effect of the bill so far as admitting wheat free of duty
is concerned. .

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I think the suggestion made
by the Senator from Missouri may mislead some members of the
Senate. Thisisnota propositionfor reciprocal trade with Canada
except as to these articles. If Canada takes the duty off buck-
wheat, corn, corn meal, oats, t'lye, rye flour, wheat, and wheat
flour, then their products shall come in free and we may send

there our products. Everybody knows that we do not propose
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to send any wheat or oats or any of those articles to Canada. So
it is an absolutely one-sided affair. There is no benefit to come
to us, unless it is a benefit to have Canadian flour, Canadian
wheat, corn, etc., brought in contact with our own.

I think this is a cruel provision on the American farmers.
They are ground down now practically to the very lowest state
they can go and survive. heat was selling in New York City
yesterday for 56k cents a bushel. It never before was so low in
the world; and as the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PrLaTT]
says, if there is to be no duty upon wheat, and if the Argentine
Republic puts no dutg on the importation of wheat, and it never
wn?, because it would be like carrying coals to Newcastle, no-
body would think of going to the Argentine with wheat—

Mr. PLATT. Thereis no import duty on wheat in the Argen-
tine.

Mr. TELLER. There is none, but if there were one they
would take it off. In an article which appeared in one of the
London papers not long since it was demonstrated that they can

ut wheat into Great Britain at 44 cents a bushel and leave a
air profit. There is nota seaport fram Portland to New Orleans
in wEich the Argentine country can not put their wheat cheaper
than any Northwestern producing section of our country.

_ Ishould like to know what interest demands the proposed
action. Ishould like to know what interest is o be served by it.
Nobody in the Eastern seaports that I know of is demanding it.
Why should we give Canada the benefit of our market when
Canada gives usnothing? Itisthe veriest bosh tosay thatwhen
they open their ports to our wheat we will open our ports to
theirs, because we can not send any wheat there. -Nobody will
think of doing it.

Mr. ALLEN. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Colorado
a question.

e PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo-
rado yield to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. TELLER. Certainly.

Mr. ALLEN. Does not the Senator from Colorado believe
that the opening of th:lﬁiwta to Canadian wheat would at least
break the hold of the ers’ trust upon the price of wheat in
the Northwest?

Mr. TELLER. I do not know anything about a millers’

trust.
Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me, I wish to make

one suggestion. We in the Northwest are not suffering from
any competition in wheat. We are, however, threatened with,
and seriously feel, the grasp of a gigantic millers’ trust, which
controls the price in the Northwest to a very great extent, and
it would be broken by the admission of wheat free from Canada.

Mr. TELLER. After the vote the Senator gave yesterdayon
the sugar schedule, he need not be very much alarmed about
any trust. I was in hopes I should not hear anything more
about trusts from the other side of the Chamber.

Mr. ALLEN. Let me say to the Senator from Colorado that
I voted to take off all there was in the sugar schedule which the
sugar trust had in it. Did the Senator from Colorado do the

same thing?
Mr. TELLER. I did.
Mr. ALLEN. I did.

Mr. TELLER. The Senator may have done so, but I think
he voted upon other propositions which the trust wanted him
to vote upon. At least it seemed to me to be in that interest.

The price of wheat in this country is not fixed by a millers’
trust. The price of wheat all over the world is lower than ever
before. Wheat has sold in London within the last thirty days
for 70 cents a bushel. It will sell there in the next six months
still lower. If the t mills up in Minnesota have been hold-
ing wheat they will simply buy the Canadian wheat a little
cheaper, and they will have another opportunity to put their
grip upon the farmers of the Northwest.

But, Mr, President, that is not the trouble. Wheat is low be-
cause of circumstances which the Senator from Nebraska and I
agree upon practically, the financial condition; but recognizing
the condition as existing, why should we not preserve to the
American farmer at least the American market for his wheat?
Manitoba hasa section 1,200 milesfrom our line due north where
wheat can be raised in competition with any portion of the United
States. If Manitoba wheat growers produce 12,000,000 bushels
now, they can produce 50,000,000 bushels when they have a mar-
ket, and they will produce 50,000,000 bushels, too. The pending
bill is not for this year or next year. It is to remain, I suppose,
for many years, at least until there is a change of political par-
ties which will enable it to be changed.

Mr. VEST. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo-
rado yield to the Senator from Missouri?

Mr. TELLER. I yield.

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Colorado is mistaken about the
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exports from this country into Canada and the imports from
Canada into the United States. He asserted a few minutes ago
that there is no possibility of our sending any wheat into Can-
ada. The Treasury reports show that in 1891 Canada exported
to this country less than a million bushels of wheat, and we ex-
ported to Canada over five and a half million bushels.

Mr. ALDRICH. Our exports into Canada all went through
Canada to Furope. We did not send a bushel to Canada to
sold and consumed there.

Mr. TELLER. I was justgoing to make that statement. We
have not sold a bushel to Canada for Canadian consumption.

Mr. VEST. Where is the prool that it was nof for Canadian
:gnsumption? The Treasury report shows that it went to Can-

a.

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly; it went through Canada to Eu-
rope. A large portion of the wheat of certain States goes
through Canada to Europe.

Mr, VEST. The Senator might as well say that the wheat
that came into the United States from Canada went on through
to Mexico.

Mr. ALDRICH. Not by any manner of means.

Mr. VEST. Whereis the proofof it? I wanftsomething more
than the statement of the Senator from Rhode Island. I have
had enough of that. The Senator from Rhode Island gets up
here without any proof in the world; he is notoriously the most
extreme protectionist in the United States; he make g specialty
of the business, and he asserts here that none of the wheat ex-
ported to Canada is used there.

Mr. ALDRICH. I think everyone in the United States who
knows anything about the subject knows that that is true.

Mr. VEST. That is mere assertion—Rhode Island assertion.

Mr. ALDRICH. We do not send any wheat to Canada for
consumption.

Mr. VEST. That is mere Rhode Island assertion. 1 want

some proof. I take the Senator's statement for nothing unless
we have proof.
Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Missouri take the

statement of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN],
who does know something about it?

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Minnesota knows all about
the milling business. I do not know whether he knows about
the Canadian imports.

My, WASHB(FRN. The Senator from Minnesota knows that
there is not a bushel of wheat exported from the United States
to Canada for use in Canada. There is a great deal of wheat
that goes over the new line from Minneapolis and St. Paul to
Montreal. A large amount goes into Canada that way, but the
fact that wheat is cheaper in Canada than in the States is con-
clusive proof that it would not go there for a market. I know
from my own observation and experience in milling and hand-
ling wheat that it does not go there for domestic consumption.

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Colorado pardon me?

Mr. TELLER. Certainly.

Mr. HOAR. Itseems to me one considerationought to settle
this question. The Canadian duty, according to my recollec-
tion, is 15 cents a bushel; it may be 20cents. The Senator from
Missouri probably knows. I think it is 15 cents. Everybody
knows that there is no selling price in Canada which would en-
able wheat to be sent.in there for Canadian consumption after
paying a duty of 15 or 20 cents. &

Mr. TELLER. There is one thing which will settle this
question. Wheat is cheager at all times in Canada, as every-
body knows, than it is inthe United States. There has notbeen
an hour in five years, I will venture to say, when wheat has not
been cheaper in Canada than in the United States. It is the
height of folly to talk about American wheat going into Canada
for Canadian consumption,

Mr. VEST. I hope that the Senator from Colorado will be
consistent and will adhere to his statement in regard to prices
and to the quantity of imports and exports. The Treasury re-

rts show that we imported into this country $9,661 of wieat
in 1893 and exgorted $03,5634,970. What is the necessity for the
duty on wheat?

Mvr. TELLER. We do not want the Canadian wheat to come
here.

Mr. VEST. Ah!

Mr. TELLER. We do not want the Argentine wheat to come
here. We raise a surplus of wheat ourselves. Of course they
may steal our Em‘o[{)ean markets; we can not prevent that, but
we can control and hold our own market if we will. They can
raise wheat in Canada, I repeat, as the Senator from Minnesota
said, cheaper than we can, and they do raise it chea.Far. The
market quotations will show that it is cheaper there all the time.
They ship wheat to Europe. They ship it here occasionally, in
spite of tEe tariff, and they pay the duty. They have to pay it
of course.

#
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There is no reason in the world why we should open our ports
to Canadian wheat. But we are telimore in danger from
Argentine wheat than from Canadian wheat. They can raise
wheat in the Argentine, according to the best authorities, for
25 cents a bushel. They have a better wheat country than we
have. They have great rivers, where they canput iton vessels.
They can move it from the Argentine Republic into any Atlan-
tie seaport in the United States at a less rate than the wheat.
growers of South Dakota can put wheat into Chicago or New
York.

It may be that there is something back of this which nobody
can see. I can notsee any excuse to open our ports mow, and
to thus directly depress the price of wheat, which is so low now
that no farmer can afford to raise it and make a living, seems
to me to be a eruelty upon the farmer. It may bethatthe theory
is that you want to put everything to the lowest possible price.

It may be said that we are to do just what Great Britain has
been doing, insisting that the Frica of living shall be put low,
because the great bullk of their people are employed in manu-
factures. This inures, if it inures to the benefit of any living
person, to the benefit of the manufacturer. Are we prepared
now to make war upon the farmer of this country, who, I repeat,
is having as much as he can stand under?

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President——

Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator from Minnesota proceeds, I
shoulﬁ. lllke to state that the Canadian tariff on wheatis 15 cents
a bushel.

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, I wish to reply briefly to
the suggestion made by the Senator from Nebraska lﬁdr Am‘gﬂ
He attributes the low price of wheat to & trust among the mil-
lers. I desire to state that there is no trust among the millers.
There never has been, and there is no expectationof one. There
is no syndicate, there is no combination or anything of the kind
whereby the price of flour can be kept up.

Furthermore, I will state that the best flour that was ever
made in the world, and no better flour is made anywhere in the
world ,is made and sold at Minneapolis for $3.50 a barrel.

I will state further that the millers in the Northwest in the last

year have not made on an average 10 cents a barrel in the man-
ufacture of flour. v

Mr. PALMER. I wish to ask the Senator from Minnesota if
it is not true that a very considerable portion of that superior
flour is sold in Canada.

Mr. WASHBURN. I think not. So far as my observation

es, none of it is sold there; but I would not say positively.
E‘?ﬂere is a great deal sent to Great Britain. I do not think any
is sent to Canada. I have never known of any being sent there.

Mr. WHITE. May I ask the Senator from Minnesota a ques-
tion?

Mr. WASHBURN. Certainly.

Mr. WHITE. Doesnot the Liverpool market have anything
to do with the price of wheat? The reason why 1 ask the ques-
tion is because I have been in close contact with icultural in-
nited States
where I reside the priceof wheat is regulated exclusively by the
Liverpool qélot.aticns. -

Mr. WASHBURN. We used to suppose that the price of
wheat in this country was made in Liverpool and Mark Lane;
but since the Chicago and other produce exchanges have taken
charge of our markets and made their prices artificially, I say
the price is not made in Liverpool or London.

M];. ‘WHITE. Itis so far as we are concerned.

Mr. WASHBURN. But that hasnothing to do with the sug-
gestion of the Senator from Nebraska. I will state that the

rice of flour and wheat varies the same as the mercury of the
ometer. If wheat goes up flour goes up. AsI said before,
there has not been a margin of 10 cents a barrel of profifin the
manufacture of flour in the last year. So the Senator from Ne-
braska attempts to put the millers and those engaged in a le-
gitimate industry and a legitimate business in a false position.

‘When I say there is no trust, I speak exclusively of the mil-
lers in the Northwestern States, or the spring wheat growing
region. I know nothing about any arrangement that may be
made among the St. Louis millers or the millers in Southern
Tllinois, but what I said applies to the entire spring wheat grow-
ingI region.

r. VEST. Ishould like toask the Senator from Minnesota,
as he is good authority on wheat flour, if any wheat flour comes
into this country from the Argentine?

Mr. WASHBURN. I have never known of it.

Mr. VEST. I will ask the Senator if we do not export flour
to Brazil, in the vieinity of the Argentine Republie?

Mr. WASHBURN. Since we have had the reciprocity ar-
rangement which the Senator from Missouri proposes to destroy
we have sent some flour to Brazil. We have sent a great deal
to Cuba. But we now expect to lose both of those markets.

Mr, VEST. More flour has been sent to Brazil than to Cuba.

Mr. WASHBURN. I think not.

Mr, VEST. The Treasury reports show that $3,647,250 of
wheat flour was sent to Brazil in 1893 and to Cuba only $2,857,000.
. Mr.HOAR. Whatis the date of the establishment of the rec-
iprocity between the two countries?

Mr, VEST. It was ear;ﬁ in 1891. I will say to the Senator
from Minnesota, so as to allay any apprehension about our mar-
ket, that we imported of wheat flour from all countries in 1893
$1,362 worth, and we exported $75,404,347.

Mr. WASHBURN. I did not know that we imported any.

Mr, VEST. Yes; a little over £1,000 worth.

Mr. WASHBURN. TIf is avery unnatural condition of things
that wg should import a barrel of flour when we export as largely
as we do.

Mr. VEST. That was imported as a matter of course to go
through this country on its way to Mexico.

Mr. LODGE. Before the Senator from Missouri takes his
seat I should like to ask him, merely for information, why oat-
meal has been taken out from the effect of the provision in par-
agraph 190 and put so that it will have a duty of 15 per cent on
it in any event? What distinguishes oatmeal from other fari-
naceous foods?

Mr. VEST. Because under the McKinley act theduty is only
17 per cent, and we did not want to increase the McKinley duty.
In the second place, because there was evidence bafore us of an
oatmeal trust, and notwithstanding our solicitude for trusts, we
did not propose to do anything in behalfof that trustif we could

help it. :

l\in LODGE. The Senator from Missourimisunderstands me.
I did not ask about the amountof the duty on oatmeal. T asked
why the provision which applies to buckwheat, corn, corn meal,
oats, rye, rye flour, wheat, and wheat flour that they shall be ad-
mitted free of duty under certain conditions was not made ap-
plicable to oatmeal also. :

Mr. VEST. For the reason I have stated, because oatmeal is
in the control of a trust. :

Mr. LODGE. Thatwould be the reason, I should suppose, for
making it free, from your point of view.

Mr. VEST. We put a duty of 15 per cent on it absolutely.

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the Democratic doctrine.

Mr. VEST. That is less than 20 per cent of the duty which
applies to all articles to which the provision applies.

Mr. LODGE. I know itis; but the provision declares that
where another country admits free of duty these things enumer-
ated here imported from the United States, we shall admit the
like articles of duty. But you have arranged it so that oat-
meal shall not be admisted free of duty in any case. How is
that a blow to the trust?

Mr. VEST. Suppose the other counfries do not admit oat-
meal free of dufy, and we have no reason fo e t they will,
because we were exporting largely even to Great Britain—

Mr. LODGE. Then the b
of what %ou were expecting.

Mr. VEST. The proviso was 1put. in on the facts before us,
which showed that we exported largely of catmeal prior to the
passage of the McKinley act. We exported 27,000,000 pounds
in 1884; 36,000,000 gounﬂ.a in 1885; 20,000,000 pounds in 1886;
16,000,000 pounds in 1887; 4,000,00 dsin 1888; 10,000,000 pounds
in 1889; 25,000,000 pounds in 1890, Then the McKinley duties
were put on, increasing the duties of course, and in 1891 our ex-
port fell off from 25,000,000 pounds to 7,000,000 pounds. Tn 1892
they rose again to 20,000,000 pounds; and in 1893 they fell again to
5,000,000 pounds; and last year thelargest portion of the expor-
e TODGE. . Bat we slso export largely of wh

; E ut we also export ver, ely of wheat.

Mr. VEST. That is true. b % Y

Mr. LODGE. And this proviso is made applicable to wheat

and wheat flour.
Mr. VEST. There is no trust upon wheat that I have ever
that there is a frust upon

heard of, and it has been charg
-wheat flour.

Mr. LODGE. That is the point. I do not understand why it
is a blow to the trust to 1;}11'. a auty on oatmeal which can nof
possibly be removed even if these othér countries put it on the

free list. I should think that is exactly what the trust wants.
It is protecting it, according fo the Senator's theory.

Mr. VES'. The largest part of the oatmeal which competes
with ours is made in Scotland. If they should refuse to take
off the duty on American oatmeal, then the duty would be 20
per cent, but we took no chances on that.

Mr. LODGE. How would it be 20 per cent?

Mr. VEST. Because there would no reciprocity, and the
duty would be 20 per cent.

Mr. LODGE. Butyouhaveoatmealas a separate proposition

without any reference to action by other countries.

is simply made up on the theory
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Mr, VEST. If the Senatorwill lobk at the paragraph le will
gee that oatmeal is taken out of the reciprocity provision:and &
duty of 15 per cent absolutely is put upon it.

Mr. LODGE. I understand that. Itis put down here at1b
per cent. It is to carry that duty under all eircumstances.

Mr. VEST. Exa,ct.'liy

Mr. LODGE. I understand the Senator to say that oatmeal
was taken out from the effect of theprovision and the dutyupon
it'made absolute in order to defeat a trustin this country.

Mr. VEST. Ifitisany accommodation to the Senator or any-
body else, we have not the slightest objection to changing it
and putting it back where it was when the bill came from the
other House.

Mr. LODGE. I do not care.

Mr, VEST. I merely gave the reason for putting it where
it is.

Mr. LODGE. I onlywanted to know why oatmeai is excepted.

Mr. VEST. If it is putat.20 per cent there is no contingency
that it can be made anyless. it is put in the proviso it might
be admitted free of duty, i

Mr. LODGE. I can see no reason. When the Senator was
asked about barley he said that hearranged it that way because
certain Senators insisted upon iy, and 1 want to know why oat-
meal was not treated the same way.

Mr. VEST. I have not the slightest objection to withdraw-
ing the amendment and letting it go back.

Mr, HOAR. The Senator’s blow to the trustis alove tap.

Mr. VEST. ' The: Senator from Massachusetts is: very face-
tious. But if the Senator from: Massachusetts objects let it
stand as it is. Itsuitsus either way.

Mr. LODGE. It does notmake any difference to me.

Mr: ALTLEN. The Senatorfrom Minnesota[Mr. WASHBURN]

as well as the Senator fromr Connecticut[Mr. PraTT] have made
statements regarding the proteciion of wheat, whieh is one of
the staple products of the Northwesst and one of the staple prod-
ucts of the State:which I have the  honoer in part to represent,
and of which I think 1 know something from having resided in

tlie Northwest and. in a wheat-growing State for nearly forty

years of my life; which T desire to correct.

The Senator from Minnesota says there is'no. such a thing as
the millers! trust in the Northwest. Idomnot know thatI cam
saythat there is a millers’ trust excopt from certain evidences
whielrare in my possession: from: persons who: are membersof
that trust: I have a number of acquaintances-engaged in mill~
ing in the Northwestern States, someof them o quite anexten-
sive scale.

A short time ago one of those menin talking with me ex=
plained to me how it came that in my own town his flour was
not placed on sale. Another one explained to me -how the ter-
ritory in the Northwest was divided for the sale of flonr. Pos-
sibly the Senator from Minnesota himself knows: something
about this matter. This:gentleman explained to me that the
territory that this. association controls, I do not now recall its:
name, possibly it is the Northwestern Millers’ Association; is
divided among the millers, by which the flour of the different
members of the association is-pareeled out' to certain territory
and not permitted to come-in contact with the product of other
mills or other members of the association in that territory.

I say that it has been anotorious fact throughout the North-
west for: the last ten years that there: is a millers’ trust; and
that that trust vitally affeets the price-of buckwheat and all
thoze grains: which are ground into flour.

Mr. WASHBURN. The Senator will allow me to ask him if
there:is such & trust; why isit that the price of wheat is higher
el th]?ﬂv}it than in Chicago or New York
pro nately; er in or New York, or
of the Eastern markets? If" there was a frust whereby t?tg
controlled the wheat with a view of depressing ifs price, why is
the market price higher there thananywhereelse?

Mr. ALLEN. I donof know that: that statement is true at
all, though it may be..

Mr. WASHBURN. I know itistrue to-day, and it isusually
Mr:ALLEN. Butldosay thatthe millers!trustinothe North-
west affects vitally the price of wheat. There isnotafarmerin
the State-of Nebraska, there is not an inteiligent farmer in the
State of Minnesota, who does not know that there is a millers'
trust, and that it affects the price of wheat; but I do not say that
this trust confrols: the price of wheat altogether, but. it affects
it to some extent.

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a
question? :

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir:

Mr. ALLISON. Suggoaing.the suggestion of a trust be true,
would it not be to the advantage of any such trust if, at s par-
ticular harvesting season, it could throw into the- aiemaut. of

in any market of the United States.

sale and purchase twelve or fifteen million bushels of whea$:
more than are thrown into the market now—the 15,000,000 bush-
els of Manitoba wheat?

Mr. TELLER. The Argentine wheat is what troubles them
more than anything else.

Mr. ALLISON. Iams ing now of the suggestion made:

the Senator from Nebraska as to the production of wheat in
the Northwest. Suppose the Dakotas and Minnesota should
%Doduce, say, 60,000, bushels of wheat, and Manitoba 20,000,-

;- this is practicallyall harvested at the same moment. If the-
trust desires to depress the price of wheat, I should think they
would have nothing more convenient for thaﬁogurposa than to-
have added 20,000,000 bushels more to the p:
that they might depress the price.

Mr. ALLEN. I do not accept the statement of the Senator
from Towa without some qualifications. In the first place I do
not accept the statement that wheat can be produced cheaper in.
Canada than it can be in the United States. I think that state--
ment is not capable of proof. It is surgrisi.ng. however, that no
article that has been talked aboutin thisChamber forsixty days, .
orsince the pending bill has been under discussion, can be found:
that some Senator hasnotsaid that the labor costof that article:
is cheaper in some other country than in the United States.
That is, if Senators upon that side of the Chamber are to be be-
lieved and full force given to what they say, every article made
and consumed in the United States costs more in the United
States than it costs elsewhere. Ldonot believe thatmyself,and.
Inever yet have seen any evidence of its truthfulness. This
trust; however; by keeping out. the: Canada product: can more
easily control the American product.

I do not aceept the statement’ that wheat can be, or is, pro-
duced in Canada cheaper than itds in the United States. There:
are certain climatieconditions-against that conclusion. Wheat:
can be prodnced no cheaper there than it can be produced here;:
for, as' the Senator from Iowa knows, we sell wheat or wheat:
products: by the millionsof dolldrs’ worth in the open markets:
of theworld in uum;}:leﬁtion with Canadianwheatand in competi-
tior: with. Indian wheat, Argentine wheat, and Russiam wheat;
and that is what fixes: the:price to a certain extent with us here.

Buf, answering the question more fully, I should say that this.

trust.would have alittle more difficulty in controlling: the en=

tire volume of wheat on this continent; il reciproeal relations-
exisied. between Canada: and this country; than:they would:
otherwise.. I do not pretend to say that the priceof wheat is
fixed entirely by the millers’ trust. I simpl ty say that that trusé:
has an important part-in fixing the price of wheat 1o the farm-
ersof the Northwest. The Senator from Minnesota[Mr. WASH=-
BURN] says that wheat is higher in his city of Minneapolis than:
in any other place in the Northwest, if I understand him cor--
rectly.. Whatis it'selling there for to-day? .

Mr. WASHBURN. I have nof notieed the price to-day, or
for-the last three or four days, but for sixty days it-has been a
cent or two higher than in Chicago.

Mr. ALLEN. How high has it been?

Mr: WASHBURN. It has varied from 60 to 61 and 594 cents,
along there. I do not:keep avery close run of it. I know it:
has been pretty low down:

Mr: ALLEN. There is no doubt of the truthfulness of the-
statement of the Senator, beeause he is ina position to know
that' wheat was 60 cents in Minneapolis. I wanttio ask the Sen--
ator from Minnesota why it is that within 300 miles of the cigt‘
of Minneapolis.wheat can not be sold for acent more than Bb
cents a bushel by the farmer?

Mr: WASHBURN. Lsuppose it is om account of the cost of.
transportation befween where it is raised and Minneapolis.

Mr: ALLEN, And that, too, in direet railroad communica-

‘tion: with the:city in which the Senator lives.

Mr: WASHBURN. I am not responsible for railroad trans-
portation, nor is the eity im which I live.

Mr. ALLEN. Noj butthe political party which has been in
power in this eount{Iy for some yearsmay be to some extent.

Mr. WASHBURN. I do not know whatthey have to dowith
railroad transportation.

Mr. ALLEN, Mr: President, in.the county in which I live in
Nebraska, at the time wheat was selling for 60 cents a bushel in
Minneapolis, less than 300 miles by rail from where the Senator
from Minnesota resides, the same grade of wheat was se at
35 cents at-the railroad station. The farmer was selling at that

rice. A difference of almost one-half between the price to the

armer in Northeast Nebraska and the price that was being paid
in Minneapolis, not o exceed 300 miles from that spot, and with
a railroad directly between the two places. It shows conelu-
sively that it isnot a questionof Cauadial:rcomgetltion, or threat=
ened competition, which affects the price of wheat to the Ameri-
can w raiser in the slightest degree. You can notmake a
farmer in the wheat-producing portions of this country believe

]

uction in order:
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that. The farmers have that stage of ignorance, and have
emerged into more intelligence and more light.

It is not any competition or threatened competition in conse-
quence of the destruction of the protective tariff; it is the price
which comes to the farmer from the Northwestern markets upon
LakeSuperiorand Chicago that fixes the price of his wheat. Not
only that, but it is the excessive rail charges which are im-
posed upon the farmersof the great West in getting their product
to the market. Possibly the Senator from Minnesota may ex-
plain why it is that every hundred pounds of Minnesota flour
which is sold within a radius of two or three hundred miles of
where it is manufactured costs the consumer from 60 to 75 cents
profit per hundred ﬁounda, which goes to the manufacturer.

Mr. WASHBURN. I can not explain, unless the grocery-
man who sells the flour makes an enormous profit.

I will say, so far as the flour which is produced in Minnesota
is concerned, that the best flour, as I before stated, is sold at
about 83.50 a barrel, and the profit which has been made by the
millers during the past year, on an average, has notexceeded 10
cents a barrel. If somebody out in Nebraska sells it for $6a
barrel, there is a great profit made somewhere, either by the
railroads or by the grocerymen.* They must presume upon a
very extraordinary condition of sentiment when that thing can
be done:

Mr. ALLEN. If wego to our local mills to buy flour, or go to
the grocery store to buy flour, we find the price to be the same
at every grocery store and at every mill, and all the flour of the
local manufacturers sells for identically the same price as the
flour manufactured at Minneapolis. he price is the same
wherever you go to the consumer of thatflour. The same grade
of flonr manufactured by different mills brings precisely the
same price; and I say if the millers whom I know, and with
whom [ haveconversed, are to be believed, the profit uponevery
hundred pounds of that flour, even in our own country, where
we harve flour and food products so cheaply, is not less than 60
or 70 cents per hundred, which is taken out of the consumer.

But I want to mention one more matter, notwithstanding it is
getting late. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] has
taken oceasion to say that the wheat-raiser and the corn-raiser
of Nebraska and in the other great Western States are to be
affected by the passage of this item and by the threatened im-

portation of wheat and corn from other countries. There is

not a man in all that country who believes astatement of that
kind. The Senator from Connecticut seems to forget the fact
that corn and wheat were never lower in this country within
fhe last twenty years than they are to-day. There never has
been a time in the last twenty years of the history of thiscoun-
try when wheat and corn broughtless to the farmer inthe great
grain-producing States than they do to-day; and yet we are
existing under the McKinley act and we have all the benefits
arising from it if there are any.

It is not any threatened importation of corn or wheat from
other countries; itis the graspwhich the East hasupon the wheat-
fields and cornfields of the Northwest through watered rail-
road stock. The great West is being drained to-day; its fields
are being drained of their profit to pay interest upon fifty or
sixty thousand dollars per mile on watered railroad stock owned

_in the East. That is what is destroying the Western country.

Five years ago I recall the fact that, in the town where I re-
side, as fine corn as ever grew sold for less than 12 cents a
bushel; the farmer got less than 12 cents for it, and af that pre-
cise time corn was selling in the coal minesof Pennsylvaniaand
throughout the East at 40 and 45 cents a bushel. If was not
any threatened importation of corn from some other country
which produced that difference to the producer of corn in Ne-
braska; it was the immense profit that we were paying upon
watered railroad stocks to pay dividends upon railroads whose
stocks were watered for forty, fifty, and sixty thousand dollarsa
mile. Thatisthe trouble to-day. If we can get reasonable trans-
portation to theseaboard, then the Northwestern country stands
ready to compete with the world in these great staples of corn,
wheat, and oats.

ThePRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chairunderstand that
the committee has withdrawn the amendment?

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No, sir; the committee has not
withdrawn the amendment, but propose to change the amend-
‘ment so far as the insertion of the words * fifteen per cent ad
valorem” are concerued, and insert in line 15, after the word
*ad valorem,” what I send to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
amendment.

The SECRETARY. After the words ‘‘ad valorem,” in line 15,
it is proposed to insert:

And oatmeal, 15 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I want to address some re-

marks to the Senate upon this particular schedule.

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WaAsH-
BURN] desires to be heard.
Mr. PEFFER. Very well. Iyield to the Senator from Min-

esota.

Mr. WASHBURN. It is not worth while for me to attempt
to reply to the entirely irrelevant questions submitted by the
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], and to his remarks rela-
tive to railroad rates, watered stock, and all that sort of thing;
but I wish to reiterate here and now that there is no existing
trust among the great millers of the Northwest of any descrip-
tion, and there never has been.

There may be possibly, and I judge there are from what the
Senator says, perhaps some liftle country mills which undertake
to control a certain limited territory. That is all. But that
there is any great trust, any great organization, which has in
view the control, in any way or shape, of the wheat market is
not true, and never was true.

In North Dakota there are four or five small mills, I think,
which have an arrangement whereby they are incorporated un-
der one m ement to save expense.

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permitme a question?

Mr. WASHBURN. Certainly.

Mr, ALLEN. Letme askif itis nottrue that you are gelling
your flour and that you make contracts with your customers by
which flour shall not go below a certain price?

Mr. WASHBURN. No,sir; thereis nothing of that desecrip-
tion. Furthermore, there is no understanding between the dif-
ferent mills in Minneapolis whereby they shall fix a certain
rate. There is the sharpest competition between them all the
time, each endeavoring to undersell the others.

Mr, ALLEN. How does it happen that four or five different
flours, manufactured by four or five different mills, of the same
fr&de and the same brand, sell for precisely the same price, as

t does, in different stores in the same town?

Mr. WASHBURN. Idonotknow what arrangement the gro-
cerymen in New Haven or Hartford or New York or Philadel-
phia have, but I know that so far as the mills are concerned,
there is no such arrangzement and never has been; but even if
there was a trust, the statement would be absurd.

Suppose there was a trust among the great mills in Minneapo-
lis, how utterly absurd is the idea that they could control or fix
the price of wheat in this country, which raises 500,000,000
bushels a year. We consume annually in Minneapolis from thirty
to forty or fifty million bushels. The idea that we can fix the
price, and that we can control all the wheat grown in this coun-
try, when all the markets of this country and of the world are
open to wheat, is simply absurd and preposterous.

But even if there was a trust, even if the great mills in the
Northwest should combine to put down the price of wheat, they
could not do it. It never has been done, and it never will be
done, The existing price of wheat is fixed by natural causes, by
overproduction. More has been done by the Chicago Board ol
Trade to break down the price of wheat and keep it down than
by any other power that has been in existence. Itis not owing
to a combination of the millers.

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I desire to submit some
thoughts to the Senate upon this schedule, and I should like to
take a little time, say twenty or thirty minutes—I shall not ex-
ceed thirty minutes—and I want to do it carefully, because I re-
gard the subject as one of very great importance; but I do not
wish to detain the Senate to-night, unless Senators wish to re-
main. It is now nearly 7 o'clock, but I shall proceed if that be
the desire of the Senate.

Mr. HARRIS. This is the sixty-fourth day that this bill has
been under consideration by the Senate, and we are on page 43.
Proceeding at the same ratio of progression, I think we shall get
this bill out of Committee of the Whole about Christmas come
a

n

year.
Idesire to oblige the Senator from Kansas and every other
Senator, and myself as well; but I had hoped that both sides of
the Senate would consent to stay here until, not an unreasonable
hour, 7 or 8 o'clock, and try to make some progress to-day.

Mr. HALE. Wé are now within about 15 minutes of 7, and
after a pretty hard day, we have run over three-quarters of an
hour beyond the usual time of adjournment.

Mr. HARRIS. I think it is better for us as Senators to sub-
ject ourselves to some little personal inconvenience and discom-
fort than to continue to subject the country to the discomiart of
a paralysis, of a suspension of the business of the country, await-
ing the final decision of this question. I want to be amiable,
and I intend to be so—

Mr. HOAR. When?

Mr. HARRIS. Now, and always hereafter; but it costs me
an effort under existing circumstances.

Mr. HALE. I think the Senator will get further along with
the bill if he yields.




1894.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

" Mr. ALDRICH. We have remained three-quarters of an
hour beyond the usual time of adjournment. The day has been
spent in a profitable discussion of this bill, and I am sure that
i ter progress in the future will be made in its consideration
y sitting reasonable hours than by any attempts to sit unreas-
onable hours.

Mr. HARRIS. I had come over here to the Senator’s side of
the Chamber with the hope of conferring with the Senator from
Rhode Island, with the idea of arriving at some conclusion about
making progress, while the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER|
was speaking. 3

Mr. ALDRICH., Had the Senator called upon me earlier in
the day I should perhaps have been willing to have consulted
with him.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, it is about the same distance
{rom the Senator's seat to mine that it is from mine to his, and
I should have been glad to have received a visit from him.
[Laughter. ] .

Mr. HALE. I suggest to the Senator that at 7 o’clock he
move an adjournment.

Mr. HARRIS. Let us go on until that time.

Mr. ALDRICH. Pending that, I move that the Senafe pro-
ceed to the consideration of executive business.

Mr. HARRIS. Iam sorry the Senator has taken thatcourse.
I do not propose to resort to any arbitrary methods; I want to
conform to the wishes of the Senate; but if the Senator from
Rhode Island proposes to take charge of the business of the Sen-
ate, we shall see whether he will control it or not.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GRAY in the chair). De-
bate is not in order. The Senator from Rhode Island moves
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi-

ness.

Mr. ALDRICH. I am willing to withdraw the motion until
7 o'clock; but at 7 o'clock, unless the Senator from Tennessee
makes the motion or moves to adjourn, I shall renew it.

Mr. HARRIS. Iconsent to do nothing under threat.

Mr. ALDRICH. ThenI make the motionto gointoexecutive
session. :

Mr. HARRIS. Very well; let the Senator make the motion
if he chooses.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion
of the Senator from Rhode Island that the Senate proceed tothe
consideration of executive business.

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

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

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I am paired
with the {enior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs], who has left
the Chamber; and therefore I withhold my vote.

Mr. HOAR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the
junior Senator from Alabama [Mr. PUGH]. If he were present

should vote ‘‘yea.”

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. DixoN]; but I
transfer that pair to the junior Senator [rom South Carolina
[Mr. IRBY], and vote ‘' nay.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am paired with the senior Senator
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], but I advised that Senator
that I should vote whenever my vote was necessary to make a
quorum. I vote ‘‘nay." s

Mr. DANIEL. Iam paired with the Senator from Washing-
ton [Mr. SQUIRE] with the right to vote to make a asorum, and
I therefore vote ** nay.”

Mr. GORDON. I ampaired with the Senator from lowa [Mr.
WILSON].

The result was announced—yeas 4, nays 36; as follows:

YEAS—{.
Dubois, Perkins, Pettigrew, ‘Washburn.
NAYS—36.
Allen, Daniel, Lindsay, Roach,
Be.rrg. Faulkner, McLaurin, Smith,
Blackburn, George, Martin, Stewart,
]g;slmchard. glbﬁon. ﬁltchﬁn. Wis, E‘rurpls.
oe, TAY. urphy, est,
Caffery, ‘Barr{s. Palmer, Vilas,
Camden, Hunton, Pasco, Voorhees,
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Peffer, Walsh,
Coke, Kyle, Ransom, White.
NOT VOTING—45,
Aldrich, Carey, Frye, Hawley,
Allison, Chantl'ler. Gafl.mger. Hig—zm{.
Bate, Cullom, Gordon, Hill,
Butler, Davis, Gorman, Hoar,
Cauil, Dixon, Hale, Irby,
Cameron, Dolph, Hansbrough, Jarvis,

Jones, Nev. Mitchell, Oregon Proctor, Teller,
e, Morgan, ‘Wilson,
MecMillan, Morrill, " Wolcott.
McPherson, Patton, Sherman,
Manderson, Platt, Shoup,
8. Power. Squire,
The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum having voted, the

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

Aldrich, Dubaois, Lindsay, Roach,
Berry, Gallinger, MeLaurin, Smith,
Blackburn, George, Martin, Ste
Blanchard, Gibson, Mitchell, Wis. Turpie,
Brice, Gordon, Murphy, Vest,
Caffrey, Gray, Palmer, Vilas,
Camden, Hale, Pasco, Voorhees,
Carey, H: Patton, Walsh,
Chandler, Hoar, Pefler, Washburn,
Cockrell, Hunton, Perkins, hite,
Coke, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew,

el, Kyle, Ransom,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-six Senators having an-
swered to their names, aquorum is present. The Secretary will
iagaén call the roll on the motion of the Senator from Rhode Is-

and.

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll.

Mr.CAFFERY (when hisname was called). I am paired with
the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER], but under the arrange-
El}ent- 'I have with him I can vote to make a quorum. I vote

nay."” .

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I again an-
nounce m, irwith the junior Senator from Texas[Mr. MILLS].

Mr. GO N (when his name was called). I am paired with
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON], but under the arrange-
ment made with his colleague |Mr. ON] I am permitted
to vote to make a quorum. I vote ‘‘nay.”

Mr. HOAR (when his name was called).
the Senator from Alabama[Mr. PUGH].

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when hisname wascalled). I
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY], but I
have reserved the right of voting to make a quorum. I vote
i na .”

Mr. BLANCHARD. I wish to state that I voted on this roll
call, notwithstanding the fact that I am paired with the Sena-
tor from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN]. I reserved the right in
m§‘ pair with him to vote to make a quorum.

he result was announced—yeas 2, nays 35; as follows:

I am paired with

YEAS—2,
Dubois, Pettigrew.
NAYS—35,
Bea,nc.ky' George, McLaurin, Smith,
Blackburn, Gibson, Martin, Stewart,
Blanchard, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Turpie,
Brice, Gray, Murphy, Vest,
Caffery, Harrls, Palmer, Vilas, -
Camden, Hunton, Pasco, Voorhees,
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Pefler, Walsh,
Coke, Kﬁe, Ransom, ‘White.
Faulkner, Lindsay, Roach,
NOT VOTING—48.
Aldrich, Dixon, Jarvis, Platt,
Allen, Dolph, Jones, Nev. Power,
Allison, Frye, LOdDE?; Proctor,
Bate, Gallinger, McMillan, Pugh,
Butler, Gorman, McPherson, gua.y,
Call, Hale, Manderson, herman,
Cameron, Hansbrough, Mills, Shoup,
Carey, Hawley, Mitchell, Oregon Squire,
Chandler, HIngns. Morgan, Teller,
Cullom, % Morrill, Washburn,
Daniel Hoar, Patton, Wilson,
Davis, Irby, Perkins, Wolcott.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum having voted, the
Secretary will call the roll.
Mr. HARRIS. I know it is not in order now to make a re-

mark.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator can proceed by
unanimous consent. Is thereobjection? TheChair hearsnone.

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to siy that it was not my purpose to
get into any wrangle or to undertake to force reluctant Senators
to stay here; but I did appreciate my own duty to the extent of
desiring that we should remain here until 7 or 8 o’clock to to
make some progress with this bill; and whatever may be the feel-
ing that should exist in relation to the course of the other side,
I am not willing to subject that side or this to the inconvenience
of remaining here to send for absent Semators. Therefore I
move that the Senate do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 7 o’clock p. m.) the Senate
adjourned until to-morrow, lI'I.'mr-mlay, June 7,18%4, at 10 o’clock
a. m.
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
WEDNESDAY, June 6, 1894.

The House met at 12 o’clock m. In the absence of the Chap-
lain, prayer was offered by Mr. EVERETT, a member from the
State of Massachusetts.

Thed.] ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap-
proved.

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION FOR PRINTING AND BINDING.

The SPEAKER laid before the House aletter from the Acting
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an additional estimate
- of deficiency in the appropriation for printing and binding for

the current fiscal year, augmittad by the Public Printer; which
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered
to be printed.

SITE FOR MINT AT PHILADELPHIA.

The SPEAKERalsolaid before the House aletter from the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to House resolu-
tion dated May 23, information as to what steps have been taken
toward securinﬁ a site for the mint in the city of Philadelphia,
Pa., ete.; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria-
tions, and ordered to be printed.

NEW YORK AND NEW JERSEY BRIDGE BILL.

The SPEAKER alsolaid before the House a bill (H. R. 6448) to
authorize the New York and New Jersey Bri%ga Gomﬁzlmies to
construct and maintain a bridge across the Hudson River be-
tween New York Cityand the Stateof New Jersey, with amend-
ments of the Senate thereto. .

* On motionof Mr. DUNPHY, the Senate amendments were con-
curred in. i

Mr. DUNPHY moved to reconsider the vote by which the Sen-
ate amendments were concurred in, and also moved that the mo-
tion to reconsider be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Myr. ALDERSON, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of ab-
sence, for this day, on account of sickness.

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS.

Mr. GORMAN, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with-
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, papers
in the case of John Wagner, Fifty-second Congress, no adverse
report having been made thereon.

COMMODORE OSCAR C. BADGER, UNITED STATES NAVY.

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Mr.Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4683) for the
relief of Commodore Osear C. Badger, United States Navy.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ele., That the President of the United States be, and he is
hereby, anthorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of
the Senate, to appoint Commodore Oscar C. Badger, now on the retired list
of the Navy, a rear-admiral on said retired list, to take effect on and
the 12th day of August, A. D. 1885, the time of his retirement, he having
been at that date at the head of the list of commodores and first for promo-
tion, but was disbarred therefrom by the law requiring all oficers to be re-
tired at the age of 62 years. Upon promotion, as authorized by this act, he
shall be allowed the pay of a rear-admiral retired on account of age from
the date of the passage of this act.

Mr. SAYERS. Mr, Speaker, before unanimous consent is
given for the consideration of that bill, I would like to hear
some ex ation of it.

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Mr. Speaker, Commodore Badger
having served from his youth with gallantry in the Navy, and
having been frequently commended for heroic conduct, reached
that point in life where the law closed the door to promotion
on account of age. He was 62 years of age just two months

revious to the time when his promotion would have occurred.

e was the only one of his class and rank when that door did
close. He has at different times represented the United States
in several capacities, and has been obliged to expend large
amounts of money, both on account of wounds incurred in the

service and also on account of having been o , 88 com-
mander of our squadron at Havre during the French Exposition,
to entertain numerousdistinguished guestsat hisown nse—

for it is well known that our Government, unlike other nations,
- makes no allowance to its officers for such purposes.
Mr. SAYERS. The p of this bill is to put him on the

refired list with the rank of an admiral?

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. To puthim exactly where he would
have been in two months but for the facts I have stated.

Mr. SAYERS. Well, the same demand will be made from
other sources if this is allowed.

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. There can beno other similar cases.

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. It is the only case.

Mr.SAYERS. But I mean applicants below that rank.

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. There can not be any other.
This is a soli case. :

Mr.SAYERS. What is he g'ettinsg now on the retired list?

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. About $3,000, I think.

Mr. SAYERS. Asacommodore?

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Let me say to the gentleman
that the Senate passed this bill unanimously.

Mr. SAYERS. Under the circumstances, Mr. Speaker, I
must object.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-

rted that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill
S. 1424) to amend section 8 of ‘“An act to authorize the con-
struction of a bridge across the Calumet River,” approved March
1, 1893; when the Speaker signed the same.

JOSIAH B. ORBISON.

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 1279) for the relief of
Josiah B. Orbison,

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the rightof
objection.

The bill was read at length.

Mr.COOMBS. Reservingtherightof objection, I think there
should be some explanation of this matter.

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the report had better be read.

5 Th:éSPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the report will
e read.

The report was read at length.

Mr. ORE. Iwould like to inquire if this bill has been
considered ata Friday nightsession in tteeof the Whole?

Mr. PHILLIPS. No, sir. 2

Mr. MCNAGNY. I object, Mr, Speaker.

BRIDGE ACROSS MONONGAHELA RIVER.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the Senate amendments
to 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 Pennsylvania.

Mr. DALZELL., Mr. Speaker, I move that the House eoncur
in the Senafe amendments.

The motion w. d to.

On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion to reconsider the last
vote was laid upon the table.

OMAHA INDIANS, NEBRASKA. -

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6814) extending
the time of pa t to purchasers of lands of the Omaha tribe
of Indians in Nebraska, and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby,
authorized and d.{recmd to extend the time of payments of the purchase
money due for land sold on the Omaha ion under the sale
mada%y of **An act to provide for the sale ofa tof thereservation
of the Omaha tribe of Indians in the State of Nebraska, and for other pur-
poses,” approved August 7, 1882, as follows:

The time for the first ‘i;mymant is hereby extended until the 1st day of De-
cember, 1899, the secon xnymenl to become due in one year thereafter, and
the third ment to be due and payable in one year from the time fixed for
;%.10 ;ﬁm yment: Provided, That the Interest onsald payments shall be

ann

yanhel-Imasaldwmnnmotlnm are due; and the Sec-
retary of the Treasury shall retain in the Treasury all moneys heretofore
and that may hereafter be paid as principal under the act approved August
7, 1882, and shall pay over 5 per cent annually to the Secretary of the Interior
to beexpended by him ann for the benefit of said “:g}uuﬂ'l‘bed
in section three of said act, and the Secretary of the Treasury payallin-
terest that has been paid on land sold under said act to the Secretary ofthe
Interior, to be by him paid over to said tribe, to be distributed to the mem-
bers thereof pro rata by the agent of said tribe, and all interest thereafter
coming into the Treasury shall be pald over and distributed to said tribe
annually in Hke manner: Provided, That the sald act of August 7, 1882, ex-
cept as changed or modified by this act. shall remain in full force and effect.

Mr. COOMBS. Itseems to me that this bill is of sufficient
importance to require its consideration in the regular way. I
reserve the right to object until I can hear some explanation of
its provisions, or until the report can be read.

r. MEIKLEJOHN. The report is somewhat lengthy, andI
can explain in a few words its purport.

Under the act of 1882 a portion of the lands of the Omaha
Indian Reservation in Nebraska was sold, and the last payment
matured in 1885. In 1885 the time of payment wasextended one
year. In 1886 there was an extensionof time fwo years on these

ayments; in 1888 an extension of two years was grantfed, and
in 1890 an extension of four years. This bill provides for an
extension of three years, and its conditions are those contained
in the act passed by Congress in 1800, save and except the
amendments proposed by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs,
which are embodied in the bill. I ask consent that the bill as
amended be considered by the House at this time.
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Mr. HOLMAN. Mz Speaker; I hope the gentleman will put

into the RECORD the recommendation: of the .Commissioner of |

Indian Affaivs.
Mr. MEIKLEJOHN, Itisineorporated in the report.
Mr. HOLMAN. That is satisfactory:

The SPRAKER. Is there objection tothepresent considera~ |

tion of the bill? :
Mr, SAYERS. I wouldask: if this lias been reperted unani-
mously by the Committee on Indian Affairs?
Mr: MEIKLEJOHN. If was reported unanimously from the
Committee on Indiam Affairs and is indorsed by the Commis-
sioner of Indian Affairs. The Commissioner says:

The bill under consideration does not require the consentof the Indinns ta
its provisions, and whether its effects, if it should become a law, would be:
benefictal or harmfnl to the interests of the Indians, I deem it my duty to
note my objection to its W it shall be-soamended as-to provide
that it shall be of no force. until the consent. of the Indlans thereto
shall have been firstobtained in such manner and under such regulations as
the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe..

Mr. HOLMAN. And requires the approval of the Indiansbe-
fore its ratification.

Mpr. MEIKLEJOHN. The measure does not take effect until
the consent of the Indians is obtained. ’

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present cansider-
ationof the bill?

There was no.objection.

‘T'he amendments reecommended by the committee were read,
as follows:

Your committee recommesnd that the words ‘ ninety-nine;'" in line 12, be-
stricken out and the words:" ninety-seven " inserted.

Strike out in line 21 the word * thereof”” and insert the word * thereon:"

Add in line 30, after the word ''manner,” the following:

“ Provided, however; Thatthe interest of 5 3
the-payment of the purchass money is hereby extended. shall
taxation in the State in which they are situated, but any lien created thereby
shall be subject to thelien of the United States for the  unpsid purchase
money; but this actshall be of no force and effact until the consent thereto
of the Omaha Indians shall be.abtained in such manner and under suchreg-
ulations as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe.’™

The amendments were agreed to, and the bill asamended was
ordered to:be engrossed and read a third time; and being en-
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. MEIELEJOHN, a motion: torreconsider the
last vote was laid on the table:

EXPENSES OF COMMITTEE ON' NAVAL AFFAIRS,

Mr. CUMMINGS. I ask theadoption of the resolutionwhich.
I send to the desk. S

The Clerk read.as follows:

Resolved, That the expenses.of the:Committes.on Naval Affaivs, or of the
subcommittee designated torconduct the in tion ordered by: the reso
lution adopmm. 1804, shail be pald out of the e nt-fund of the
Honse; not £ #1.000; and the chairman of aaid: L orof such
subcommittes, is ‘to draw for the sameon the Clerk of the House,
in sums not exceeding 3500 at-any one time.

The SPEAKER. This resolution: is made necessary by thé
omission from the original resolution of the eclause-anthorizing
the commitiee to: draw the money. Is there objection to the.
consideration of the reselution? The Chair hears none.

The resolution was considered and adopted.

LEAVE: OF ABSENCE.

Myr: KILGORE, by unanimous-consent, ebtained indefinite leave
of absence on account of sickness in his family.

Mr. GARDNER, by unanimous consent, ebtained leave of ab-
sence indefinitely on aceount of sickness.

My, COX. T call for the re, order.

The SPEAKER. The:regular order is thecail of committees:
for reports.

UNITED: STATES COURTS AT LAREDO; TEX.

Mr. BAILEY, from the Commitfee on the Judiciary, reported:
back: favorably the bill:(EE R.7150) te-provide: for terms of the
cireunit and districti courts, for the western: judicial distriet of
the State of Texas to be held atithe cityof Laredo,and for other

urposes; which. was referred to the Committee of the Whoie.
House on the state of the Union, and the -aecompanying raport
ordered to be printed.

THIALS IN THE DISTRICT OF MINNESOTA.

Mr. POWERS, from. the Commiftes on the Judiciary; re-
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. T7293) to amend
chapter 167 of the acts of tha Fifty-first Congress, approved
1%’1!]1'11 26, 1800; which was referred to the Houss Calendar and,

th the accompanying report;, ordered to be printed.

REMOVAL. OF POSTAL EMPLOYLS.

Mr. DUNPEY, from the Committes on the Post-Office and
Post-Roads, reported bacle with amendment the: bill (H. R. 5294)
to: regulate: the removal of lefter-earriers; which: was referred
gthe.ﬂhnse(}alﬂndar; and the aecompanying report ardered to

printed..

and Post-
 increase the pay of letter-carriers; which was referred to the

PAY OF LETTER-CARRIERS.

Mr. DUNPHY also,, from the Committee on the Post-Office:
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6685) to.

Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and
the accompanying report ordered to be printed.
MINING €LAIMS.

Mr. WEADOCK, from the Committes on Mines and Mining,
reported: back favorably the bill (H. R.6558) to. amend section
2324 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to
mining claims; which was referred to the House Calendar, and
the accompanying report ordered to.be printed.

House bill No. 7123 and House bill. No: 7171, relating te. the.
same subject as the: bill just reported, were; inaccordance with
the recommendation of the committee, laid on the table..

PUBLIC' BUILDING AT WATERTOWN, WIS.

Mr. BRETZ, from. the Committes: on Public Buildings and
Grounds, reported. back with amendment. the bill (H. R. 2332)
for the erection of a public building at Watertown, Wis.; which
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the stata
of the Union, and the accompanying reportordered to be printed.

COLLECTORS: OF COSTOMS.

Mr. BARWIG, from the Committee on- Expenditures in the
Treasury Department, reported back adversely the bill (H. R.
4126) to anthorize and direct the Seeretary of the Treasury to
discontinue the officer of colleetor of customs at certain ports,
and for other purposes; whielr was laid en the: table, and theac-
companying report ordered to be printed.

REPEAL OF THE 10. PER. CENT TAX ON STATE BANKS.

TheSPEAKER. In pursuance of the erder adg}stied yester-
day, the House now [ ds to the considerationof the bill (H.
R..3825) te:suspend. the operation of the laws imposing a tax of
10 per cent onnotes issued during the period therein mentioned.
The previous g‘.‘;::stiom has been:ordered on the pending amend-
‘ments and on bill, but by unsnimous:consent debate is per--
mitted thismerning; the gentlemanfrom Georgia [Mr. TURNER]
being entitled to fifteen minutes, and the gentleman from Maine
toone: hour and: fourteen: minutes: The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Georgin.. 4 3

Mr: TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker; under the existing
tendencies and policies of this country its money has become:
concentrated in the hands of afew.. When, therefore, the panic
of last year eecnrred it was easily within the power of those few
when they became alarmed to withdraw their money [rom cir-

creditr promptly disappeared.. Qur system of business, having-
thus lost its lifébleod, lny prestrate and paralyzed. In thisex-
igeney: the banks of the: eountry made. certain. paper issues
amounting to about $40,060,000;, which sarved the temporary
purpose then needed, and enabled actual necessary transactions
te be econduocted. 5

__The Committee on: Banking and Currency have reported to:
the House, with their favorable recommendation, a proposition
torelieve from the penalfy the issnes thus made to:the ecountry
to: relieve its wants.

- My friend from: Tennessee [Mr. CoX] has offered an amend-
ment to the proposition of the Committee on Banking and Cur-
rency which proposes to abolish that penalty altogether. I
submit, Mr. Speaker, that if paper issued contrary to law and
circulated in the midst of a panic, when there was no other
money accessible—if that kind of money is entitled to a remis-

‘sion of the 10 per centl penalty, consistency would require: that
we should abelish the penalty and relieve such paper from it
when issued under ordinary-and normal conditions, and when it
“has to compete with the best money in the world.

In the early part of this century our publie men greatly dif-
fered about the competency of Congress to charter a national

banle. That contention was settled. by the Supreme Court in
favor of the power:. Therewasalso agreat differenceofo :
between our public men as to:-the power of the States to. r
banks of issue. Thateontention was alsosettled by the Supreme

Court in favor of the pewer.

In the ense of Maryland and McCulloch, the S’l{fn‘ema Court.
of the United States held that the Congressof the United States.
could noti levy a tax on a braneh of the national bank, because,.
arguing philosophically, as he alwaysdid, Chief Justice Marshall

|insisted that that power could not exist, because it would

the power to destroy the national bank. And yet, long after

Marshall was dead and his great colleagues on the bench had.

| disappeared frem the scene, that same high eourt, although if.

‘had deeided thafi the States had the pewer to-charter banksof

ji&sue, held nevertheless that Congress had the power to destroy

| that pawer by taxation.

culation. That state of things actually ocenrred; and private”
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The inconsistency is glaring. The amendment of my friend
from Tennessee [M{'. Cox] proposes to wipe out this discrimi-
nation and to restore to the States a function conceded fo them
by the highest court in the world.

How absurd, on the face of it, to concede that the States re-
served the power tocharter banks of issue, and never reserved
the power to protect them agaipst destruction.

But I have not time to elaborate thisargument. Mr. Speaker,
by the repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman act of
last year, made necessary by the existing panie, the Government
has ceased to add to the currency annually any sums commen-
surate with our increase of population.

By the terms on which the national banks do business, they
will soon reach a state of dissolution on account of the maturity
of their bonds; and the millions of currency which those insti-
tutions supply will have to ba retired. I ask, sir, is it not wise,
is it not a proper subject for agreement between all parties, to
anticipate that period, and provide for the country an adequate
banking system in advance of the emergency?

While I would not strike down these national banks, I would,
ere thay reach the period of their extinction, provide them
with competitors and also prudently provide their successors.
‘We may thus make the transition without shock or convulsion.
And the new banks of issue can enter the field before the veter-
ans are mustered out of the service.

Mr. Speaker, it has been stated on this floor that the banks of
the States have no adequate foundation for a safe and stable cur-
rency; and reference has been made to our past experience in
Buﬁ)ort of the apprehension thus expressed.

y honorable friend |[Mr. SPRINGER], the chairman of the
Committee on Banking and Currency, who has reported the
pending bill, and stoutly op 8 the amendment of the gentle-
man from Tennessee [Mr. CoX], has paraded here before the
House a large volume, in which he said it was necessary for
bankers to embody the information indispensable to the trans-
action of their business in the bank currencies of the States.
That volume, when examined, simply consists of the weekly

ublications which were intended as a sort of directoryor guide
or all the banks, and when compiled and bound fogether made
the large book which he displayed.

Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand now a volume which is nec-
esssu-g to the business of the national banks of this country, and
which is published semiannually as a guide and directory for

, these institutions.

It is simply one of the appliances of modern commerce and
modern banking, and indispensable to the business of the coun-

iry.

%Vh_v, sir, going bick to the period at which these banks were
in existence, it is only necessary to remind gentlemen that the
banks of issue of that era, with here and there a delinquentcor-
poration, furnished a currency that was asgood as any currency
which the country had ever seen in its history.

It was a currency which followed the experience of the first
half of this century. It was a currency bottomed on the expe-
rience that followed the panic of 1837. The banks which had
thus given credit to their currency were put upon a basis which
commanded the confidence and respect of all the world, and that
little discount of 1 or 1% per cent, to which the gentleman from
. Ilinois [Mr. SPRINGER]I?Gfel'red, was simply the rate of ex-

chia ¢ existing then on account of the conditions of trade then
existing.

Why, sir, at that time the rate of exchange between different
sections of this country and between all parts of the world was
hiih, and it was because commercial intercourse was difficult.

At this time transportation is easy everywhere, and the tele-
graph carriesnewson its wings wherever civilization exists; and
instead of the transactions between sections being conducted now
80 much'as in the old way, on the basis of actual money, the
principle of free and unrestricted commerce has enabled one sec-
tion to pay another in its products, and thus very little money
is necessary in the settlement of balances; and it is for that rea-
son that the rate of exchange has gone down, and not because
bank securities are any betier than they were before the war.

Let me illustrate that by the very example that the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] referred to. He says that
‘going back to the old State banking system is like going back
to the times when they had both State banks and *‘ prairie
schooners.” Mr. Speaker, hisown State would necessarily have
had fo pay a high rate of exchange on any bank currency, sim-
plrJ because ithad only the ‘‘ prairie schooner” and did not have

‘railroads and steamboats and canals; but the State of Illinois can
now pay its debts in New York by the easy and cheap shipment
of its wheat, bacon, corn, and other products. Such is the proc-
ess by which rates of exchange and interstate discounts have
almost disappeared.

But, Mr. Speaker, I need not pause to develop this argument.

It will readily ocour to any gentleman familiar with modern
methods. Is it possible that people who have made the most
wonderful strides in all other departments of life, have unlearned
the art of banking? Every commercial country has a system of
banking peculiar to itself, France, England, Scotland, and
Canada have various and safe systems of banking, under which
the commerce of the world is conducted. Are the people of
these States incapable of devising banks, and are they unworthy
to be trusted?

My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRos1US] stated the other
day that these issues of State banks would be insecure, because,
forsooth, they would in the Southern States ba predicated upon
their bonds, and amongst the rest he instanced the State of
Georgia as guilty of repudiation. It was a bitter, unthinking
taunt. The gentleman did not know what he was talking about.
The State of Georgia to-day is paying bonds issued in a time of
anarchy and confusion, under the administration of Governor
Bullock, simply because they appeared fo have been issued un-
der the forms of law; but on the investigation of the bond issues
of that period it was found that many of them were issued in vio-
lation of law and in violation of notice issued to all the world
by the treasurer of the State, and were delivered not to innocent
purchasers, but to those who had joined in the conspiracy to loot
the State. These latter bonds, so called, have not been paid.

Let the gentleman call it repudiation or what not; it has been
the very means by which these bonds of the State of Georgia,
that we are paying to-day,are worth in the markets of Pennsyl-
vania and New York as great a premium as the 4 per cents of
those States are anywhere in the world. [Loud applause on the
Democratic side.]

Sir, if these people, out of the relics of better days, out of the
ashes of their departed prosperity, could reinstate these great
Commonwealths and restore their credit and sell their bonds to
the world at a premium of 14 or 15 above par, [ ask if it is not
reasonable to suppose they are capable of conducting banking
operations. [Prolonged applause on the Democratic side.]

gl;,[ere the hammer fell.]P

2 . SPRINGER. Does the gentleman desire to proceed fur-
ther? .

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I would like a few minutes more.

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask that the gentleman from Georgia be
permitted to conclude his remarks. -

Mr. DINGLEY. Not to interfere with the time yielded to
this side?

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly not.

Mr, REED. I have no objection to the gentleman’s time be-
ing extended, provided the same time is given to the otherside.

r. COX. hy certainly, that is conceded.

Mr. WILSON o{ Washington. Mr. Speaker, does this require
unanimous consent? If this debats is to be prolonged through-
out the entire day we would like to know it. We have been
waiting for four days to call up the Indian a;;:propriati(m bill,
and we would like to know something about when we are going
to have an opportunity tocall it up. the consideration of that
measure is not going to be entered on to-day we would like to
know. I make no objection.

Mr.SPRINGER. I maketherequestthatthe gentleman from
Geor%i: be allowed to conclude his remarks, and that an equal
time be granted to the other side.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani.
mous consent that the gentleman from Georgia be permitted to
conclude his remarks, the other side being given the same ex-
tension as that which shall be used by the gentleman from
Georgia. Isthereobjection? [Aftera pause.] e Chair heara
none.

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I am greatly in-
debted to the House for this unusual privilege, and I shall not
abuse it. I shall not occupy but a moment or two more. I de-
sired to repel the intimation that the banks of the States would
issue anything buf a reliable and sound currency, based on se-
cure foundations, and upon the experience of modern fiscal insti-
tutions. I believe that the States will find that no other money
than that which is sound and safe will answer the demands of
their own business; and inthe nexfplace, if this money is floated
at all under the charters of State banks, it will be because, like
the issues of the banks before the war, it will have to compete
with the gold and legal-tender money of the country.

I favor the system, sir, because it enables the people of the va-
rious communities and localities to utilize their local credits. I
have no desire to make war on the national banks; they are ap-
proaching the era of their termination. But in any event [
would decentralize the power of these national banks and would
disperse it among all the people of all the sections of the coun-
try. [Applause.] We have, sir, inall those communities forms
of local credit which have been considered the basis of sound
banking throughout the world. We have State bonds that are
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above par; we have municipal bonds that are above par; and we
have personal credit under the liability clause of our banks of
jssue in the Southern States under which even the issues of
antebellum State banks were made good after the assets of the
banks had perished in the shock of a great war.

But important as this question is, I believe that the country
needs alsoan opportunity to prosper under other legislation now
pending in Congress. We stand on the boundary between two
eras. ‘There is the past—let us forget it, with its trials, hard-
ships, and bitterness! There is the future—let us thank God,
and go forward! The people are standing upon the verge, await-
ing the signal to enter upon new conquests and new glories!
And there is a hand which I know is-waiting, with ill-concealed
impatience, to touch the electric button which shall again set
in motion all the industries of this great country. God speed
the day! [Prolonged applause.]

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand, Mr. Speaker, that under the
arrangement I have control of one hour and twenty-nine min-

utes?

The SPEAKER. One hour and nineteen minutes. The gen-
tleman from Georgia occupied only five minutes additional.

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield four mfnutea to the gentleman from
Nebraska [Mr. MEIKLEJOHN].

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Mr. Speaker, I listened to the earnest
argument of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HARTER] yesterday,
to the effect that there was nodanger of returning to the State
bank system of a quarter of a century ago. I am not surprised
at the earnestness with which gentlemen Irom Georgia advo-
cate a return to the banking system of the fifties. I have be-
fore me the General Session Lawsof the State of Georgia, passed
in 1893. Instead of standing on theoriesadvanced by those who
advocate a return to the State bank system, we have before us
actual evidence of whatwe may expect in the way of State legis-
lation if this bill shall pass.

The act to which I refer is entitled ‘*An act to authorize the
issuance of circulating notes to the banks and banking associa-
tions of this State, to provide for the protection of the same, and
to provide for the protectionof depositors of such banks or bank-
ing associations, and for other pu s.” It was adopted on
the 20th day of December, 1893, Fr the Legislature of the State
of Georgia, in anticipation of the fulfillment of the Democratic
platform and the passage of this bill,

This act provides that the capital of every bank shall be paid
in silver, gold, or currency; that one-half of that capital shall
be kept on deposit in the vaulte of the bank for the redemption
of its circulating medium; that one-fourth of that capital shall
be invested in State and national bonds, and that one-fourth of
it shall be invested in municipal and county bonds of the State
of Georgia; that the amount of the capital invested in national
‘bonds, State bonds, municipal and county bonds of the State of
Georgia shall be deposited with the State treasurer, and that
upon it he shall issue a circulating medium amounting to three

es the amount of the capital held in the vaults of the bank
for the redemption of its cireulating medium.

To illustrate, if the bank is capitalized for 81,000,000, $500,000
would be kept in the vaults for the redemption of the circulat-
ing mediums; $250,000 would be invested in national find State
bonds; $250,000 would be invested in municipal and county
bonds. Upon those bonds there would be issued to the bank in-
corporated under this act, passed in anticipation of the passage

f tgois bill by Congress, a sum equal to three times $500,000, or a
bank with a capital of 1,000,000 would receive a circulating me-
dium of 81,500,000 of this State money. I wish to ask my friend,
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox], who is a director of
the %Ta.tional Bank of Franklin, how much of the money of a
bank organized under this law of the State of Georgia he would
desire to receive at the national bank in Franklin, Tenn.

Mr. Speaker, I wish to incorporate in my remarks five sec-
tions of this remarkable act which to-day is upon the statute
books of the State of Georgia. :

[Here the hammer fell.]

Mr. CABANISS. I wish to call the attention of the gentle-
man from Nebraska to another provision of the law to which
he has referred.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Nebraska
[Mr. MEIKLEJOEN] has expired.

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. . Inreply to the gentleman from Georgia
[Mr. CABANISS], who desires to call my attention to another
provision of this aet, I will say that I will print with my re-
marks the entire enactment.

Mr. CABANISS. I wish to call the gentleman’s attention
to the personal liability clause of that act, which makes each
stockholder personally liable to the extent of his stock for the
redemption of the bank issues.

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. To please the gentleman from Georgia,
The laws of the

I will extend in my remarks the entire law.

[ States under which wild-cat currenci was issued had the same

libility clause. The act passed by t.
of Georgia is as follows:

No. 344 —Circulation of notes by State banks.

An act to anthorize the issuance of circulating notes to the banks and bank-
ing associations of this State, to provide for the protection of the same,
to provide for the protection of depositorsof s bank or banking asso-
ciation, and for other purposes.

SecTION 1. Beit enacled by the General Assembly of G’eort'gt'a. and it is hersby
enacted by the authority of the same, That from and after the p: of this
act there shall be issued tothe banks and banking associations of this State
circulating notes upon the terms and conditions set forth in the following
sections of this act:

SeC. IT. Be it yurther enacted by the aulhorily aforesaid, That the
the treasurer, and the comptroller-general of this State be, and they are
hereby, constituted a com sion authorized and required to cause to ba
engraved and printed, in the manner best calculated ﬁﬁum ainst coun-
terfeiting, such quantity of circulating notes in the similizrude of bank notes
in blank of denominations not greater than $1,000 nor less than #1 as they
may from time to time deem necessary to c into effect the provisions of
this act, and of such form as they may prescribs. Before such circulating
notes, or any part of the same, are delivered to a bank they shall be num-
bered and regisiered in proper books to be provided and kept for the pur-
Eoee in the office of the comptroller-general, and shall be countersigned by

im in the presence of one or more of the commissioners, so that each de-
nomination of such circulating notes shall be of the same similitude, and
bear the uniform slﬁamre of such reglster. |

SEC. XL Be it further snacted by the authorily aforesaid, That whenever
bank or assoclation, now or hereafter chartered ‘h{)the laws of
State, shall desire to issue circulating notes, such bank or banking assocla-
tion shall make and file with the commissioners aforesaid a written a;:_?llu.-
tion, verified by the oath of the president and cashier, and of a mﬂo t{ﬁ
the directors of such bank or banking association mwmwum On 8
be shown: First, the name of such bank or banking a tion; second,
the place where its operation and business shall be carried on; third, the
amount of ita capital stock and the number of shares into which the same
is divided; fourth, a transcript of the record of such bankor banking asso-
clation showing the names and places of residence of the shareholders, and
the number of shares held by each of them; fifth, the amount of capital
stock actually paid by each shareholder on his shares of stock; sixth, the
compliance of such bank or b: assoclation with all other conditions
and requirements of this act necessary to authorize it to become a bank of
issue as herein rprovided; seventh, that such application is made to enable
it to avaii itself of the provisions of this act.

SEC 1V. Beit further enacted by the authorily gforesaid, That when such
application is filed, it shall be the duty of the commissioners aforesaid to
inquire into thetruth of the recital of such application, and they may re-
q of each or any of the shareholders of such bank a statement under his
oath showing his - cial condition, and may require of any officer or di-
rector any other or further statement under oath showing the financial
condition of the bank or of the shareholders.

SEC. V. Bait further enacted by the authorily qforesaid, That the capital
stock of such bank or banking association shall not be less than £25,000, bona
fide subscribed and tullg;gald in by the stockholders in gold, silver, or law-
ful currency of the United States. i .

BEO, VI Be it further enacted by the authority aforesaid, That one-half of
the cash paid in on the capital stock shall be set apart and kept on deposit
in the vaults of said bank as a fund for theredemption of the bills issued by
said bank, and shall be used for no other Rau.rpme. -

Sec. VIL Beit further enacled by the authorily aforesard, That the remain-
ing half of the capital stock so pald in shall be invested in valid county, mu-
nicipal, State, or United States bonds, as follows: Not less than one-half of
said sum shall be invested in valid State bonds or bonds of the United
States, but the balance may be invested in the valid bonds of any county or
municipality in this State: Provided, however, That none of s bonds are
below par of their face value: And provided furlther, That the commission-

e Legislature of the State

Vernor,

ers aforesaid shall approve such bonds.
SEC. VIIL Beit fu enacted by the authority aforesaid, That said bonds
when s0 purchased by said banks or b associations shall be ited

depos
with the treasurer of the State of Georgia and by him safely kept until the
same are released as hereinafter provided.

SEC. IX. Be it further enacled by the authority aforesaid, That when such
‘bank shall have complied with the provisions aforesald, it shall be the duty
of the said commissioners to issue to sald bank such an amount of circulat-
ing notes provided under section 2 of this act as will be equal to three times
the amount of United States legal-tender coins or currency deposited in said
bank under the provisions of sectlon VI of this act; the circulating notes
thus issued shall be of different denominations as the bank may prefer, num- °
bered, registered, and countersigned asaforesaid, and shall constitute a first
and prior lien on all the assets of the bank.

SEC. X. Be il further enacted by the authority aforesaid, That the cirpulat-
ing notes thus issued and put in circulation by such banks shall be promptly
redeemed and paid in legal-tender United Statescoinor currency when pre-
sented and payment demanded by the holder at the office of such bank, and
failure or refusal by such bank to so ptéﬁredeem and payits sald notes
on demand, as aforesald, shall subject it to allthe penalties and liabilities
now provided by the laws of this State.

SEC. XI. Be ‘urther enacted by the authorily qforesaid, That the bonds
deposited with the treasurer of this State and also the United States legal-
tender coin or currency set sgan and kept on deposit in the vaults of said
bank as provided in section VI of this act, and other assets of the bank
shall each and both be and remain security in pledge for the redemption and
payment of the c.I:cu,lah!.ng notes aforesaid, and as additional s&curit{ifor
such Eurposa the shareholders of sald bank or banking association shall be,
and they are, hereby made liable to the extent of the amount of their stock
therein at the par value thereof, in addition to the amount invested in such
shares, which liability shall be and remain an additional security for the
redem}:t.lon of such circulating notes, and whenever any impairment or
reduction of the funds in the vaults of the bank devoted to the redemption
of the bank's circulating notes shall occur, so that such fund amounts to
less than one-third of the amount of outstanding circulating notes, such re-
demption fund shall be immediately increased to an amount equal to one-
third of the outstanding circulating notes of the bank.

SEC. X11. Be it further enacted by authority aforesaid, That the personal
liability of shareholders tothe amount of theirstock, as provided in section
2 of this act, shall not ceass for the period of sixty days from date of any
transfer of such shares of stock bby them. .

SEC, XIIL Be it further enacted by the authoritly aforesaid, That such banks
shall at all times have and keep as a reserve in cash, an amouant equal
to at least 25 sar cent of the aggregate amount of its deposits in such bank.
The shareholder shall be personally liabie in an amount which together with
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the amount of their lability for the security of the e.lmnmﬂ.nsmmaxm Each State determined for itself the time formald:ng reports, and as

said, shall equal the amount of their stock in such bank at the par value | a nence the dates of the returns, which are given in the tables men-

thereof: Rowever, That such personal yishaﬂbrpledgoﬂ, tioned in certain years and for certain States by a period of sixand

?rst.,hior the s:ml:ticy of the circulating notes aforesaid, and subject there even ningn months. Nor isit &v:nuﬂa:l.r;mttgomor -%e

or the security of d tors. inel any instance, all banks of that State, unl it those
Src. XIV. Beit er enavted by the authority aforesaid, That whenever it | New England or of the State of New York. ™ i ot

shall a; to commissioners aforesaid that such bank has per- The several statements which have thus far been given in this report, to-

mitted reserve fund Iwm&yotw to fall below gnmmmm‘gmmmm appendix, are the only ones known to be in

the amount in section 13 of act, eommissioners shall at | existencs which t0 show the condition in f mywanrsnmamm

once notify sueh bank to make good such reserve; and if such bank shall | banks of the comntry, and the information they contain, th h

fail for thirty days thereafter to make good such reserve, the governor shall mumly eorrecs, 1s still valuable and nrmhsougmturby ters upon

direct the nmmay- ral to institute proceedings in the s r%g: and political economy.

or

sattlamant- of the affairs of such bank. MASSACHUSETTS.
SEC .Beumwnmmwaasumqumnmm n

SHOR WA oF P hondge depmiwdlg saldbank, as hereinbeforerequived shall | The first banking law, in 1829, provided that no bank should

D o B S e I S e oroy a1 | 'commence business until one-half of its capital stock was

glacasaldhmﬂswithgoodanﬂvﬂidbonds.ao that the yalue of bonds upmﬁoldandsilver ,deposited in the vault of the bank
eposited shall alwn&:nmm equal to the amount of the deposit required three com oners appointed by the govemor.

h’“’"% The act OI 1851 re d that k
"Bé it further enacted by the aulhiorityaforesaid, That thi S quire at no bank should organize with a
wm?ﬁ%&gﬂm u:g e?;eryd%n&z qf; may dsmg. bgﬁﬁ.? with mca;pzh:tnél thaﬁ:ilm ooodor b:;wreﬁthan $1,000, 000{ and that one-
TeASTIrer o act a power of attorney to o ca shoul paid in—mnot in gold and silver—
gggw“;‘: ﬁ‘mﬁwm e e m&“‘bﬁ and that the balance be paid in within one year after the bank
e e o
8 ‘When the bank transferred to the anditor the bonds of
Skc. XVIL Be it further enacted by the authorily That the bonds o
’3,5 mﬁéﬁmd mm mb’ 11 not be gd:::u::‘ :1mgam bank %inbylor dtoswn in Igle CammY z onwealthhor the bonds of the New
s Ve I o gland States, New York, or of the United States, in anamount
Rk e ittt FRA | of ot Lo 0,000 1nd ot oxceeding 2 por combof thecap
time af to snid commissioners to be turned into the State treasury | ital of the bank, notes and bills were issued to the bank in an
gl m ot%awrﬂmowonkams X vsbnt.m its outstand- | amount equal 0 the current market value of the bonds. The
& i m“%nmﬁﬁﬁmﬁ‘ﬂé banki la.ws were amended in 1852 by an act in which it was
S e I L S
n or same exsumna on of go silver in the vaults of the v the
satdl b “mum States S0 paid by such bank oF banking as commissioners, and that banks should notissue bills to an amount

SEc. XVIIL. Be it further enacied by the anfhorily aforesaid. That every | exceeding 25 pat' cent of their capital, should not apply to any

such bank shall make four quarterly reports each year to said - passage
M:Mgm&mymmh hm.wm:% baitkagior ihe Pk Eho Aok

shall be verified by the m{.l;:&t ]xaﬁdgflmgmm 2
attested tures least three irectors. Each such re- :
ort shaitlrthtbit detail and under ap heads the resources and Year. Number. m"-“"—l Specie. Capital.
mgéeso! cified S‘?M‘!]:gedu?gmbebynmmtrmmg{sam said
eTs 3 el
ars within ive 4ays after the recelpt of & request or requisition | 182. ... 4 mr| mumeae| smoeTer| w0
shermmm commissioners, and the same shal 853 __. = 143 | 25,620,472 8,781,765 49, 050, 175
tl'whichshﬂrll!'ssﬂﬂam 153 24, 803,758 3,828,408 54, 492, 660
xggm 162 23, 116, 025 4, 469, 402 58, 632, 350
ssﬁm’m}fommnxm {# hn. to call for special reports from % %%g 3,5!1.3;1? %%%
Ve power
any hnnkwhmmmthm t commission 174 | 20,839,438 | 11,112,716 61, 819, 835
same isn in order to a full and complete knowledge of the condi- 176 | 22 086,821 7, 532, 047 64, 519, 200
tlosgg:a h%ﬁ:mﬂnm by the autliorily aforesaid, That {t shall be 1861 illg %gﬁﬁ g;%'ﬁ g‘ﬁ?ﬁ‘g
the duty of the bank tnspector, now provided for e e el BT S S R 183 | 28,007,630 | 9,606,530 | 67, 544, 200
iRiS ey S SRk e OEY s S50 m&"mm@emmm RS T 183 | 2001247000 | 9)564,000 | 67,544,200
. therough examinationof the smnlrsatamh with fall er toexamine :
any of the officers or agents of such bank on oath; and make a full and
report of condition of such bank or banks to MATNE,
ﬂmg Be it further ﬁm Wgﬁm m&%smgg:; TS
lawful any such bank to loan more than 25cent 9 882 2622, 301 000
mammﬂmm to the officers directors thereof,or to loan a0 %’%m 1,132,610 %’%“m
more than 10 EOX' t thereof to any one of such officers or dlrectors. &0 4, 623, 906 1,163 522 B, 393, 369
ch XXI. ujﬁrﬁier enacted by the authority aforesaid, That it shall be 0 b, 057, 207 877,166 7,826, 302
untawinul for such bank to loan any of its funds to any person or persons on i) 5,077,248 753, 085 7,880, 704
the indorsement of an oltBoﬂom 73 4,641, 648 708, 143 8,135,785
Sec. XXTL. Beit furi Mﬂlmﬂﬂ'rﬂyq}' That officer, 70 2,964, 327 615, 41 7,614, 200
t, ordiractorotsnahbank, violating the provisions of section 8, 20 and 68 8, §36, 530 663, 754 7. 408, 045
Si mmmormhsr mmmmﬂamowieﬁmamwwm &8 4,148,718 670, 880 7, 606, 890
n mnto than FEES " ? r
XXIIL Be it enacted by the authorily af ‘thatngdlvi-
dg-dc. i - by P oﬂmﬂ. 69| 6,488,478 'm.n.sL 7, 883, 000
an laqnfo o5 cent%ta% eug_:mtshau :
Ermi':?“ oy huk.mdmcdvﬁmﬂahm NEW HAMPEHIRE.
time except from the net after ( therefrom 5 per cent of
the samse, tobamu to the %:ﬁ‘abwu provided. b okl 5 = . Ti e R,
of the bank 21 ttself of the privilege of doing business under 35| 8,021,679 180,239 8, 876, 000
of this act, be required to 36 3,079,548 176,434 3, 628, 000
and sufcient bond in an amonnte'i; 46| 3 589,482 236, 411 4, 449, 300
the vaultof such banks, and that this bond shall beconditioned on the a.n 49 s.wr’.m 236,013 4, 831, 000
faithful stewardship of said redem unntwmwbylaw an 47 2,280, 939 275,923 5, 041, 000
in all instances, sh % ome-nalf .s&‘l.d 3,115,643 204, 423 5, 041, 000
bond to be deposited the State treasurer and made payable g.? g,g:é 3"&,&’? z,gg,tm
She. XXV. mnwmmwwmmmm That all laws and 52| 2,004,408 318, 103 nmaiﬁ
parts of laws in eonflict with this act be, and the same are hereby repealed. 52 4,102, 034 350, 600 4, 678,700
Approved December £0, 1803,
Ivilla.lsainmr{:r&bainm remarks a ilation showing DM
the number of banks from 1855101883, with a brief synopsis of i
the laws under which they were incorporntad., ineluding capital,
o 2 1 Navrlx Ghel e ShaR, hir R wesn 2| Seeaw| Cimim| eitew
compiled by the Secrefary of the '.l‘realm'r{ save and except for 0 2, 886, 709 106, 680 3. 275, 656
+ such years as no statistics were re 42 3,704, 341 201,548 3, 603, 400
For those yearsI have compiled the dn.ta. fram Homan’s Mer- i 2:‘;&% zﬁ-g %ggﬁ
chants and Bankers’ Directo 41 3, 024, 141 178, 6556 4,082, 416
The Secretary of the Trea.sury, in speaking of the data on 46| 3,882 083 193.3% 4,029, 240
State banks compiled by him, says: ﬁ %&g ;%m &ﬁ%
- oy
One source of difenlty in for any specifieddate the condition 40 | 5681851 199,313 3,911, 000
of the banks of the country under the old system Hes in the fact that the 4| 5,022,000 199,000 &, 1,600
dates for which reports were Wmmtmhmmm




‘CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

1894. 5883
RHODE ISLAND. DELAWARE.
Year. INumber.|Circulation.] Specle, Capital. Year. Number.| Circulation.| Specie. Capital.
71| §3,822,814 B414,070 | 814,087,441 4 $770, 40 $205, 555 $610, 000
77 , 895, 520 250, 639 15,917,420 8 L 286, 138,367 1,843, 185
&7 | 5,085,078 312, 608 17,511, 162 10 1, 380, 991 90, 140 1,893,175
92| 5404104 385, 767 8, 682, 11 1,192, 204 051 1,498, 185
98| 5,521,900 548, 348 29, 275, 899 i1 1,394,004 146, 367 1,428,185
63 3,102, 661 570, 850 20, 334,777 i 1,240, 370 228 1,355, 010
&3 2,644,105 732, 622 20), 070, 741 12 960, 846 217, 842 1,638, 185
89 3,318, €81 608, 833 20, 521, 069 12 1,135,772 024 1,640,775
o1 8,558, 205 450, 929 20, 865, 569 8 675, 278 126, 614 1,088, 173
90| 3,772,241 471,581 21, 070, 619 6 445, 619 , 725 409, 865
90 8,308, 530 606, 977 21, 234, 529 5 678, 340 L1790 255, 000
88 | 0,413,404 505, 270 20, 890, 129
YLAND.
CONNECTICUT.
$4,254,412 071 930
51| 87,118,625 825,970 | §12,500, 807 4,018, 881 %ﬁm u&’,%m
53 | 10,224,441 1,145, 857 84 4,118,197 2,087,255 | 10,411,874
63| 11,219,556 1,207, 381 5,207, 983 3,398, 101 11, 202, 806
o8 8,871,102 £10,101 5, 155, 006 3,522, 601 12,297, 2768
71 9,197,762 1,006, 463 4,041,021 2,614,728 12, 451, 545
74 | 10,500,421 1,129,708 8,977,971 3,120,011 lémm 2
76| 5,880,247 915, 844 4,106, 869 2,779,418 12, 568, 062
74| 7,561,510 989, 920 3, 556, 247 2,267,158 12,567, 121
74| 7,702,436 950, 753 3,794,205 | 3,682,471 12, 155,979
75| 6,918,018 1,529, 855 6,640, 030 2,760,183 12, 112, 509
7| 13,8427 1, 433,009
GEORGIA.
KEW YORK,

The aggregate capital of a bank could not be less than $100,- | 1853 .. _______. 6| 84,201,004 | §1,443,714 3,810,400
000, anggthe bank was not to commence business until there was g :’rg&g }:ﬁ‘}g %3”3‘%
deposited with the Comptroller securities to the amount of $100,- 24| 10,002,809 |- 1,056,966 | 11,508,717
000. The bonds required to be deposited by the act of 1840 were 23 9,147,011 1,702, 108 15, 428, 650
bonds issued by the State, and in 1844 the Comptroller was au- o ] R L B i
thorized to receive bonds of the United States. 59 5798, 100 2211 974 16 . 566

The act of 1849 provided that one-hall of the security deposited 18 6,040,775 1,681,097 10, 357, 200
with the Comptroller for the circulation should be State bonds g 2%’% %%.% 10, gﬁ
and the balance bonds of the United States. The Compfroller L ! ?
was authorized by an act of 1848 to receive mortgages on real
estate in lieu of these bonds to the amount equal to one-hall of MISSOURL.

the cireulation of the bank, such mortgages not to exceed two-
fifths of the value of the land, and no one mortgage should be in
excess of #5,000. The law required that no bank should for a

of more than twenty days have on hand at their place of
business less than 12¢ per cent in specie of the amount of the
bills and notes of the bank in circulation.

Year. . \Number. Circu.lat-ion.l Specie. Capital.
232 | 27,311,954 | 810,730,634 50,026,740
257 , 934, 657 9,903,815 a2, 207, 216
312 | 32,573,180 | 14,169,905 79, 018, 980
329 31, 507, 780 13, 601, 565 83,773,248
338 31, 344, 003 10,910, 330 &5, 589, 590
an 34,019, 633 12, 868, 771 96, 331, 801
204 23, 800, 064 29,813, 421 107, 449,143
300 28, 507, 990 28, 335, 684 110, 258, 480
308 | 99,850,500 | 20,091,545 | 111,441,320
308 28, 239, 050 26,427,334 111,821,957
802 | 30,353,020 | 29,102,715 | 109,403,570
08 39, 182, 819 a7, 803, 047 108, 668, 297

PENNSYLVANIA.
o4 | §11,903,456 86, 685, 720 $18, BOS, 187
61 17,420, 348 4,831, 656 19, 768 864
o4 | 16,730,009 3,844, 602 19, 864, 825
71| 16,883,199 6,738,650 | 22,096,506
71 17. 368, 5,973,138 23,609, 344
76 | 11,610,458 | 4,580,528 25, 601, 439
&7 11,680, 480 11,345,538 24, 565, 805
90| 18,132,802 | 8,378,474 | 25 565 582
89 | 15,830,083 7,818,769 25, 808, 553
111 | 16,884,648 | 11,464,600 28, 135, 630
84 | . 27,689,504 9,467,234 25,017, 650
NEW JERSEY.
29 £3, 126,083 8877, 507 4, 115
a8 4,917,412 805, 553 5,?24%741
32 3, 652, 585 826, 452 5, 814, B85
35 4, 285, (79 782, 059 5, 682, 262
48 4,759, 855 840, 926 6, 582, 770
47 3, 305, 938 1, 308, 851 7,494, 912
46 4, T 952, 231 7,359, 122
49 4,811,832 940, 700 7,844,412
50 4,164, 799 1,049, 090, 8,246,044
51 3,827,535 1,493, 108 B, 258, 812
52 8,172,398 1,180,884 8,187,162

The minimum capital of a bank was 81,000,000, and the bank
was not allowed to commence business until one-tenth of the
chartered capital stock was paid in gold and silver.

‘The circulation was limited the first year to $2 for 81 of capi-
tal stock paid in, in gold and silver. After the first year and
within two years from the time of commencing business the
amount could be increased to $2.50 for each 31 of stock thus paid
in; and after two years the amount could be increased to $3 for
each $1 of capifal paid in, in gold or silver.

The amount of gold and silver on hand should not at any time
be reduced to less than one-third of the amount of the notes and
bills of the bank in circulation.

Each parent bank of one million of capital was authorized to
have not less than two branches, each with a capital of not less
than 100,000, and the aggregate of the same not to exceed two-
fifths of the capital of the parent bank. -

Each parent bank with a capital of more than $1,000,000 to have
not less than three = th a capital of not less than
$100,000, nor in the aggregate to exceed two-fifths of the capital
of the parent bank.

When $25,000 of the capital of the branch bank was paid in,
the parent bank was to furnish the branch bank with a like
amount in coin and the cireunlation for the branch bank would

then issue on the coin in the same ratio as the circulation of the
parent bank.

Year. Number.| Circulation.| Specie. Capital.
B s (] 427,720 | 81,253,811 ,210,
11 | 8| S| Threm| raves
1855 __ 6 1,460, 650 978, 491 1,215,398
1856 _ 67 2,805,660 4, 355, 050 1,215,405
1857 6 2, T80, 380 1,245, 184 1,215,405
1858 _ 10 1,718, 750 1,424,004 2,620, 615
1859 . 29 6, 069, 120 3,021,789 5, 706, T81
1860 38 7,884, 888 4,160, 912 9, 082, 051
1861 __ 42 8,204,845 3, 820, 530 11,133, 890
862 42 6,511, 851 2,967,108 11,249, 681
1863 42 4,037,277 3, 668, 017 11, 247, 681

LOUISIANA.

reserve with which to redeem the cir :
The minimum capital of a bank was $100,000.
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The circulation was based upon bonds of the United States, EENTUCKY.
the State of Louisiana, or the consolidated debt of the city of
New Orleans deposited with the auditor of state, and the bank Year Number.|Circulation.| Specie. Capital
received note or bills in an amount equal to the securities so de-
posited. :

The bank was required to have on hand atall times in specie 5| emin] s e
an amount eqima.l to one-third of all their liabilities, and the two- 84| 8,628,046 4,152,088 | 10,360,717
thirds of their capital invested in cie funds and bills of ex- g ;g %gﬂl&g t, 3&, 'iso 10, 454,
change maturing in ninety days which could not be renewed. 5| ‘Sescsm| 4oress ’ig: ‘;gg: e

B| e sl e
Year. Number.| Circulation.| Specie. . Capital. 8| 1089580 & 0 ion H 723,755
44| 7,405,015 | b5 991,015 3,453,308
20| 83,514,274 | 4,355,381 | §12,201,870 44 9,085,724 632,510 13,798,090
29| 4,409,271 | 5,946,990 | 10,034,130 s
19| 6,000,807 | 7,408,460 | 18,359, 251
19| 6,586,601 6,570,568 | 20,179, 107 TENNESSEE.
B Ghl he Ma
15| 4,330,624 | 10,370,701 | 22,800,830 3| #4,879,196 §072,084 | 3,460, 114
2 9,004,000 | 16,218,027 24,215, 689 28 6, 821, 836 1,983,700 6, 500, 872
18 | 11,519,813 | 12,115,431 24, 496, 866 32| 5,850,502 1,473, 040 6,717, 848
13| 6,181,374 | 13,656,058 | 24,634, 844 ﬁ g,i‘!]?.%g ég&&g %’ﬁ,ﬁ
38 B it e S L 39| 647282 | 2863018 B, 361, 857
34 5,538,378 | 2,267,710 8, 007, 037
VIRGINIA. a3 3, B44, 706 1,284,115 7,985, 143
~ 14| 4,510,006 | 55,266 3, 561,700
85| $12,020,578 | 3,238,874 | $10,583,700 s
55| 14,208,792 | 3,271,042 | 12,706,466
58 | 10,834,063 | 2.728,482 | 14, %‘ 838 MICHIGASN.
gg {% gé;:g g‘é'a'.’% .}f? §§; 863, - The minimum capital of any bank was 8500,000. The bank
62 | 10,347,874 2,710,777 | 14,651,600 | notes or bills were issued upon United States bonds, the bonds
gg lg E’fg;i"ﬁ %%% }4, % g‘g of the State of Michigan or of New York, either of the New
7 oy England States or Pennsylvania, Indiana, Illinois, Ohio, or Ken-
66| 19,817,148 | 3,017,359 | . 16,486,210 s . <
70 | 12,000, 8, 000, 000 8,824 250 | tucky, to an amountequal to the valueof the securities deposited
70| 12,000,000 (3,000,000 | 18,8%,250 | withthe State treasurer, which valuation was not to exceed 95 per
cent of their par value or 95 per cent of the market value in the
NORTH CAROLINA. city of New York for the four weeks preceding the deposit of
the bonds.
20| 84,2108 | 81,645,039 | 83,789.250 |  No bank was to commence business until securities to the
2; ;; ﬁ% ,‘;gf.‘% 3:2 i*g?g:% amount of $25,000 were deposited with the treasurer.
26| 6,607,762 | 1,201,436 5,205,073
Bl pme i) s
= 5 000, 4% 17085, 869 0,625: 7 Year. Number.| Circulation.| Specle. Capital
28 6,202,628 | 1,248 5% 6, 522, 200
30 | 5,604,057 | 1,617,687 6, 626, 478 5 020, 951 #161 453
31 5, 218, 508 1,059, 715 7,863, 466 £ 1140 ) 2361, 228
82| 4,500,000 [ 1,500,000 7,985, 000 7 :,%aso 257, 672 1,000 118
L 32| 4,500,000 1,500, 000 7, 985, 000 8 500, 942 s o 416
4 573, 840 152, 080 730, 438
SOUTH CAROLINA, 4 670, 549 92,762 841,480
4 364,676 23,770 851 804
3 331,678 42,018 745,304
9| $7,050,573 | 81,600,550 | 89,825,685 4 107 24,175 755, 465
18| 9,715,783 1,621,973 18, 073, 580 2 47,510 28, 389 250,000
Bl e rmm) ses gomE| e SR
20| 10,654,652 | 1,107,774 | 14 837 e42 ! Jied 436,000
Bl SmE| pmm aee e
Bl W@ TR HEE ) by e actot 1955, a bank was raguired to
\ s 5 952, By the act of 1855, a bank was required to have atleasta cap-
o 730000 TEXNS| iheom | ital of $50,000. When bonds of lTaitel Siat arar sty Hiass
to the amount of $50,000 were deposited with the State treasurer,
! the bankreceived in notes and bills 2100 on each 2110 of the bonds
: 80 ggﬁosited. The entire circulation of the State was limited to
2 £183, 640 832, 876 €300, 000 | $6,000,000 and the circulation of any bank to $200,000.
2 116, 250 55,071 425,000 L
3 300, 000 73, 000 525, 000
8 300, 000 75, 000 525, 000 Year. Number.| Circulation.] Specle. Capital.
ALABAMA, 14 3,772,108 1,245, 407 2,083, 007
2| 2,763,015 | 81,175,107 | 82,000,000 i g’ﬁgﬁg i'%&?ﬁ E’%"%
3| 817,487 | 1,125,054 2,100, 000 50 | 8165856 | 1,804,357 7, 281, 934
4| 2,382,176 1,125, 490 2, 206, 400 46 | 4,516,422 1,599, 014 4, 045, 325
4| Bde7, 22 1,274,944 2, 297, 800 46 | 4,731,705 1, 420, 070 4,123, 089
4| 38,177,234 1,189, 312 2, 297, 800 40 | 8,863,076 | 1,261,720 8,595, 622
6| 2,581,701 1,302,312 3,235, 650 87 5, 379,936 1,869,000 | + 3,617,620
6| 6,651,117 | 8,571,056 3,663, 490 87| 5,300,246 1, 663, 540 4,343,210
8| 7,477,016 | 2,747,174 4,901, 000 89 | . 5,735, 201 2, 208, 648 4,744, 570
8| 5055222 | 2715119 4,976, 000 87| 6,844,700 | 4,577,250 4,579,985
8| 4,000,000 | 2 000,000 4,900, 000 87| 6,782,800 | 3,455,781 5, 492, 835
8| 4,000,000 | 2 000,000 4,900, 000 s
- MISSISSIPPL WISCONSIN.
The aggregate capital stock of a bank was not to be less than
1 £161,080 | ..ocn .o $118,400 | $25 000 nor more than $500,000.
- Py i3, S Y0108 |  When the bank deposited bonds of the United States or of any
1 221,760 8,063 240,165 | of the States with the treasurer of the State the stock was to be
1 324,080 7,744 240,165 | valued on the basis of quotations in the city of New York for the
1 %% 7.% 1 m;% six months immediately preceding the deposiy, and notes and
4 1,000, 000 50, 000 *g38.000 | bills were issued to the bank in an amount equal to the valua- -
4 300, 000 50, 000 800,000 | tion of such bonds.
: %% %‘% g"% The bank was allowed at any time to withdraw the bonds of
4 200,000 50, 000 400,000 | the United States and of any State held for the security and
redemption of the bank circulation, and substitute in lieu
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thereof the bonds of any railroad company incorporated within
the State, such subst.itu{ion not to axg::d One-ﬁf of the bills

or notes issued to the bank. The bank could commence busi-

per cent of all deposits made in
reserve of 25 per cent in notes an

ie, and for other de tsa
bills of the bank, pes

ness whenever securities herein described, to the amount of Year. Number.| Circulation.| - Specte. Capltal.
$25,000, were deposited with the treasurer, irrespective of the 2
i d up.
amount of capital paid up 12 8563, 806 €955, 545 $460, 450
: | soeras| rmas| 7o
ital » 'y
Year. Number.|Circulation Specie. Cap! 14 1:810.000 560, 000 ' 290
10 8485, 121 8182, 482 8300, 000
23 740,764 594,895 | 1.400,000 i
82 1,060, 165 531,713 1,870, 000
49 1,702,570 542,038 2, 955, 000 70 | ®11,545,105 | &2, 800,902 7,818, 761
66 2,018,071 576, 543 5,515, 000 68| 11,373,210 | 2,691,819 7,115,111
o8 4,605, 170 708, 009 7,995,000 63 9,830,008 | 2,319,064 3;,013. 164
108 4,429, 855 419,047 7,620, 000 68 8,074, 132 1, 690, 105 168, 581
| tUSIR| ons| Ssorow o| obums| owsd| e em
s k 3 'y
67| 1,600,000 265, 000 3,473,000 49 e,aggim %m,m &mm
53 g,mosm 1,845, 441 6,707, 151
s Bl el pemal owm
o . 25| 951700 | 36o504| 5005950
The law provided that no bank could be organized with a cap- 55 9,057, 837 8,023,285 5, 674, 000
ital of less than $25,000.
When the bank deposited with the State auditor bonds of the riaats
Uniltfii States or of any gt the St.a.tfl}la, %gt%s weae msut’e;:l to t.bg
bank in a sum equal to the value of the bonds so deposited, base =1 78R 9,531 1.702. 456
on the quotation of the bonds in the city of New York for the g ',',;ﬁ,ga;m ';135:1 ‘ggﬁ"m
six months preceding their deposit. Theissue oi the circulation 36 3,420,985 759, 474 3, B40, 046
was unlimited, and a bank could commence operation as soon as g g.%gﬁ;] g.gg l‘i.g‘lmﬁg
a deposit of bonds was made and the bank bills issued, irrespect- b 5. 707,048 260) 585 4000 334
ive of the amount of ital stock paid up. 74 981,723 228,812 5, 251, 225
eap pend 1D 04 1?2010,837 302, 005 6,750, 743
19 o By T e Ll e Sy T
Years. Number.| Circulation.| Specie. Capital. % 619,286 104, 018 804, 846
)
2 18, 643 $15,272 850,000 o]
Bl gm im) .
i ) 136, 395 000
7 198, 404 25, 658 318, 000 é wﬁjﬁf & 5, 683 15, 000
2 23, 346 6,620 56, 000
] 600, 000 100, 000 400, 000
I0WA. : [ 600, 000 100, 000 400, 000
4 1 18, 000 5,627 594, 000
The required capital stock of a bank was not less than 850,000 1 16, 000 5,627 52,000
which was fo be paid up in cash, and bonds of the United States
or of any State to the amount of 850,000 were deposited with the
avditor, on which was issued notes and bills to the amount of 90 i i G e
per cent of the valuation of such bonds, to be determined by .
quotations in the city of New York for thirty days next preced- g %‘% m% ‘}:ﬁ%
ing the date of their deposit. 5 850, 000 800,000 | 1,282,300
The bink was tokeep on hand at all times an amount of specie g g% g% :‘293-%
sufficient to redeem all bills or notes ‘‘as may be presented at 5 350, 000 200, 000 ,:ﬁm
the place of payment.” They were required to keep a further b 850, 000 200, 000 1,282, 300
and additional reserve on hand at all times in specie equal to 25
Table showing the aggregats number of the Stats banks and their principal resources and liabilities from 1834 Lo 1863.
Principal resources, Principal nﬁbmues.
Years. _bNo.k of ot ot
" [Panks. iy oans and Due from| Real es- (V088 08| Specie Other re-| Capital | Gircula- Due to | Other 1i-
! discounts.| SLOCKS. [Chans tate, g:.{lg funds. | SPecle. | onrces. st:gck. tion. | DePosits. | panpe | abilities.
B0G324, 110, 400( 84, 113, 105 827, 329, 645310, 850, 090/%22, 154, 019826, 641,753 _.______ $1, 723, 547/$200, 005, 044| 804, 839, 570| 875, 668, 986 826,602,203 . ______
704 365,163,834| 9,210, 579| 40,084, 038| 11,140,167 21,086,301 3,061, 819,843, 037, 4, 642, 124] 231, 250, 337 108, 692, #19, 320, 475
713) 457, 506, 080| 11,709, 319/ 51,876, 955/ 14,194, 375 32, 115, 138 4,800,076 40,019,504| 9,975,226 251,875, 202/ 140, 301, 25, 099, 234
788 525, 115, 702 12,407, 1121 59, 663, 910| 19,004, 451| 36,533, 527| 5,860, 500( 87, 915, 340 10, 423, 630/ 200,772, 091 149,185, 385, 560, 289
820/ 485, 631, 637| 33, 008, 604| 58, 195, 153| 19, 075,731| 24,904,257|  904,008] 5, 184, 112| 24,104, 117, 317, 636, 78| 116,138, 910 59, 995, 679
492, 278, 015| 30, 128, 464| 52, 898, 357| 16,607, 832 27,872, 766| 3,0612,507| 45, 132, 673( 28, 352, 248 227, 132, 512 135, 170, 62,046, 248
462, 806, 523| 42, 411,750, 41, 140, 184| 29, 181, 919] 20,707, 3,623, 6741 83,105, 155| 24, 502, 580, 338, 442, 692| 106, 068, 43,275, 183
386, 487, 662| 64,811,135 47,877,045| 83, 524, 414 25,643, 447| 3,168, 708] 34,813,958 11,818, 609 313, 608, 059] 107, 290, 214 42, 806, 226
223 057, 560| 24, 585, 540| 80,752, 496| 33, 841, 988| 19,433, 74| 3, 115, 827| 28, 440, 423 s,laﬁ,sn| 260, 171, 83, 734, 01 12,775, 106
254, 544, 037 28, 380, 050| 20, 668, 284| 22, 828, 807| 13,808, 677| 6,578, 375| 83,515, 806 13,343 509 228, 861, 58, 563, 7,857, 033
264, 005, 814 22, 858, 570/ 85, 860, 030| 22, 520, 863| 11,672, 473| 6,729,980/ 49, 898, 260! 12, 153, 693| 210,872, 056 75, 167, 5,842,010
288, 617, 131] 20, 356, 070/ 29, 619, 272 22, 177, 270| 12,040, 6,786, 026/ 44,241,242 10, 072, 466] 206,045,969 89, 608,711 B, 853, 002
812, 114, 404| 21,486, 834/ 81,689, 046| 19,090,000] 12,914,423 8,388, 478( 42,012,005 7,918,591| 196, 894, 300 105, 552, 5,331,572
310,282, 845( 20, 158, 351| 81,788, 641| 21,219, 865{ 13, 112, 467| 13,789, 780{ 85, 132, 516| 12, 206, 112| 203, 070, 622 105, 519 4,706, 077
844, 476,582| 26,498, 054| 88, 004, 525] 20,530, 955 16,427, 716| 10, 489, 822 46,360,765 8,229, 682 204,838, 175/ 128, 506, 091 5,501, 401
832, 828, 105 23,571, 6575| B2, 228, 407| 17,491, 809] 12,708,016 8, 680, 483| 43,619,308 7,065, 463 207,300, 361| 114,743, 415 6, 708, 357
864, 204, 078| 20, 606, 759| 41,631, 855| 20, 582, 166{ 16, 303, 280| 11, 603, 245( 45, 370, 345| 11, 040, 548) 217,317, 211| 131, 366, 525 8, 835, 309
413,756,799 22, 388, 50,718, 015 20,219, 724| 17, 106, 083| 15, 841,196 48,671,048 8,035 072 227, 807, 558| 155, 165, 251 6,438, 327
408, 043, 758! 22, 284, 602| 48,920, 258' 10, 180,071} 80,431,180 ___._..___ 47,138, 3,873, 571| 207, 908, 519| 146,072, 28, 024, 350
557, 307, 779| 44, 850, 30| 55, 516, 085| 22, 867, 472| 22, 659, 086| 25, 579, 253 50, 410,253) 7,589,830 201, 376, 071| 204, 659, 207 13, 439, 276
576, 144, 758| 52,727,082/ b5, 738, 735| 24,073, 801| 23, 420, 518| 21,935, 738| 53, 044, 8, 734, 540 177,288| 186, 952, 15, 599, 623
634, 183, 280| 40, 485, 215/ 62, 639, 725| 20, 865, 867| 24, 779, 049| 10,087,710] 59, 314,063 8,882, 51 874,272 195, T47, 12, 227, 867
684, 456, 887| 59, 272, 320| 65, £49, 205 26, 124, 124,008| 25,081, 641| 58, 349, 838( 5,920, 834, 686/ 214, 778, 19, 816, 850
583, 165, 242/ €0, 805, 260| 58, 052, 802| 28, 755, 834| 22, 447, 436| 15, 880, 441| 74,412,832 6,075, 006( 304, 622, 700( 155, 208, 344 169, 875/ 14, 166,713
657, 183, 709| 63, 502, 449| 78, 244, 987| 25, 976, 407| 18,858, 280| 26, 808, 822(104, 537, 818| 8, 828, 041| 401, 976, 242] 193,306, 818 651 15,048, 427
691, 945, 5801 70, 344, 343 67,235, 457| 30,782, 131 25,502, 567/ 19, 331,521/ 83, 594, 537| 11,123, 171| 421, 880, 095| 207, 102, 477 14, 661, 815
el Sy a0 L) 2ol b L) T EY BT e e
848, 601, 853180, 508, 260| 96, 934, 452| 31, 880, 405| 58, 164, 328) 46, 171, 13%‘.5"}.3& é’,ﬁ ! 045, 820| 238 677, 21 ) 814, 145
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Mr. DINGLEY. I now yield to the gentleman from: Pénnsyl-
vania [Mr. BINGHAM].

pe
[Mr. HALL of Missouri withholds his remarks for revision.
* See. Appendix.]

‘Mi. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. ROBINSON],

[Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania withholds his remarks for
revision. See Appendix:]

Me. DINGLEY. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from,
New York [Mr. COCKRAN]. 3

Mr: COC . Mr. Speaker,; under ordinarycircumstances
I 'would deem it my duty to support the amendment submitted’
by the gentleman from Tennessee: [Mr. Cox], fo repeal the tax
of 10 per cent imposed upon notes issued by State banking asse-
ciations. I ean not support it at this time, because, while I be-
lieve that to.supply a paper: currency is essentially the task or

vince of banking associations; and that the Government
should be divorced from any power of supplying paper moneyin
the form of its own debts, yet while the Government's circula-
tion is in actual existence, filling the channels of commerce to
their utmost capacity and often to overflowing, I do not believe,
_there is room in our commercial system for a new form of cur-
rency:

Ir {he greenbacks and Treasury notes were withdrawn from
cireulation:it:would be: the duty of this House to immediately
adopt some such measure as that proposed in the amendment of
the gentleman from Tenuessee to the pending bill, and thus
throw back upon commerce through the banking institutions:
created by commerce the business of supplying the circulating
medium, which is the lifeblood of commerce. Money should
bear to commodities that relationship which commerce finds
necessary for the circulation of industrial
only:method by which the. proper volume of currency can be
determined isthe demand for money which glways makes itselfl
feltin the banking instifutions of ‘the country:

Commerce always demands the money which it needs to ac-
complish the circulation of commodities, and the amount which:
is. unnecessary to that purpose it can always draw from the
capital of the country, swalPi.ug. the volume to meet the neces-
gities of trade and reducing the volume when the demands of
trade are diminished.. The operations of trade make manifest
the amount of circulating: ium:that may be necessary to the:
transaction of business; and the business:of banking is to ascer-
tainthe requirements.of commerece in this respect and to supply
them.

But when the Government has choked the channels of circu--
lation by the issues of pa%m money, in the formof its own prom-
ises to pay, there is no channel open to a currency based upon
private capital, and, Mr. Speaker, it is only because I believe
conditions do not now exist-in which the form of curréncy con-
templated by the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee
can find room for eirculation in this country, that I oppose the
amendment which he has offered. If the wag-ware clear for the
adoptioniof such a form of currency it would, in my judgment,
furnish amgle-maa-us-by which these great neeessities of com-
merce could be properly supplied.

Mr. O;&TES. ill the gentleman allow me toaskhim one

aestion?

‘Mr. COCKRAN. IITcan havean extension of time..
Mr. QATES. Itisasimple one. I'desire toask youw if this.

repeal would not be a step in: thedirection of’ accomplishing: |-

directly what you suggest?

Mr. COCKRAN. Ibelieve it would be-a:step in the opposite
direction; and it is for that reason I oppose the adoption of the
amendment. I the gentloman will gi%a me-his attention I will
state to him precisely what I'mean by that. You have nowin
existence apaper currency furnished bythe Governmentwhich
carries with it a.legal-tender quality: ;

Its amount does not depend. upon.commercial e neies: It
remains the same whether the volume of commodities in eireu-
Iation be 100,000,000 or $500,000,000. Itismadea fixed amount,
by operation of law, by an enactment passed at a.certain. time.
It has no reference to existing conditions; and as conditions:
changeevery day it is:impossible-to establish by a rule-of' law:
theamountof currency that may benecessary to supply the vary-

ing;axlf:mlas of trade.

Now. ti&pmed this amendmentto simplyrepeal amethod:
of taxation. for its-object the reservation to.the banks:
chartered -by- the National Government: of: the: power to.issue
paper money.

[Here the hammer fell.]

[Mg{ B]INGHAM withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- |
ndix.

roducts; and the |-

Mr. DINGLEY.. I yield two minutesmore to the gentleman.

from New York.
Mr: COCKRAN. Whileths conditionsunder which.the Gov-
ernment assumed. the function of supplying mr money: have:
tis still tained. I be-

l:mmedf awug. the power to supply i

ieve that the national-bank notes are utterly inadequate to the
necessities of the country. The system is utterly indefensible.
You can not reconcile it with any principle of sound finance or
economic laws. It was establis as a war measure, a device
to take the gold from the banks for the use of the Government,
the Gevernmentindorsing the paper of the banks in return for
the amount of gold or coin which it had obtained from them.

That. system ounght not to have existed one hour after the
safety of the Government had beenrestored. The interference
of Government with the supply of currency is a. monstrous
wrong. Ifisafountain of evil, a peril that hangs like a cloud
over the commercial system of this country. But it exists; and
my objection totheadoptionof the amendment of the gentleman
from Tennessee is that you leave the cloud undispelled; that you
leave the peril hanging over our commercial system; that you
leave the fountain of evil undisturbed, and yet proceed to %ur-
ther complicate our financial system by establishing a new form
of currency which is irreconcilable with the existing monetary
system, vicious and indefensible though that system may be.
Such a course could result only in confusion and disaster.

Mr.: TERRY. What about the platform?

Mr. COCKRAN, Theplatform demanded the repeal of this
tax, and I'believe in the platform; butI do not believein repeal-
ing the tax haphazard. I believe in removing every trace of'
the conditions under which that tax was:'imposed. I will go
with the gentleman hand'in hand to do:ithat. Follow me, and
we will withdraw and cancel all these Treasury notes; we will
establish a currency based upon the wealth and the commerce
of the countt'y, promoting and facilitating the exchange of com-
modities, giving to trade the circulation that is necessary to
enterprise and prosperity.

ere the hammer fell.]
- DINGLEY. I yield three minutestothe gentleman{rom
Pennsylvania [Mr. HICKS].
Mr, HICKS. Mr, Speaker, the people of this great country

‘love their national money. The national money has endeared

itself to the hearts-of the people by reason of its-solidity and its
permanency, and because they know it is founded upénstability
and sftands as firm as the foundations of the:Government itself.

. Itdsfounded upon our-national debt, and so long as notes are
issued upon that debt whiclh' is' pledged: to be:redeemed by the»
faith:of this'Government, so long  will the national currency be
regarded by the common mple of the:countryas being the. :
money; that we have ever ,-preferable even to gold or silver.

The measure under consideration, torelieve the certificatesof
the New York Clearing House. and like institutions: from the !
burden of the payment of the 10 per'cent tax intended to belaid
on State bank notes, is a proper measure, and one that must
commend itself fo the fair-minded of all parties.

Itis in no sense a political question; and the circumstances
that called for the issuing of the certificates it is now proposed
to relieve were of an extraordinary character,and when consid-
ered justify and commend the measure to us as a proper one, as
such taxation was not the intention of the law. e proposed
amendment to the bill is quite another matter; intended as it is
to remove the 10 per cent tax imposed upon the notes of State
banks, it is a direct thrust at the present monetary system, and
especially the national-bank system of the country; and anyone
who balievés in and is favorable to anational eurrency can not
view the amendment with-any degree of favor.

‘Sufficient unto the day, is the evil thereof” is an old maxim
that is supposed to meet the ordinary reguirements of every-
(;.g.ﬂy life; yet such a maxim will not apply to the necessary de-

and arrangement of a. financial system or policy of a great
country, such as ours now is and as we expect it to be. The
national-bank system or law is far from being perfect; indeed,
im some of its provisions-it is justly complained of, but so far
as it'ismational, and: issues notes under the direction, super-
vision, and’ anthority of the National Government, it ds to be
commended; and with proper amendments removing the objec-
tionable features: it can be made the- best of any system that
can be-devised. In so far as the national-bank notes are con-
cerned, unfortunately for the country the day is not far dis-
tant when the bonds on which the notes are based will be paid
off, and we will be.compelled to look for other securidies than
those of the National Government, on which the present issue

I'o.!‘not.aa:is based.

There is no question: but that onr national banking-system is.

flmrtain.ly.tha.mstwu have ever had in the history of the natiom,
.and can be made the best of any system in the world; andsurely.

no sane man or sound financier can advance or contend with any
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degree of belief in his own theories that the substitution for a
national eurrency of forty-four different kinds of currency, or
as many kinds as we have States in the Union, regulated by
forty-four State Legislatures, each with its own ories of
currency and the usesof money and financial management, would
better the financial condition of the country or give a better
medium of exchange for our commodities than our present sys-
tem, and such a substitution will be so replete with danger and
ineonvenience and so subject to the whims and fancies of theo-
rists and speculators that men who have the best interests of
the country at heart can not contemplate the proposition for
such a change with any butthe mostseriousforebodingsof finan-
cial disaster.

The old State bank system was so bad and unsatisfactory in
its day that the recollection of itis painful to comtemplate, and
it must be remembered that our country thencontained but one-
half tle population, and did not transact more than one-third
the business that is now transacted, and in that day the one-
half almostof the time of a busy merchant was taken up in the
examination of Bank Note Reporters and Detectives, and keep-
ing himself posted as to the various State banks, their capital,
resources, and value of their paper. It would be impossible
now, in our present manner of doing business, to conduct the
ordinary daily business of this country with g medium of ex-
change similar to that of our old State banks.

The enactnentof an interstate-commeree law toregulate com-
merce between the States proves the r: with which weare

they should be—almost entirely obliterated, and if the necessi-

ties of commerce between the States for the purpose of trans-

F porting merchandise requires an interstate law enacted by Con-
gress, how much more necessary it is that the monetary system
of the country, in which all the people (not merchantsand bank-
ers alone) are intarea’oed, should be national in its characterand
regulated by Congress, and as a bushel of wheat is a bushel of
wheat in New Orleans, San Francisco, Chicago, and New York,
so should a paper dollar be, and the identification of the one in
its quality and worth should be as easy and as visible to the
sense as the identification of the other.

When the national debt is paid, there will ba no good reason
for not continuing & national system, and continuing a
national currency, but where, Mr. Speaker, is the necessity of

| paying off the national debt? Why not continue it asone of the

rmanent things of the country, for the express purpose of
gamg- a national currency upon? We can certainly secnre no
bettex basis for an issue of currency than our national debt, and
if' it ia not large enough, who can offer any good reason why it

should not be increased, and when could there be a better time |

for-increasing the national debt than the present?
It is a fact well known that the entire country is now suffer-
ing from such a stagnation and cessation of business enter-
s as has never before been known in our history, and
m all sources we hear complaints from thousands of anxious
and willing workers with no work to do. Indeed all sources of
industry seem to be paralyzed. Then why notthe Government
commence & system of internal.im&wvemen‘s; erectpublic build-
ings in cities where they are needed for the proper transaction
of our postal and other public business; e and improve our
Navy; aid in the maintenance of a public-road system in the
country; widen, deepen, and improve our harbors; make navi-
gable our great rivers; strengthen our seaccast defenses; con-
nectthe Ohioand the Missizssippi and the Great Lakes by acanal,
and also the port of New York with the lakesby a canal; largely
improve and make safe the levees of the Missinggi, and pro-
tect the people of the low lands of thae country bordering on its
banks—as they should bz—at publie expense: %:it. the cheese-

paring and niggardly e that is now being practiced
and adhered to, and tga large aﬂniol the unemployed of the
country could at once be put to work and prosperity would again

be our guest. The country is inneed of internal imprevements,
especially % roads and improved facilities for cheap trans-
pormition. : not comn:ftn;%a-the worl at once and thus setthe
pace for re P
I hardly expect, E Speaker, the Demoeratic party to be equal
to this emergency; they have brought the country, by their
threats of free eand ma.nn.qement. of our business affairs
and dalliance with important public measures, to its present un-
fortunate condition; and as an additional menace it is mow pro-
Eﬁed to further unsettle the business of the country by destroy-
g our banking system and by flooding us with currency whose
owner and sponsor would in many cases be hard to discover; and
the attacks that have been made upon the national banking
system by gentlemen upon the floor of this House proves that
heresy of *“States rights” still has alodgment in the hearts
and minds of the Bourbon Democracy; and it.is again proven
that experience fails to be a teacher to some men. We can

advancing, and in a business point of view State lines are—as|

the 10
by processes that have their

hnrdlyexpectprm&rerl and progress to again become our per-
manent guest unt: th?Govemment. is directed by the grand
old party, who believe in a nation superior to the State and not
a nation subservient to the State.

The present law could be amended so as to permit State and
municipal bonds to be substituted for national bonds, and these
could be accepted by the Comptroller as a substitute for the na-~
tional bonds that are now used as the basis for the national cur-
rency, and in addition to these, we have the wealth of the moun-
tains of Nevada, California, and Colorado, with their inexhaust-
ible silver mines, the product of which can be placed in the
vaults of the Governmentas bullion, and by deducting a reason-
able per cent of its market value a3 seeurity against deprecia-
tion, the Government eould issue its notes on this bullion, and
thus aid the silver producers of the country by making it also,
as it always has been, a basis for our national currency.

This question, Mr. Speaker, is one of importance to all the
people, and if the good sense and fertile genius of our people
remain, we firmly beliéve that State bank notes will never
again be substituted for notes issued by national authority, and
sufficient ways and means will be found upon which to base a na-
tional currency and to continue a system that makes our money
as national as our flag, and one that meets the requirements of
every business interest of the enfire country and satisfies and
protects all the people. d

The proposed bill is a just and correct one, and should receive
the approval of this House; the amendment is vicious, a direct
thrust at the prerogative of Congress, a step backwards, a res-
urrection and rehabilitation of the pernicious doctrine and fal-
lacyof “*State rights” that we fondly believed, and still believe,
wasforever settledat Appomattox. Ourcurrency must continue
to be as national as our tf ,and he who undertakes to make it
different or otherwise commits a erime against our best inter-
ests, and against the common people of this great nation, whoas
much deserve protection as the holder of the bonds or the ma-
nipulators of the stock marketsof the world. With a well-regu-
lated national currency in the hands of the people it is forever
beyond the control of speculators, Shylocks, and plutoerats.

Mr. Speaker, with the destruction of our industries, the re-
peal of the laws insuring honest and fair elections, and now by
an attack upon our monetary system, this Congress and the
Democratic party is making a record that only awaits the ap-
portunity for the people to register their condemnation of it;
and they will again relegate to therear a party that has proven
itself to be so utterly incompetent and unable to diréct and con-
trol the affairs of the people of this the prondest and greatest
of all nations. [Applause.] ]

[Mr. MAGUIRE addressed the House. See Appendix.]

Mr. DINGLEY. Iyield fifteen minutes tothe gentleman from
New York [Mr. QuUiGG].

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, behind this proposition to repeal
per cent tax on the issues of State banks there is another
idea than that of affecting valuesand of adding to aman’s wealth
arallel only in the tales of the
Avrabian Nights, and that is the idea of State rights. It must
be evident to everybody who has followed the course of this de-
bate that as many votes will be cast here in behalf of the pend-
ing amendment to vindicate Calhounism as to placate Coxeyism,
though both of these motives will be curiously mixed in the
same minds.

To argue to the avarafe Southern Democrat the folliesof Cal-
hounism is, I know, as idle as to protest to the raven that its
plumage is too dark. The answer in each case will be, “I can
not help if; I was made that way.” But allowing for the devo-
tion which every Southern Demoerat must feel in behalf of the
principle for whieh he has sacrified so much and got so little, if
1s still fair to ask him to give occasional consideration to the in-
terests of the country &s a whole, and to the fact that in our
trafiic with one another we know nothing of State lines or of any
limiting condition, political or physian

And this brings me to remark, Mr. Speaker, that it is a con-
stant allegation in the course of these finaneial debates that New
York does not understand the South and West; that it does not
know how big the country is, how vast are its resources, how
immense its opportunities, how numercus its needs, and how
diverse the interests of its people. But that is a great mistake,
and you have only to reflect a little to see that it is a mistake.
In fact you have only to ask yourselvesthis singlequestion: Have
{913 any need that you do not promptly communicate to New

ork? Is there any interest of yours for which you do not seek
the capital of Wall street? Is there any State west of the Alle-
ghenies or south of the Potomac the rivers of whose prosperity
are not fed by the springs of New York? ]

The hip and sectionalism, whether they come with
an apology or a defiance, that have been so often heard in these
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financial debates, are a grave menace to the true interests of

the country.

When the gan'blema.n from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], for in-
stance, asked his yassociates to vote on a question affecting
the currency of the people, not as the representatives of an en-
lightened public sentiment, but as the blind slaves of a party
caucus, he made a demand which their intelligence should have
scorned and their patriotism should have spurned! When the
gentleman from Nebraska |'er. BryAN], who I hope is going to
vote right on this Emposit on, asked you to vote on the seigni-
orage bill, not as Americans, but as Western men, he appealed
to a sentiment and sought te revive here a feeling which, God
knows, has done this nation injury enough. When partisanship
and sectionalism are the grounds on which gentlemen claim sup-
port, they furnish the best reasons in the world why they and
their schemes and their leadership should be repudiated. ?

Mr. Speaker, this country of ours is suffering just now from
abad case of mentalmyosis. Itisepidemic. Itseemsnotmerely
to shorten the vision, but to intoxicate the brain and to pro-
duce a general disquietude and a disposition to quarrel with
everybody and anybody who seems to be the least bit prosper-
ous. It was this spirit, gentlemen, that gave office to the Dem-
ocratic party in 1892, Tt is this spirit to which those gentlemen
over there are indebted for the seats they occupy—for their 100
ma{orit{l on the floor of this House. It is this spirit against
which the people of the country are now protesting when they
say to you that if you do not want to lose your jobs any more
than they want to lose theirs, you will have a care what kind
of values you reduce.

The Democratic party, Mr. Speaker, went to the country in
1892 as the organ of unrest. ey were willing to mean any-
thing that anybody wanted they should mean; and if he did not
know what he wanted, they were willing to mean that, too.
And the scale was turned in their favor by that weird combina-
tion of restless characters who never know when they are well
off—who do not like the sunshine because it is too warm, nor
the shadow because it istoo dark, nor the storm because it is too
violent, nor thezephyr because itis too gentle —who have neither
memory to tell them of the past, nor foresight to warn them of
the future, and who go upon the theory that whatever is is
wrong!

The spirit of socialism gave office to the Democratic party and
holds them now to their bargain. They must make war on
vested rights. They must make it expensive to be frugal.
They must bridle sagacity and curbenterprise. By some means
or another they must contrive to render sloth as profitable as
industry and to guarantee to extravagance all the rewards of
thrift. They are under bond to do the wild and reckless things
which the spirit of socialism, called by various names, imagines
to tend in these leveling directions. oudon’tdare to do them
L?ddressing the Democraticside]. Youdon'tdare nottodothem.

ou advance and you retreat. You circle this way and you

circle that, a plague to those you menace and anexasperation o

those that ery you on!

Mr. Speaker, I appeal to the conservative instinets of the
House against this legislation. There is no need for it. The
Democratic party can not afford it, Do you gentlemen who com-
pose the majority imagine that you can afford to earn a larger
measure of public distrust and apprehension than you have al-
ready excited? During the few brief months of your existence
as a government you have laid a paralysis upon the productive
forces of the people.

. At that very second of time when it appeared that the Demo-
cratic party was in a position to Iga.ss a law—when it was plain
that it had secured not only the Presidency and the House, but

the Senate as well—when from the legislative entanglements of

the Western States there issued enough Democratic Senators to
make a sure and sufficient Democratic majority in the Senate—
at that very second of time the fires were drawn from under the
furnaces, the mill wheels slowed down, capital went into retire-
ment, and the working people of the country began to receive
envelopes that contained, not a pay check, but a notice to quit.

It was your constant allegation when the Republican party
was in control of public affairs, that its policy fostered ** strikes.”

Well, if it is any comfort to you, you are entitled to the ad-
mission that labor is not * striking " much now. There are few
sounds of labor controversies now; and the few we hear are
sounds, not of manly contention, but of abject despair. The
workingman, with an American President and an American
Congress hewing and slashing at the foundations of American
industry, is not erect upon his feet demanding his views of his

rights.
i:stead he stands in pitiful destitution, calling out for work,
work for any length of time and at any price for his labor. Do
{;}u gentlemen think that this is the tlgne to send the country
to another financial crisis? Do you think that this is a time

to rush the country forward to the point where the creditor
classes will be demanding Told contracts and the debtor classes
will be compelled to pay with gold and sell for whatever they
can get? {ou do, go ahead with your schemes to inflate the
currency, but know theforfeit. There is justone thing that can
happen to the Democratic party worse t what is going to
happen anyhow. It must be defeated. It may be annihilated!
[Alpp]auso.]

Mairet.urn the remainder of my time.to the gentleman from

ne.

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr.Speaker, there seems to be entire agree-
ment between gentlemen who support the pending amendment
looking to the restoration of State banksof issue and gentlemen
who favor a national system, that banks of issue are indispensa-~
ble in any currency system adapted to modern business.

This is an important recognition of the fact universally re-
cognized by all practical financiers, that modern business can
not be successfully carried on with coin alone. Coin is indis-
pensable as a measure and basis, but iv is too cumbersome and
100 expensive for the gigantic exchanges of the civilized coun-
tries of to-day. Not only that, but its volume can not readily
respond to the fluctuating demand for a circulating medium.

BANKS IN MODERN BUSINESS.

For that great volume of eirculating medjum needed to rep-
resent consumable wealth inthe process of distribution and ada
tation to meet the wants of men—a circulating medium whic
is practically redeemed in the equivalent of coin, when such
consumable wealth reaches the consumer—there is no currency
comparable with that issued by banking institutions. If is re-
sponsive to the demands of business as no other circulating
medium can be, provided the banking system is so adjusted that
it is for the benefit of the bank to increase its circulating notes
when business desires to have them, and for its interest to re-
deem them when business does not want them. Such circulat-
ing notesare the most economiecal cireulating medium known to
man—ifar more economical and convenient than gold or silver;
and in proportion as they are used a smaller amount of coin is
required.

redit notes issued by Government are more expensive than,
and not so well adapted for use as a circulating medium as the
circulating notes of banks. They can not be elastic, for the
reason that they can not be issued in response to the demands
of business, but according to the necessities of the Treasury.
They represent debt—wealth consumed, not wealth existing.
Their value depends upon coin redemption by the Government,
and experience shows that such redemption too frequently fails
at the critical time. They become the football of a class of poli-
ticians, who carelittle and knowless about the principles of sound
finance. While for the present we shall retain in our volume of
circulating medium our Treasury notes, which are practically a
forced loan, yet their presence compels the Government to doa
banking business atgreatexpense and much peril to our finances;
for the reason that a government whose notes represent wealth
consumed requires a much larger gold reserve than doesa bank
whose notes represent wealth in process of distribution.

In addition to these objections to the issue of Government
credit notes in time of geace, there is the further objection
that the nation saves nothing, even temporarily, by so doing.
For on every dollar which it issues it must bear the expense
of the interest on the necessary coin redemption fund, which
is 1 per cent (one dollar fold redemption fund for every three
dollars of notes issued being the minimum of safety for further
issues), and must lose the 1 per cent tax on bank circulation, as
well as the 14 per cent municipal or State tax on bank shares
which represent Government bonds that are non-taxable except
when invested in the capital stock of national banks, makin
a total cost of 3% per cent in addition to the cost of issue an
maintenance, when the Government can borrow all the money
it needs for less than 3 per cent.

Some idea of the extent to which banking facilities furnish
substitutes for money in promoting exchanges, thus rendering
less and less coin necessary in business, and of the magnitude
of the saving to the people thereby, may be obtained when I
mention the fact that, according to the reportof the Comptroller
of the Currency for the year ending October 1, 1892, the national
banks of this country received $120,000,000,000, four hundred
millions per day, and disbursed the same, and that only 10 per
cent of the amount, forty millions per day, was in money of all
kinds, and only 1% per cent, or $6,000,000 Eer day, in coin.

In the same year these banks issued thirteen thousand mil-

lions in bills of exchange for the purpose of eflecting exchangex
between distant points, with the use of very little money.

It must be borne in mind that the chief part of the loanable
funds even of banks of \issue is not their circulating notes, or
even their capital, but their deposits drawn from every class of
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society, and consisting mainly of money that would have been
idle if banks had not inspired confidence and drawn it from pri-
vate hoards. Thus of the twenty-eight hundred millions of
loanable funds of national banks, eighteen hundred millions are
commercial deposits, and only two hundred millions circulating
notes. Savings banks in 1892 received seventeen hundred and
fiftty-eight millions of deposits, and private and State banks ten
hundred and sixty millions; making a total of forty-six hundred
millions of deposits in all kinds of banks, available in large part
as productive capital, .and practically performing monetary
services. .
OBJECTION TO BANKS OF 1S5UE,

But, Mr. Speaker, it is objected that banks ought not-to be

trusted with the control of any part of the volume of the cur-
rency.
W{o is it that ought todetermine what the volume of cur-
rency is that any people desire? Can I determine? Can you?
Can a majority of this House determine beforehand the volume
of money that is required at any'stageof business? We cannot.
No body of men was ever wise enough to determine it. What
does determine then, in any sound currency, the volume of cur-
rency required for business?

‘Who, in free coinage of gold or silver, determines what the
volume is that shall coined? It is the demand of business
which determines it. When there is a demand for more coin
the private owners of the coin take their bullion to the mints,
where it iscoined. Doesthe Government determineit? Notat
all. The private holders of bullion determine it; and they are
moved by demand.

All that Government has to do with coinage in such cases is
to place upon private bullionastamp certifying it has the weight
a.ng fineness required by law, which makes its value accord with
the denomination indicated by the stamp.

So, under a paper currency, whether representative orcredit,
the demands of business should determine the amount which
shall be issued; and when you have a system of banks of issue
that responds to the demands of business (and it will do so when-
ever there is a profit in it), when there is more money needed,
then more will issued by the banks, because each bank can
tell what the business demands are on it. Theg can make a
profit upon it; and when business does not demand it, it will be
returned to the banks and redeemed, because the holders do not
need it. That is a sound currency system, elastic, flexible, and
responsive to the demands of business.

All that Government has to do with it is to regulate and con-
trol its issue and so %uard itsredemption and convertibility as to
inspire confidence that it is the equivalentof value of the stand-
ard coins which it professes to represent; and that control of
Government is as indispensable as the control of coinage.

Hence I say that no Congress, and no body of men, however
wise, can determine the volume of currency that may be needed
atany time. The demands of business determine that, and it is
only through banks of issue that you can have the demands of
business determining the volume of currency, outside of coin.
And the demands of business also determine the amount of coin
that should be in circulation at any time.

It all resolves itself into that, and gentlemen who declaim
about national bankers, or any bankers, controlling the volume
of currency, forget that in issuing circulating notes by banks, as
well as in coining money, it is the demands of business pressing
upon the issuer of money, whether for coining, or upon the
banks that may issue, that determine whether they will issue
more. And if they can makea profit—in other words, if business
demands it—they will issueit,and if business does not demand it
they will draw it in, because all the fime that it remains out
and is not being loaned and in use it subjects the bank to ex-

nse. .

1 repeat, therefore, Mr. Speaker, that it is to me an encour-
aging indication that so large a proportion of the membership
of this House seem to accept the view not only that capital in-
vested in banking institutions is subserving an important pub-
lic interest, but also that banks of issue are indispensable for the
issue of that portion of the volume of our currency that gives
elasticity to the circulating medium.

WHO SHALL CONTROL BANKS OF ISSUE.

The point at issue is whether banks of issue shall constitute

one uniform system under national control, or, in whole or in

rt, forty-four different systems under the control of forty-four
ifferent States.

THE NATIONAL SYSTEM REQUIRES MODIFICATION.

Mr. Speaker, those who favor one uniform national system do
not by any means desire to be understood as intimating that the
present national system does mot require important modifica-
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tions in order to adapt it to existing’ conditions. For the con-
ditions axistin% at the time of its establishment, it proved
remarkably well adapted, especially afterit was made a free sys-
tem. Those who opposed itwhen {b was established came after-
wards to recognize its wonderful strength. Senafor, now Min-
ister Bayard, of Delaware, voiced the judgment of the ablest
statesmen when he said in 18382 that it was the best banking sys-
tem ever established.

In the progress of time, with the scarcity and high price of
United States bonds, which have rendered the-issue of circula-
tingnotes profitless, it has inevitably become inelastic, and re-
quires not an abandonment of the national system, but such
changes as will: make it responsive to the businessrequirements.
Gentlemen who complain that in certain parts of this country
the unnecessarily large security required under the present
requirements for the issue of circulating notes renders the sys-
tem unadapted to their situation should unite in supportin
such changes in our national system as will remove these diffi-
culties, instead of proposing to discard that system and flee to
forty-four State systems, which, from the nature of the case, can
not furnish a safe, convertible,economical, and uniform cur-
rency.

I c%nfess that I can not understand why gentlemen who com-
plain that the unnecessarily large security required by the na-
tional system renders it impracticable to use it in many partsof
the South should so generally be found opposing amendments
reducing this security ; and especially why thosegentlemen are
ready for a State system like that of Georgia, which allows an
issue of circulating notes to the extent of three times the capi-
tal of a State bank, yet oppose allowing a national bank to issue
notes to the extent of more than 80 per cent of the capital.

One thing is certain, and that is that it requires less security
to make circulating notes safe and convertible under a national
than under a State system, because in the national system every
bank must receive the notes of every other national bank at par,
while this would be impossible under forty-four different State

systems.
CIRCULATING MEDIUM SHOULD BE NATIONAL.

Mvr. Speaker, the control of the circulating medium, whether
coin or paper, should rest in the nation. That the framers of the
Constitution so intended has been amply demonstrated. -That
our experience with State banks of issue before the war and
our experience with the !preacnt national system have demon-
strated the superiority of the latter can not be successfully con-
troverted.

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HARTER] yesterday asked why
the nation should regulate circulating notes of banks any more
than the character of tallow dips. I was astonished at the par-
allel, for the gentleman is too well versed in finance not to ap-
preciate the fact that the regulation of the circulating medium
is a very different thing from the regulation of any article of
merchandise. Itisa very different th nﬁ even from the regula-
tion of checks or bills of exchange, for they do not possess the
circulating quality.

‘Whatever possesses the circulating quality,i. e., isaccepted at
par by all persons within our nation in exchange for their pro-
ducts and passes from person to person by simple delivery—and it
needs not the legal-tender quality to thuscirculate—is an instru-
ment of inter-state commerce which the nation alone can prop-
erly control: indeed, to all intents and purposes, is money.

A circulating medium confined fo a State, if that were possi-

ble, would be a curse and not a blessing. It would be far worse

than the restriction of the navigation of vessels to the waters of
the State of originor the stoppage of through trains atthe State
border and the transfer of freight and passengers to cars ron-
ning only in a single State. You can not have a local interstate
commerce nor a good currency that shall be simply local. Gen-
tlemen who have invoked a State currency that can not cross
the border, ignore the fact that trade is interstate, and a cur-
rency which is subjected to discount whenever it leaves the
point of issue subjects the people of the State which uses such a
currency to pay just as much more for everything they buy as
their currency has depreciated.

Convenience and economy demand that currency shall be uni-
form, and be subject to the same regulationsand have the same
value in Maine as in Georgia, in Texas as in New York; and it
is utterly impossible to have circulating notes issued by forty-
four differert States uniform in value all over the Union, asthe
national-bank currency is.

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HARTER] asked yesterday if
the people of a State are not as well qualified to regulate banks
of issue as the General Government is to regulate it for them?
That is not the question at all. The people act through the
General Government just the same as they do throu%h the States.
It is a question of in what direction the people shall act. Inthe
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matter of currency, just as in the matter of interstate commerce,
it is the duty of the people to act through the nation, and not as
in loeal matters to act through the State.

The people of Georgia are just as ably and faithfully repre-
sented upon this floor as they are in the Legislature of Georgia;
only they are dealing here with national matters, and in the
Legislature they are dealing with local matters. Currency is a
matter of national concern—not simply loeal; and no State Leg-
islatures have any more to do with a circulating mediuvm than
they do with the maintenance of an army, or the establishment
of a navy, or the regulation of interstate and foreign commerce.

SAFETY AND CONVERTIBILITY.

Mpr, Speaker, no bank notes, no paper money, is good which
is not believed by the people to be both safe and convertible—
sure to be paid finally, and cerfainly exchangeable for coin,
and in all markets in all parts of the country for products at an
equivalent of coin. And nothing can give that assurance but
actual provision by the issuing bank or other authority forsuch
redemption and conversion.

‘We have tried the national-bank notes for thirty years; have
issued fifteen hundred and twenty-one millions of them; they
have everywhere been received at par, and no holder has lost a
dollar by them. Woe tried the Statesystem for more than thir
yearspreviously fo the inauguration of the national system, an
millions upon millions were lost to the people through their is-
sues of notes.

There was nota year that the notes of nearly every State bank
were nof at a discount of from ¢ to 20 per centin the commercial
centers outside of the State where issued. The losses by dis-
counts and brokerages, as well as by failures, were enormous.

Business was seriously interfered with by the fact that the oir-
culating medium outside of coin was so poor. :

The exrensa of the unsatisfactory State system was enormous.
In bills of exchange alone it is stated that under the national
system the saving is one hundred and twenty millions per an-
num, arising from the fact that the banks now are under one
uniform system, in close correspondence, and under the super-
vision of one head. Counterfeiting was encouraged under the
State system by multiplicity of issues.

But it is said that the States will be wiser now, after their sad
experience jn the past, Does the State banking law enacted by
the last Georgia Legislature, the provisions of which have just
been stated, justify this assumption? The difficulty, however, is
not in want of wisdom; it lies inherently in a policy which pro-

oses heterogeneous and diverse legislation by Legislatures that

ve not had the opportunity to practically investigate the sub-
ject, or that find their judgment overborne by tﬁ clamor of
communities who look upon themselves as debtors and other
States as creditors. .

It is certain that Congress, acting for the whole nation, with
the eyes of the business men of the whole country on them, will
frame one banking law more wisely than some of the Legisla-
tures of the forty-four States.

THE CENTRALIZATION CHARGE.

It is charged that the national banking system is the cause of
the tendency of capital and currency to center in great commer-
cial centers; and to substantiate this charge, a table of loanable
funds in the national banks, savings banks, ete., on the 30th of
June, 1893, from the last report of the Comptroller of the Cur-
rency, has been frequently referred to:

regate capital, surplug, undivided profits, and individual dsposils af

T able showing, by States and Territories, the population of each on June 1, 1593, and the a
national and State banks, loan and trust and

0,
y the average of these per capita o
population, and the per capila averages of such resources f pe y

vate banks in the United Stales on or about June 30, 1893;
'n each class of banks and in all banks.

- Loan and
> Al National State [ o8 Savings | Private
Population banks. banks. Lom- panks. banks.
States and Territories. June 1, 1803,
Avel Ave Avera| A A A
Capital, ete. |norcq t.a.l'percap ta. [per ca] mmuﬁuwmﬁmnum
084, 000 $80,707,745 |  $135.10 343,14
385, 000 102, 646, 545 286, 80 43,89 |
333,000 47, 883, 258 143.79 55, 08 3
2,462, 000 803, 901, 450 826,52 122,40
357, 000 142, 208, 067 387.73 121.29 .48
791, 000 218,071, 008 275, 69 82 57 9.91
6,811,000 | 1,830, 080,870 291.55 83.82 41.15 !
1,557,000 138, 820, 792 87,58 48,05 6.56
5, €00, 000 635, 096, 309 113,40 61.96 10,57
175. 000 15, 630, 358 89,31 44,17 12.53
Maryland. .o 1,089, 000 110,307, 805 103. 27 53,18 8.54
Distriet of Columbia 260, 000 22, 304, 276 £3.14 L0
1, 608, 000 44, 829, 571 26,13 12.76 18,32
800, 0u0 20, 621, 043 28,28 12.80 15. 40
1, 638, 000 18,167, 178 7.80 4.95 2,84
1, 184, 000 19,010, 617 16.08 6.99 1.79
1,917, 000 38,014, 463 19. 83 5.45 12.41
437, 000 624,908 19.74 15.11 2,89
1,582, 000 14, 144, 814 8,04 6.66 1.04
1, 852, 000 12, 162, 893 9.13 2,38 6.77
1, 160, 000 38, 032, 893 2278 20,00 10,78
Sy 2. 286, 000 78, 245, 261 20,70 27.27 .51
1,222, 000 357, 230 6.83 2.73 3.78
1, 905, 000 78,573,841 41,40 18.79 22,61
i) Gmel =s) aal gh
3, 804, 000 246, 557, 236 64.81 40.35 10.50
2, 950, 000 78, 054, 820 35.00 23.25 5.95
4,119, 000 285, 184, 145 €0.23 41,82 .89
2, 257, 000 130, 848, 877 58, 50 2490 | - 31.95
1, 826, 000 97,715,823 53,51 23.24 26.00
1, 982, 000 128, 873, 045 62,49 23,54 12.88
1, 498, 000 110, 205, 433 73.62 25.02 23.55
1,518, 000 52, 407, 761 34,63 22,31 12,82
1, 305, 000 B1, 135, 798 62.17 30.58 31.59
46, 000 1, 074, 641 23.36 T P S
373, 000 17,082, 442 48,15 37.98 3.7
405, 000 B9; 448, 851 79.69 61.72 10.82
230, 000 14, 040, 802 61,04 28,98 5.82
108, 000 8, 348, 828 31.01 26, 04 2,70
179, 000 03 577,740 131.72 119.37 B.25
77, 000 4, 598, 619 g.-rz 44.71 3.38
165, 000 3,386, 024 . 52 15,67 2,63
258, 000 © 10, 885, 193 43.02 .27 12.76
430, 000 13,400,311 31.39 17.43 ﬁ'”
485, 000 30,715, 857 63.33 3912 43 78
000 1, 814, 601 28,35 16.59 1.76
1,817, 000 289, 584, 676 219,88 16.73 49
130, 000 1,523, 792 11.72 7.67 4.05
- 185, 000 891,822 4.57 P
Total United States, oo oo oo ooooooneeennoaeen.| 67,081,000 | 6,412, sm.%t| 95,08 38,64 15.83

Geuntlemen from the South have called attention to the fact | proves that the national system is antagonistic to their inter-
that the loanable funds of national banks in Southern States are | ests, and that a State system would remedy the trouble.
less per capita than in the North, and have argued that this| The answer to this assumption is to be found in the fact that
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this table shows as much discrepaucy between loanable funds in
savings banks as in national banks. In other words, the dis-
crepancy is not caused by the national system, but it is due
to other causes. The causes are not difficult to find when it is
borne in mind that thirty years ago the war of the rebellion
freed their slaves, whom they had scheduled before the war as

roperty, and swept away their wealth; and when it is remem-

ered that slavery had led the South to resolutely refuse to
diversify her industries. But in the decade between 1880 and
1830 manufactures have been introduced, and no part of our
Union has made greater progress in wealth.

It appears by the census bulletin of wealth that while New
England and the Middle States, which receive so much animad-
version in certain quarters, increased 21 per cent in wealth be-
tween 1880 and 1880, the South Atlantie States increased 40 per
cent. This result does not bear out the criticism of some of our
Southern friends that there is something in our financial policy
that favors New England. Undoubtedly the fact is that not-
withstanding the South is increasing its wealth so rapidly, it
finds more profitable employment in other investments than in
banking—which is due parily to her immense undeveloped re-
sources which lay dormant in slavery, and partly to the fact that
the habits of the people do not favor the making of deposits in
banks, upon which depends whether a banking institution will
pay. Thelarge amount of loanablefunds reported in such West-
ern agricultural States as Minnesota, California, Montana, ahd
Washington disprove the allegation that national banks are
unsuited to such States and favor the East.

__ Capital always goes where there is a demand for it and it can
be profitably used. Money alwaysgoes where there is merchan-
dise that is wanted to exchange for it, or where it can be loaned
with satisfactory security. However muchinoney may be issued,
whether by Government or banks, no one can obtain it without
paying an equivalent.

REAT: ESTATE LOARKS.

This reminds me, Mr. Speaker, thatone complaint against the
national-bank system is that the law discourages loans on real
estate security. The law, however, only recognizes a principle
of sound banking, as a piica.ble to State as national banks. It
must be borne in mind that commercial banks receive mainly
commerecial deposits, i. ., the balances deposited by business men.

These deposits average only four and a half days. If is on
these da}gnsita thatbanksof discountmake the great part of their
loans. Bymakingloans of from thirty days tofour months only,
it has been found that 75 per cent of the deposits—85 por cent.
outside of the reserve cities—ecan be safely loaned, provided the
loans are promptly paid. Ithasbeenfound, also, that inorderto
secure prompt payment of loans it is necessary to confine them
to commercial paper with convertible security. Now, every-
body knows that real-estate loans are not readily convertible,
and are usually for a longer time than commercial banks can
safely discount paper. For this reason real estate loans prop-
erly belong to savings banks, where the deposits are more per-
manent and in the nature of investments. What tho South
needs is not State banks of issue, but savings banks, and a
greater diversification of her industries.

“HOME'' INSTITUTIONS.

Mpr. Speaker, among fhe objections which have been made to
a national system of banksof issue, noneis more puerile than that
which aseribes to them special friendliness to great commereial
centres and indifferenc> to remote communities—especially in
the South. :

I know of noreason whyfive, ten, or fifty gentlemen residing at
any point in the South should be any different men when or-
ganized into a national banking association than into u State

ank. The stockholders and managers in national banks reside
in the locality where the bank is established. They are not
strangers. And the national bank is as much a * home institu-
tion” as a State bank, and as devoted to home interests in one
case as the other.

The charge that the national banks precipitated the panic
of last year by hoarding money to increase the rate of interest
is so absurd, that it hardly seems possible to suppose that any-
one can believe it. Ifis disproved by the bank returns, which
show that the bank reserves during the panic were millions
upon millions less than before the panic. ﬁ is disproved by the
fact that the chief dependence of a bank for profits is its deposits;
and it is absurd to suppose that any bank would knowingly do
anything to produce distrust when this would result in a with-
drawal of the deposits on which its profits depend. Asamatter
of fact the panic would have been much more serious and pro-
longed if it had not been for the strength of our national bank-
ing system.

THE MONOPOLY OBJECQTIOXN,

Objection has been made to the national banking system that

it is & monopoly. I was surprised at that o'bjaé%ﬁm I should

A}

like to know what constitutes it a monopoly. Any five citizens
of the United States having the necessary eapital—for capital is
required to build a mill, or to run a farm, or to do any kind of
business—any five citizens ol the United States having the nee-
essary capital may associate themselves together as a national
banking association, may go into banking and issue cireunlating
notes underthe provisions of the law. How do you find any mo-
nopoly in that? <

Where is the monopoly? Why, it is one of the freest institu-
tions in this land. I\Egntion any other institution of so promi-
nent a character which is as free as the national banking sys-
tem. Andwhatabout the State banking system? Do vou propose
tohave a free State banking system? Notatall. Inorder toob-
tainauthority toestablish a State bank, even if this tax should be
repealed, youmustdo what under existing State laws? Youmust
go to a State Legislature to accomplish your purpose and lobby
your bill through, and yet that is called the system ‘‘ of the peo-
ple.” [Ap Izmse.i

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine has one minute
romaining.

Mr. DINGLEY. There are many other points thatI desire
to present, but I have not the time. I yieldthe remaining min-
ute to the gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday I telegraphed
to the Commissioner of Intarnal Revenue to ascertain the amount

of tax which had been imposed on the temporary issues of insti--

tutions other than national banks during the crisis of 1893, and
I received this answer by telegraph:

To Hon. WILLIAM M. SPRINGER,
House of Representatives:

No tax imposed; no effort made to collect aug _
JAS. 8. MILLER, Commissioner,

So it seems that since this bill was reported the Department
has decided not to impose any tax upon the issues of 1803, to
which the pending bilFappliea. There is, therefore, no neces-
sity for the passage of the bill. It only remains for the House
to dispose of the amendment submitted by the gentleman from
Tennessee [Mr. Cox].

The SPEAKER. The time for debate is exhausted. The
Clerk will report the pending amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

That all acts and parts of acts imposing a tax on notes of State banks or
State banking associations, either when used for circulation and paid out,
or when used for ecirculation or paid out, be, and the same are hereby,
repealed as to all notes of such State banks or State banking associations
as shall be anthorized to issue notes by the laws of the Sml.eﬂin which they
are respoectively situated.

The SPEAKER. The question will first be taken on the
amendment just read, offered by the gentleman from Tennessee
[Mr. Cox] as an amendment to the amendment of the Commit-
tee on Banking and Currency.

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

The yeasand nays were ordered. Mr.CoxXand Mr. SPRINGER
were appointed to act as tellers during the call of yeas and nays.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 102, nays 172,
not voting 79: as follows:

YEAS—102
Abbott, Cummings, Livingston, Russell, Ga.
Alexander, Davey, Maddox, Sayar.-]i.L
Arnold, De Armond, maiu.'uim. Shell,
Badley, - Mallory, S
Bankhead, Dinsmore, Marshall, Stall
Bell, Tex. Edmunds, McCulloch, Stockdale,
Black, Ga. B Ky. MeDe Stone, Ky.
Bland, English, Cal. MeLaurin, Strait,
Boatner, Emnloe, MeMillin, Swanson, -
Bower, N.C. Epes, McRae, Talbert, 8. C,
ch, Fithian, Maeredith, Tate,
Breckinridge, Ky. Fyan, Money, Terry, =
Bunn, Geary, Montgomery, Tracey.
Cabaniss, Gorman, Morgan, Tucker,
Campbell, Grady. Moses, Turner, Ga.
Catehings, Hall, Mo, Neill, Turner, Va.
Clark, Mo. Harter, Oates,
Cobb, Ala. Heard, Olggen. W gton,
Cockreil, Henderson, N.C. O'Neill, Mo. Wheeler, Ala.
Ceoper, Fla. Hutcheson, Paschal, w
Cooper, Ind. Izlar, Patterson, ‘Wilson, W.Va.
Cooper, Tex. Jones, . Paynter, Wise.
Cox, Kyle, Pendleton, Tex. Woodard,
Crain, Latimer, ce, The Speaker,
Crawford, Lawson Richardson, Tenn.
Calberson, Lester, Robbins,
JAYS—172.
Adams, Pa. Bingham, Cadmus, - Coombs,
Aldrich, Blair, Cannon, Cal. Cooper,
Apsley, Bowers, Cal. Cannon, Il Cornish,
Babeock, Bretz, Capehart, - Cousins,
Baker, Kans. Brickner, Causey, Coveri,
Baker, N. H. Broderick, Chickering, urtis, Kans
Baldwin, Brookshire, Clancy, 1,
Bartholdt, Brosius, Cohb, Mo. Daniels,
g:ﬁmg, Brown, gggln‘nn, ID}:;m.
en, . Bryan, Gen, ¥
Bell, Colo. / Bynum, Conn, Dm.
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Doolittle, Hitt, McKaig, Sibley,
Draper, Holman, McKeighan, Sickles,
Dumnn, Hooker, N. Y. Ll'.'i:!\‘ral..gn%n1 Sipe,
Dvnagn 5 Hoplins, Pa. Meiklejo Smith,
Durborow, oul, Mercer, Sorg,
Ellis, Ore, Huds Murray, Perry,
man, Hulick, Northway, Springer, .

Everett, Hull, O'Neil, Stephenson,
Fielder, Hunter, Payne, Ste
Forman, Lirt, Pearson, Stone, C. W,
Funston. Johnson, Ind. Pence, ' Stone, W. A,
Gel or, Johnson,N. Dak. Pendleton, W.Va. Sweet,
Gillet, N. Y. Kem, Per] Talbott, Md.
Goldzler, Kiefer, Phillips, Tarsney,
Griffin, Lacey, Pickler. Tawney.
Grout, Lane, Pigoty, Taylor, Ind.
Grow, Lapham, Post, Taylor, Tenn.
Hager, Layton, Powers, Thomas,
Hainer, Linton, uigg, Updegrafl,
Haines. Loudenslager, ¥ Van Voorhls, Ohio
Hall, Minn. Lucas, Rayner, ‘Walker,
Hammond, Lynch, Reed, ‘Wanger,
Hare, agner, Reilly, Warner,
Harmer, Mahon, Reybury, s:gh,
Harris, Marsh, Richards, Ohlo W eadock,
Hartman, Martin, Ind. Richardson, Mich Wheeler, Il1

augen, Marvin, N. Y. Ritchie, Willi
Hayes. McCall, Robinson, Pa. Wilson, Ohio
Hendrix, MeCleary, Minn, Rusk, Wilson, Wash.
Hepburn, MeDannold, Ryan, Wolverton,
Hermanmn, MeEttrick, Settle, Woomer,
Hicks, MeGann, Shaw, Wright, Mass.

NOT VOTING—T9.

Adams, Ky. Cogswell, Hooker, Mias. Randall,
Altken. ¥ Curtis, N. Y. Hopkins, I1L Robertson, La.
Alderson, De Forest, Johnson, Ohio Russell, Conn.
Alleun. Dockery, Kﬂ%ore. Schermerhorn,
Avery, Donovan, Kribbs, Scranton,
Barnes, English, N. J. Lefever, Sherman,
Bartlett, Fletcher, Lisle, Simpson,
Beltzhoover, Funk, Lockwood, Somers,
lierr{. Gardner, Loud, Storer,
Biack, Il Gear, McAleer, Straus,
Doen, Gillett, Mass. McCreaxT. Ky. Strong,
RHoutelle, Goodnight, McDowell, Tyler,
UBreckinridge, Ark. Graham. Meyer. Van Voorhis, N. Y.
ilandy, Gresham, Milliken, Wadsworth,
Burnes, Grosvenor, Moon, Wells,
Burrows, Hatch, Morse, Wever,
Caminettl, Heiner, Mutchler, White,
Caruth, Henderson, Il Newlands,. W hiting,
Childs, Henderson, Iowa Outhwaite, Wright, Pa.
Clarke, Ala. Hines, Page, °

So the amendment was rejected.

The roll call having been concluded, the Speaker directed his
name to be called, and voted in the affirmative.

Mr. CLANCY. My colleague, Mr. GRAHAM, is absent on ac-
count of sickness, and I ask that he be excused. If here, he
would vote in the negative.

Mr. GEAR. 1 have voted on this question for the purpose of
making a quorum, but I withdraw my vote, being paired with
the gentleman from Mississippi, Mr. ALLEN. If he were here,
I should vote ** no."”

Mr. LYNCH. My colleagues from Wisconsin, Mr, WELLS,
Mr, BARNES, and Mr, SOMERS, are all absent and paired. If
present, they would all vote ‘‘no ™ on this question.

Mr. DAVIS. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. BOEN] is
absent on account of sickness. If present, he would vote ‘' no.”

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I have voted in the af-
firmative on this question. Finding, however, that I am paired
with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HoPKINS], I withdraw
my vote.

. CLARKE of Alabama. I am paired on thisquestionwith
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON]. But for that
fact I should vote in the affirmative.

Mr. BARWIG. My colleague from Wisconsin [Mr. WELLS]
is . If present, he would vote ‘‘no."”

r. LOUDENSLAGER. My colleague, Mr. GARDNER, is
absent on account of sickness; and I ask that he be excused. If
here, he would vote **no.” .

Mr. WILLIAMSof Mississippi. My colleague, Mr. ALLEN, is
at home with his wife, who is very ill. He is paired with the
gentlemanfromIowa[Mr.GEAR]. Mycolleague, if present,would
vote ‘‘aye.”

Mr. MONTGOMERY. My colleague, Mr. GOODNIGHT, who
is absent on account of sickness, is paired with the gentleman
from Iowa, Mr. HENDERSON. My colleague, if present, would
vote in the affirmative. :

The following pairs were announced:

Until further notice:

Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. WEVER.

Mr, MUTCHLER with Mr. WADSWORTH.

Mr. LOCKWOOD with Mr. AITKEN.

Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. MILLIKEN.

BiJr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HoPriNs of Illi-
nois.

Mr. CARUTH with Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut.

Mr. HATCH with Mr. CURTIS of New York,

Mr, CAMINETTI with Mr. SHERMAN.

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa.

Mr. GRESHAM with Mr. VAN VoorHIS of New York.

Mr. WHITING with Mr. CHILDS.

Mr. BARTLETT with Mr. FLETCHER.

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois.

Mr. PAGE with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania.

Mr. SOMERS with Mr. STRONG.

Mr. BURNES with Mr. BOUTELLE,

Mr. MCALEER with Mr. WHITE.

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. RANDALL.

For this day:

Mr. BLACK of Illinois with Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania.

Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey with Mr. BUNDY.

Mr, DOCKERY with Mr. MORSE.

Mpr. BERRY with Mr. AVERY.

On this question:

Mr. KrRiBBS with Mr. WELLS.

Mr. TYLER with Mr. BARNES.

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. DONOVAN,

Mr. LISLE with Mr. GROSVENOR.

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. GEAR. Mr. ALLEN if present would
vote for the Cox amendment, Mr. GEAR against it.

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana with Mr, Loup. Mr. ROBERT-
SON if preseat would vote for the Cox amendment, Mr. LouD
against it.

Mr, MEYER with Mr. STORER. Mr. MEYER would vote for
the Cox amendment, Mr. STORER against it. :

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio with Mr. KILGORE on both propositions

on repeal of the tax on banks,
. Mr, HOOKER of Mississippi with Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. HOOKER
if present would vote for the Cox amendment and against the
Springer bill; Mr. CoeSWELL would vote against the Cox
amendment and for the bill.

Mr. BURROWS with Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. BUR-
ROWS would vote against the amendments and the bill, and Mr.
McCREARY would vote in favor of repealing the tax of 10 per
cent on the issue of State banks.

Tha result of the vote was announced, as above stated.

The SPEAKER. The questionrecurs on the amendment re-
ported by the committee, which the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert:

“That the operations of sections 3412 and 8413 of the Revised Statutes of
the United States, and sections 10,20, and 21 of the act toamend existing cus-
toms and internal revenue laws, and for other purposes, approved February
8,1875, and all other sections of sald Revised Statutes, and all acts and parts
of acts !mposl.n% a tax of 10 per cent on the amonunt of certain notes when
used for circulation and paid out, be, and are hereby, suspended as to any
such notes which were originally issued between August 1, 1803, and October
15,1803; and no such tax shall be collected on the amount of any such notes:
Provided, That nothing herein shall suspend the operation of such notes as
to the tax on the amount of any such notes paid out and used for circulavion
alter January 1, 1894, :

The SPEAKER. This is the amendment reported from the
Committee on Banking and Currency.

Mr. COX. I move to recommit the bill—

The SPEAKER. That motionis not in order now. It isonly
in order when we have reached the stage of the passage of the
bill. The pending question is on the amendment.

Mr. REED. I would like to have unanimous consent to find
out what all of this is about. It is about theonly thing we have
not discussed. _

Mr. SPRINGER. Thisis merelya change in the phraseology
of the original bill, and makes it more explicit. It does not
differ materialiy from the bill.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment just read.

The amendment was rejected. .

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the engrossment
and thirdreading ol the original bill. ]

The question was taken; and the House refused to order the
engrossment and third reading of the bill. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The bill is lost.

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House resolve itself into
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the
consideration of general appiliopriation bills.

h’ﬂle motion was agreed to, Mr. O'NEILof Massachusetts in the
chair. .

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the first
bill on the Calendar.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R.8313) making appropriations for current and contingent ex-
penses of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty stipulations with va~

rious Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, and for other pur
poses.
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Mr, HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, this bill is quite voluminous,
and I ask unanimous consent that the first formal reading be
dispensed with.

r. RAY, Iobject.

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill.

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill.

Mr, WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I demand that
there be orderon the floor; and I want to serve notice now that
since the reading of this bill has been demanded we will have
order continuously until it is finished.

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill.

Mr. HUNTER. Mpr, Chairman, Idesire to agk the gentiemen
who called for the reading of thisbill (as I understand they want
some time to debate it, and as it will take all this afternoon,
probably -until’5 o'clock, to read the bill), why not waive the
reading and take until to-morrow morning to examine it and let
the House adjourn now?

Mr. RAY. With that understanding 1 will withdraw myob-
jection to dispensing with the reading of the bill. T want time
to examine it.

Mr. HOLMAN.
ing that course.

ﬁIr. PICKLER. What is it?

Mr. HOLMAN. Thatthefirstreading of the bill be dispensed
with, and that the House now adjourn.

Mr. RAY. I will withdraw the demand for the reading on
that condition. There are several gentlemen who would like
to look through the bill.

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman withdraws the demand for
the first reading of the bill, and I ask now unanimous consent
that the first reading be dispensed with,

The CHATRMAN. TIs there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the committee now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts reported that
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union
having had under consideration the bill H. R. 6913, had come
to no resolutien thereon.

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House do now adjourn.

Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts. I hope the gentleman will
withdraw that for a moment. I understand that the object in
dispensing with the reading of the bill was to allow general de-
bate to go on. Why not allow it this afternoon?

Mr. HOLMAN. ell, if any gentleman is prepared to speak
this afternoon I shall not object.

Mr. GROW. I would like to say to my friend from Indiana
that I think I am perhaps the only member of this House who
bhas not had an opportunity to express his views on the tariff,
As that is a new question, and as it will not interfere with the
Indians, I would just as soon take this afternoon as any other
time. My friend will remember that when Thaddeus Stevens
was chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, he had an ap-
prgpriation bill that he was anxious to pass—

he SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana insist
upon the motion?

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the motion, so that the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania can make his remarks.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not been recognized to
make any remarks.

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the motion for the present, and
ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from Pennsylvania
be permitted to make his speech this afternoon.

r. O'NEIL of Massachusetts. I must object to that unless
we consider the appropriation bill.

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House do now adjourn.

The question was taken: and on a division there were—ayes
82, noes 52.

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. COOPER of
Indiana as tellers at the desk.

Mr. MADDOX. Irisetoa {Jm-liamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. MADDOX. Suppose the House fails to adjourn now,
under the objection of the gentleman from New York, will not
the Indian %ﬂmmpriation bill have to be read in full?

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. No, sir.

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I will state to the gentleman
that if the House does not adjourn, the reading will be called

for.
The bill can be read in half an hour. There

. The SPEAKER.
is no trouble about that, As many as favor the motion that the

I hope there will be no objection to pursu-

House do now adjourn, will, when their names are called, say
‘‘aye; " those opposed, ‘* no:” and the Clerk will call the roll.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 104, nays 98,
answered ‘‘ present ” 0, not voting 150; as follows: -

YEAS—104.
Abbott, Everett, Lane, Ryan,
Adams, Pa. Forman, Linton, Shell,
Aldrich, Fyan, Loudenslager, Sipe
Alexander, Geary, Lucas, Snodgra.ss,
Agaley, gtller, N.X. ﬁagﬂox. gorg.
: arman, ahon, Sperry,
Baker, N. H. Grow, Marvin, N.Y, Sgphnnson.
al s Hager, MeCall, Stockdale,
Bartholdt, Hainer, MeDannold, Straus,
Bingham, Hall, Minn, MeDearmon, Tawney,
Boatner, Harmer, McGann, Taylor, Tenn.
Bowers, Cal. Hartman, MeLaurin, Thomas,
Breckinridge, Ky, Haugen, MeMillin, Turner, Ga.
Brosius, Hepburn, Morgan, Ddegrall,
Jampbell, Hermann, Murray, Van Voorhis, Ohio
Cannon, Cal. Hicks, Northway, Walker,
Cobb, Ala. Holman, Payne, Wanger,
(El)ﬂeen. Hooiter, N. Y. Paynter, Washington,
Cooper, Tex. Hopkins, Pa. Pendleton, W. Va. Weadock,
(.:ooper, Wis. Hulick, Perkins, Wheeler, I11.
Covert, Hull, Pickler, ‘Williams, Miss,
Curtis, Kans Hunter, Post. Wilson, Ohio
Daniels, Izlar, R:xf. Wilson, Wash.
Doolittle, Johnson, N. Dak. Reilly, Wilson, W. Va.
Draper, Kiefer, Richardson, Tenn. Wise,
Ellis, Oregon Lacey, Robinson, Pa. Woomer.
NAYS—88.
Arnold, Crain Kyle, Richards, Ohio
Bailey, Craw-ford, Lawson, Sayers,
Baker, Kans. Culberson, Lester, Slbtg.
ankhead, Davis, Livingston, Smith,
Barwig, De Armond, Lynch, Springer,
Bell, Tex. Denson, Magner, Stevens,
Black, Ga. Donovan, Magui Stone, C. W.
Bower, N.C. I Marshm. Stone, W. A.
Bretz, Edmunds, Martin, Ind Stone, Ky.
Brickner, Ellis, Ky. cCulloch, Strait,
Brookshire, English, Cal. McEttrick Talbert, S.C
Bunn, Epes, McKalg, Talbott, Ma.
um, Erdman, 2McNagny, Tarsney,
Cabaniss, Fielder, McRae, Tate,
Ca.a:ehart, Fithian, Montgomery, Taylor, Ind.
Catch Goldzier, Moses, Terry,
Chickering, Haines, Neill, Tucker,
Claney, Hall, Mo. Oates, Turner, Va.
Clark, Mo. Heard, O'Neil, Mass. Wa
Cobb, Mo. Henderson, N.C. 0'Neill, Mo Wheeler, Ala.
Cockrell, Hudson, Paschal, i
Cooper, Fla. Hutcheson, Patterson, oodard,
Cooper, Ind. Tkirt, Pearson, Wright, Mass.
Cousins, Jones, Pendleton, Tex.
Cox, Kem, Reyburn,
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—0,
NOT VOTING—150.
Adams, Ky. Dalzell, Hopkins, I1L Q s
Altken, Davey, Hol?k. Randall,
Alderson, De Forest, Johnson, Ind. Rayner,
len. ingley, Johnson, Ohio Reed,
Avery, ore, Kilgore, Richardson, Mich.
Barnes, Dockery, HKribbs, Ritchie,
Bartlett, Dolliver, Lapham, Rob
Belden, Dun = Latimer, Robertson, La.
Bell, Colo. Durborow, La Rusk,
Beltzhoover, ngl.tsh. N.J. Lefever, Russell, Conn.
Berry, E ' le. R . Ga.
Black, IIL Fletcher, Lockwood, Schermerhorn,
Blair, k, nud, Scranton,
Funston, Mallory, Settle,
Boen, Gardner, Marsh. W, .
Boutelle, Gear, McAleer, Sherman,
Branch, eissenhainer, MecCleary, Minn, Sickles,
Breckinridge, Ark. Gillett, Mass. McCreary, Ky. Simp
Broderick, Goodnight McDowell, Somers
Brown, Grady, MeKeighan, Stallings,
Bryan, Graham, Meiklejohn, Storer,
Bundy, Gresham, ercer, Strong,
Burnes, Grifiin, Meredith, Swanson,
Burrows, Grosvenor, hte&'er, Sweet,
Cadmus, Grout, Milliken, Tracey,
Caminetti, Hammond, Money. Turpin,
Cannon, I11 Hare, Moon, Tyler,
Caruth, Harris, Morse, Van Voorhis, N. ¥
Causey, Harver, Mnutchler, Wadsworth,
Childs, Hatch, Newlands, Waugh,
Clarke, Ala. Hayes, en, Wells,
Cockran, Heiner, Outhwaite, Wever,
Cogswell, Henderson, I11. Page, White,
Conn, Henderson, Iowa Pence, Whiting,
Coombs, Hendrix, Phillips, Wolverton,
Cornish, Hines, Pigott. Wright, Pa.
Cummings, Hitt, Powers,
Curtis, N. Y. Hooker, Migs. Price,

The Clerk announced the following additional pair:

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky with Mr. SCRANTON, for the rest
of this day. ;

The SPEAKER. Beforeannouncing the result, the Chair will
submit a report from the Committee on Enrolled Bills.

- ENROLLED BILL SIGNED.

Mr, PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that that committee had examined and found truly en-
rolled the bill (H. R. 82) to authorize the Missouri River Powar
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Company, of Montana, to construct a dam across the Missouri
River; when the Spesfmr signed the same.
LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimousconsent, leave of absence was granted as follows:

To Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky, for four days, on account of
sickness in his family.

To Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania, indefinitely, on account of
illness.

To Mr. BOUTELLE, an extension of his leave of absence for
ten days.

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded.

Accordingly (at 8 o'clock and 20 minutes p. m.) the House ad-
journed.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims was
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 1635) for
the relief of George T. Larkin, and the same was referred to
the Committee on Appropriations.

PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol-
lowing titles were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7360) to prevent
the produet of conviet labor from being furnished to or for the
use of any Department of the Government, and fo prevent the
product of convict labor from being used upon public buildings
or other public work—to the Committee on Labor.

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R.7361) to provide for the

“assessment, by jury,of the punishment of persons found guilty of
felony in courts of the United States—to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R.7362) fo hibit courts of
the {Init’ad States from enforcing the s performance of
contracts for personal service, by writs of injunction or other
legal process—to the Committee on the .J udjciarfy

Alsop, a bill (H. R. 7363) to limit the er of judges of the
courts of the United States to punish for contempts of court—
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By MrSPERRY: A resolution relating to the accounts of the
Sergeant-at- Arms—to the Committee on Rules.

PRIVATE BILLS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, privats bills of the following
iitles were presented and referred as follows:

By Mr. CAPEHART: A bill (H. R.7364) granting & pension
to Cynthia Powell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. R.7365) to remove the charge
of desertion against Perry Ambercrombie and to grant him an
honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 7366} to perfect the military rec-
ord of Henry R. Gibson—to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7367) making
Carrabelle, Fla., a subport of entry and delivery—to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. PASCHAL: A bill (H. R. 7368) for the reliel of Wil-
liam Davenport, William A. Wallace, Theobald Monier, W. J.
Locke, and the legal representatives of James R. Sweet, J. B.
Lecoste, and John Green, deceased— to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H.R.7369) to pension Edward H. Timony. of
Texas—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7370) to pension Elise Marsteller, of Texas—
to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. TUCKER: A bill (K. R. 7371) for the relief of the es-
tate of Huzh L. Gallaher, deceased, late of Augusta County,
Va.—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R, 7372) for the relief of
%?hin Rick, of Clarksville, Tenn.—to the Committee on War

aims.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 10of Rule XXII, thefollowing petitions and papers
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of citizens of Lancaster, Pa., in
iavor of restricting immigration—to the Committee on Immi-

ion and Naturalization.

By Mr.CRAWFORD: Petition of citizens of Cherokee County,
N. C., in behalf of the Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians, ask-
ing for the passage of resolution 154, directing the Secretary of
the Treasury to withhold certain funds claimed by the Cherokee
Neation, and distribute the same pro rata between the two
tribes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of 41 citizens of BEast Mauch
Chunk, 84 citizens of Gracedale, and 94 of Hazleton, all of Penn-
gylvania; of 94 citizens of St. Albans, Vt.: 23 of West Superior,

is.; 39 of Decatur, I1L., and 14 of Woodstock, N. H., praying

for the passage of House bill 5804, an act to promote the safety of

railroad employés—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

By Mr. EVERETT: Petition of citizens of Malden, Mass., in
favor of exempting fraternal beneficiary orders from the income
tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petifion of Palladium Counecil, No. 287, of the Royal Ar-
canum, of Everett, Mass., for the exemption of fraternal bene-
ficiary societies from a tax on income—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. FITHIAN: Papers to accompany House bill for the
relief of Perry Abrecombie, of Company B, Ninety-seventh Reg-
iment Illinois Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Af-
fairs.

By Mr. HAGER: Petition of citizens of Bellevue, Iowa, for
a bridge over Crooker Hough—to the Committee on Appropria-
tions.

Also, protest of St. John's Lutheran Churech, of Lyons, Iowa,
against God in the Constitution—to the Co_mmlthea on the Judi-
ciary.

By Mr. HICKS: Petition of W. H. Peckerell, Frank Weigh-
ard, George A. Shaffer, and 110 other citizens of Vinco and
Summerhill, and other parts of Cambria County, Pa., for pas-
sage of House bill 5246, restricting immigration—to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of certain citizens of Harriman, Tena.,
against the income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. HUDSON: Papers to accompany House bill 7354—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition to accompany House bill 7353—to the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs,

Aclﬁ;:&g:psrs to accompany House bill 7855—to the Coinmittee
on .

By Mr. IKIRT (by request): Resolution from Crystal Spring,
?h({g,iagainst interest-bearing bonds—to the Committee on the

udiciary. -

By Mr. O'NEILof Massachusetis: Petition of George Prewett
and others, in favor of the passage of the bills for the relief of
American seamen—to the Committes on Merchant Marine and
Fisheries. ;

Also, petition of Charles A. Walker and others, in favor of
the passage of the bills for the relief of theseamen of the United
States—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: Petition of A. N. Fisher,
administrator of Isaac N. Fuller, deceased, of Cannon County,
Tenn., to the Congress of the United States, asking reference ol
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. SIPE: Petition of 115 citizens of Allegheny City, Al-
legheny County, Pa., praying for the passage by Congress of
Senate bill 1133, to establish a Government telegraph—to the
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, petition of 36 citizens of Pittsburg, Pa., praying Con-
gress to pass Senate bill 1136, to establish a Government tele-
graph—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. SNODGRASS: Petition of David Bandy, of Hamilton
County, Tenn., for removal of charge of desertion, to aecom-
pany House bill 7253—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: Memorial of citizens of Prince-
ton, Caldwell County, Ky., praying exemption of fraternal as-
sociations from operations of proposed income-tax law—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Petition of 32 cttizens of Mec-
Kean County, Pa., in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bﬂl;]fro-
viding for adimission to the malls of publications of fraternal as-
sociations and college journals as second-class matter—to the
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, petition of 18 citizens of Oil City, Pa., in favor of ex-
empting [raternal beneficiary associations from Federal taxa-
tion—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Fordham Council, No. 1412, Royal
Arcanum Immediate Relief Fund Association, by John R. Ross,
secrotary, for the exemption of fraternal associations from the
operation of the income tax—to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. TUCKER: Papers in claim of Hugh L. Gallaher, of
‘Wayuesboro, Augusta County, Va.—to the Committee on War
Claims.

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition from the citizens of Mont-
gomery County, State of Tennessee, asking for the exemption
of mutual life insurance companies and associations from taxa-
tion—to the Committee on Ways and-Means.
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