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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee.
twenty years.
thT%?fle being no objection, the House proceeded to consider
e bill.
The amendments reported by the committee were agreed to.
The bill as amended was ordered to beengrossed and read a
third time: and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed.
On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to
reconsider the last vote was laid on the table.
A EULOGIES ON HON. GEORGE W. HOUK.
Mr. OUTHW AITE, by unanimous consent, submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was read, considered, and adopted:
Resolved, That Saburda.f, the 23d of June next, beginning at 2 o'clock p.
m., be set apart for eulogies on the late George W. Houk.
And then, on motion of Mr. DOCKERY (at 5 o’clock and 3 minutes
P. m.), the House adjourned. -

——
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. HULL, from the Committee
on Military Affairs, reported the bill (S. 322) to place Dunbar
R. Ransom on the retired list of the Army; which, with the ac-
companying report (No. 951), was ordered to be printed and re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House.

That charter ran for only

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS,

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol-
lowing titles were introduced and severally referred, as follows:
By Mr. WOLVERTON: A bill (H. R. 7202) to provide for the
appointment of United States commissioners, and to define their
jurisdiction, powers, and duties—to the Committee on the Judici-

ary.

%y Mr. MCETTRICK: A bill (H. R. 7204) to authorize officers
and enlisted men of the Army and Navy to wear the badge of
the Naval Order of the United States—to the Committee on
Naval Affairs.

By Mr. BALDWIN: A bill (H. R.7205) to allow further time
for settlers on the Northern Pacific Railroad indemnity lands to
avail themselves of the benefits of the act of Congress entitled
“‘An act for the relief of settlers on Northern Pacific Railroad

indemnity lands,” approved October 1, 1890—to the Committee |

on the Public Lands.

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: A bill (H.R.7211) to
provide a more uniform interconvertible national currency, for
coining the silver bullion in the Treasury, and for other pur-
poses—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures.

By Mr.RICHARDSON of Tennessee. A joinfresolution (H.
Res. 180) appropriating $50,000 to enable the Public Printer to
comply with the provisions of the law granting thirty days’
amount of leave to employés—to the Committee on Appropria-
tions.

By Mr. HARRIS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 181) toappoint a
member of the Board of Managers of the National Home of Disa-
bled Volunteer Soldiers—to the Committee on Military Afairs.

PRIVATE BILLS, ETC.

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

By Mr. BUNDY: A bill (H. R. 7206) for the relief of Peter
Scott—to the Committes on Military Affairs.

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 7207) granting a pension to
Mary Jane Debois—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 7208) for
the relief of Ira Winans—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana: A bill (H. R.7209) to pension
Henrietta H. Cavin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WOOMER: A bill (H.R. 7210) for the relief of Henry
McCaffrey—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. ADAMS of Kentucky: Papers to accompany House
bill 7191—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Petitionof citizen of Divide, Colo.,
for passage of an act recognizing the services of military tele-
graph operators—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. BOATNER: Petition of 25 citizens of China, La., pray-
ing for the passage of a law establishing a Government tele-
grnph and telephone service—to the Committee on the Post-Of-

ce and Post-Roads.

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Petition of citizensof Crawfordsville,

-Ind.,for the passage of an act (H. R. 5270) recognizing the serv-

ices cg&ni_litary telegraph operators—to the Committee on Mili-
airs,

By Mr. CANNON of Illinois: Two petitions of citizens of Dan-
ville, Ill., for passage of an act recognizing the services of mili-
tary telegraph operators—tothe Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. CLANCY: Papers to accompany House bill 7197—to
the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. DANIELS: Petition of citizens of Buffalo, N. Y., for
Government ownership and control of telegraphs—to the Com-
mittee on the Post-Ollice and Post-Roads.

By Mr. GRADY: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of
Jesse Stewart, of Harnett County, N. C.—to the Committee on
War Claims,

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of Sarah M. Smith, for pension—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HOUK: Petitionof Jethro Hill, of Mossy Creek, Tenn.,
for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims under the act
of March 3, 1837—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Protest of St. John's Evan-
gelical Lutheran Church, of St. Leo, Minn., against any change
in the preamble to the Constitution; signed by Rev. J. Frey,
pastor, and Frederick Schultz and John %‘ Pheide, elders, rep-
resenting 64 communicants—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. OGDEN: Petition of citizens of Shreveport, La., pray-
ing for the establishment of a Government telephone and tele-
%raa%h service—to the Committes on the Post-Office and Post-

oads. ;

By Mr. PAGE: Petition of William Collins and 21 other eciti-
zens of Pawtuckef, R. I., for the passage of the tariff bill-—to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: Petition of citizens of Harshaw
and Holbrook, Ariz., asking for Government control of tele-
%ra.phs and telephones—to the Committee on the Post-Office and

ost-Roads.

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of Solomon DeBow and
James R. DeBow, of Davidson County, Tenn., asking reference
of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on
War Claims.

By Mr. WOOMER: Two petitions of citizens of Harrisburg,
Pa., for the passage of an act recognizing the services of military
telegraph operators—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

SENATE.
FrIDAY, May 25, 1894.

The Senate mef at 10 o'clock a. m. ;

Prayer by Rev.JAMES J. DOLLIVER, of FortDodge, Iowa

The Secretary proceeded 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 a petition of Charles H.
Burtis Post, No. 185, Department of New York, Grand Army ol
the Republie, of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for the passage of
House bill No. 30, giving preference in appointment, employ-
ment, and retention in the public service of the United States
to veterans of the late war; which was referred to the Commit-
tee on Civil Service and Retrenchment.

Mr. PETTIGREW presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’
Local Union, No. 153, of Sioux Falls, S. Dak., remonstratin
against the ratification of the proposed Chinese treaty; whic
was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. PATTON presented petitions of F. J. Wait and 43 other
citizens of Sturgis: of W. A. Tomlinson and 97 other citizens of
Kalamazoo, and of S, F. Dexter and 44 other citizens of Evarts,
all in the State of Michigan, praying that in the passage of any
law providing for the taxation of incomes, the funds of mutnal
life insurance companies and associations be exempted from the
income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which were
ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. MANDERSON presented a memorial of sundry stockhold-
ers of the Columbus Land, Loan, and Building Association, of
Columbus, Nebr., remonstrating against the imposition of a
tax on the income of building and loan assosiations; which was
ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a petition of sundry eitizens of
Bowling Green, Ky.,and a getition of sundry citizens of Garrard
County, Ky., praying that in the passage of any law providing
for the taxation of incomes, the funds of mutual life insurance
companies and associations be exempted from taxation; which
were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. TELLER presented a memorial of sundry citizens of
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Conejos County, Colo., remonstrating against any interference
by Congress with the present duties on wool; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce, of
Denver, Colo., ﬁr;ylng or the ratification of commercial treaties,
to take the p of the reciprocity arrangements to be abro-
gated by the pending tariff bill; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations.

Mr. ALLEN gresented a memorial of the Columbus Land,
Loan and Building Association, of Columbus, Nebr., remon-
strating against the passage of the clause in the Wilson tariff
bill proposing a tax on the income of mutual loan and building
associatlons; which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. MORGAN presented sundry petitions of citizens of Dallas
County, Ala., praying that in the passage of ?:3 law providing
for the taxation of incomes, the funds of mut life insurance
companies and associations be exempted from taxation; which
were ordered fo lie on the table.

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Mor-
gan County, Ind., praying that in the passage of any law pro-
viding for the taxation of incomes, the funds of mutual life in-
surance companies and associations be exempted from taxation;
which, on motion of Mr. TURPIE, was referred to the Commit-
tee on Finance.

Mr. PEFFER. 1 present the petition of Lucius O. Wilson and
a large number of other citizens of Genoa, Ill., and the surround-
ing country. I do not know how I can express the object of the
ptﬁ;itioners better than by reading their petition. They pray

t—

The Constitution of the United States be so amended as to permit the peo-
le thereof to vote directly at the ballot box to make thelr own important
wa; that the President be elected for only one term by direct vote; that
the Senators of the United States be elected by direct vote of the people of
the States; that the Cabinet be elected by direct vote; that the postmasters
and other officers of the United States be elected by direct vote of the peo-
ple in the district where the officer is (excepting our agents to foreign coun-
tries); that the judges of the United States courts be elected by vote of the
people in the respective districts where the office is, for a term of eight year:
excepting the Supreme Court of the United States, that court to be electe
ay the people of the United States for sixteen years; that boards of arbitra-
on to fix employés wages be established; that boards of mining, labor,
laws, agriculture, and election be established, the heads of the same to be
elected by direct vote of the people every four years, sald boards to have
ers and duties, one of which shall be to furnish reliable statistics, facts,
and dates, together with all other information about the condition,
dgrgru%smnces, needs, wants of the people.
I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Ed-
uecation and Labor.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of 43 citizens of Charleston
County, S. C., praying that in the passage of any law providing
for the taxation of incomes the funds of mutual life insurance
companies and associations be exempted from taxation; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. VEST presented the petition of C. S. Millican and sundry
other citizens of Scotland County, Mo., praying that the funds
of mutual life insurance companies be exempted from the pro-
posed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was
ordered to lie on the table,

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of Encampment No.
41, Union Veteran Legion, of Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstrating
against placing the control of thesoldiers’ homes under the War
Department; which was referred to the Committee on Appro-
priations.

He also presented amemorial of the Trades and Labor Council,
of Zanesville, Ohio, remonstrating againstan increase in the rate
of postage on newspapers; which was referred to the Committee
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

Ha also presented petitions of 47 holders of insurance policies
of Hamilton County, of 20 holders of insurance poiicies of Mans-
field, and of sundry holders of insurance policies of Mahoning
County, all in the State of Ohio, praying that in the pasaage of
any law providing for the taxation of incomes, the funds of mu-
tual life insurance companies and associations be exempted from
taxation: which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr, MILLS presented the petition of A.T. Schulz and sundr,
other citizéns of Limestone County, and the petition of J. W,
Northrup, editor of the News, and sundry other citizens of Lee
County, all in the State of Texas, holders of policiesin life insur-
ance companies, praying that in the passage of any law provid-
ing for the taxation of incomes, the funds of mutual life insur-
ance companies and associations be exempted from taxation;
which were ordered to lie on the table.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr, ALLEN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom
was referred the bill (S. 1985) granting to the Eastern Nebraska
and Gulf Railway Company right of way through the Omaha
and Winnebago Indian Reservation, in the State of Nebraska,
reported it with amendments and submitted a report thereon,

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committes on Indian Affairs, to
whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the
11th instant, intended to be proposed to the Indian appropria-
tion bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be re-
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and be printed;
which was agreed to.

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
bill (8. 2000) granting to the Brainerd and Northern Minnesota
Railway Company a right of way through the Leech Lake In-
dian Reservation, in the State of Minnesota, reported it without
amendment,

Mr. MCMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co-
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6171) to authorize
the Metropolitan Railroad Company to change its motive power
for the propulsion of the cars of said company, reported it with
amendments.

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs,
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1375) to remove the charge of
desertion from the military record of Jeremiah F'. Brown, re-
ported it with amendments and submitted a report thereon.

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was
referred the bill (S. 2030) to authorize the Ohio River Bridge
Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Ohio
River at Rochester, Pa., reported adversely thereon, and the
bill was postponed indefinitely.

SENATORIAL INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE.

Mr. GRAY. Isubmit from the special committee appointed
to investigate certain alleged attempts at bribery a partial re-
port, with all the testimony that has been taken in regard to
that special feature. I ask that the report and accompanying
testimony be printed under the rule.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered.

TARIFF BULLETIN.

Mr. VOORHEES. I repor®from the Committee on Finance,
Bulletin No. 20, being replies to tariff inquiries in regard to the
metal schedule. Thisbulletin completes that schedule. I move
that the bulletin be printed for the use of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S.2053) in relation to
the collection of revenue, and requiring a licence to issue to
foreign salesmen; which was read twice by its title, and referred
to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S.2054) to repeal tax on
State banks and State banking associations; which was read
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S.2055) anthorizing the construc-
tion of a bridge over the Duck River, in Humphreys County,
Tenn.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Commerce.

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 2056) grantin
a pension to Ada J. Schwatka, widow of the late Lieut. Frederic
Schwatka; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Pensions.

AMENDMENT TO NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. GRAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed
by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred to
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

BILL RECOMMITTED.
On motion of Mr. MCMILLAN it was

Ordered, That the bill (S.1582) to amend an act entitled ** An act to incor-
porate the Washington and Great Falls Electric Railway," be recommitted
to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

PRINTING OF PETITION.

On motion of Mr. PALMER, it was

Ordered, That the petition of John Cowdon, of New Orleans, La., praying
for the passage of Senate bill No. 1917, to Increase the volume of money on
a Ees.i eat.at? and gold and silver basis,.and for other purposes, be printed as
a document,

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

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

A bill (S. 1467) to amend an actentitled ‘*An act to provide for
the sale of the remainder of the reservation of the confederated
Otoa and Missouria Indians in the States of Nebraska and Kan-
sag, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1881; and x

A bill (H. R. 6610) to authorize the construction of a bridge
across the Missouri River at some point within 1 mile below and
1 mile above the present limits of the city of Jefferson, Mo.
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POLICY REGARDING HAWAIL

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The x:.'a:\'l.'x:.1:|zuzI business has closed
and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order.

Mr. KYLE. T ask unanimous counsent to call up the resolu-
tion which was considered yesterday relating to the Hawaiian
Islands.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is thereobjection to the reguestof
the Senator from Sputh Dakota® The Chairhearsnone, and the
resolution will be read.

The resolution submitted by Mr. KYLE on the 23d instant was

read, as follows:
©  [Resolved, That it be the sense of the Senate that the Government of the
TUnitea States shall not use force for t.!;;gurposa of restoring to the throne
the de Queen of the Sandwich Isl: 8, or for the purposgeof destroying
the ting government; that the Provisional Government having
duly recognized, the highest international interests require that it shall
pursue its own line of polity; that intervention in the politieal affairs of
these islands by other governments will be regarded as an act unfriendly to
the Government of the United States.

Mr. MANDERSON. YesterdayIofferedanamendmenttothe
resolution proposed by the Senator from South Dakota, but onan
examination of the amendment submitted by the Senator from
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] I like its lan, so much better that
Ishall not offer ming. Butl suggeat tohim that the word “ he »
in the first line be chan to “is.”

Mr. TELLER. I desire to modify my amendment in a slight
degree, at the suggestion of the chairman of the Committee on
Foreign Relations. I should like fo strike out the word *‘shall”
in the second line and insert * will; ” after the word *‘it,” inline
7T, tostrike ont * shall ” and insert ‘‘ must be allowed to; ” and to
strike out the word “be ™ in the first line and insert “is.” I
send it up so that it may be read as amended.

Mr. GRAY. Let it be read as modified.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the
Senator from Colorado will be read as modified. :

The SECRETARY. It is proposed toamend theresolution soas
to male it read: =

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that the Government of the
United States will not attempt to restore to the throne the deposed Queen
of the Sandwich Islands; thaf the Provisional Government having been d
recognized, the highest international interests require that it must be al-
lowed to pursue its own line of polity without interference on the of
the United States; that intervention in the political affairs of these islands
by other tgng\urmnam;:; will be regarded as an act unfriendly to the Govern-
ment of United States.

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President—

Mr. FRYE. I hope the Senator from Seuth Dakota will ac-
cept the amendment.

. KYLE. "I will accept the amendment.

Mr, PASCO. 1 ask if there is any objection to considering
the resolution upon this subject reported from the Committee
on Foreign Relations by the Senator from Indiana[Mr. TorRPIE],
That resolution presents the matured action of the Committee
on Foreign Relations with reference to this subjeet, and it seems
t0 me that it is Fropcr that it should be considered. The reso-
lution has been lying idle upon the Calendar of unobjected cases,
and I see no reason why it should be laid aside and this resolu-
tion taken up in its place. Substantially both resolutions en-
deavor to reach the same conclusion. The Senator from Indiana
can state whether the pending resolution is preferable to the
one which expresses the matured aetion of the Committee on
Foreign Relations. _

Mr. FRYE. Ihope there will not be any objection to a vote
on this reselution now. The condition of things certainly de-
mands of the Senate some action this morning.

Mr. GRAY. For several months we have had reported from
the Committee on Foreign Relations a resolution that had been
offered In the Senate by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TOURPIE
and referred to that commiftes. It has been discussed an
nearly all the discussion which has taken place on the subject
has been upon that resolution. We thorou%hly understand that
resolution. I am prepared to vote for it. I am not prepared to
vote for any other resolution at this time, I shall insist, unless
we can vote upon the resolution of the Senator from Indiana,
which was reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations
to the Senate several months ago, that the pending resolution
shall be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

Mr. MANDERSON. Wil the Senator from Delaware al-
low a suggestion, or rather a question? TIs not the resolution
reported the Senator from Indiana one that has for its
main purpose an expression as to annexation or nonannexation,
whereas this is simply a resolution of noninterference?

Mr, GRAY. I think not.

Is there not that distinetion between

braska will allow me to move that the resolufion reported from
the Committee on Foreign Relations be offered as a substitute

for the resolution now befere the Senate and will let it be read,
it will answer the Senator’s question. I ask that that resolu-
tion beread.

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator from Delaware vote on the
other resolution this morning?

Mr. GRAY. I will.

Mr. KYLE. I will vote on it.

Mr. GRAY. I will vote on it this morning.

Mr. KYLE. And I think the Senate will.

Mr. GRAY. And I think it is time we do vote on it. I ask

to have the resolution reported from the Committee on Foreign
Relations read.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read.

TheSecretaryread the resolution reported by Mr. TURPIE from
the Committee on Foreign Relations, January 23, 1804, as follows:

Resolved, That from the facts and pa i
wise lmfld' inexpedient, under exlsunpg %ﬁd}ﬂmm:omdgmwﬁshﬂﬁ
any project of annexation of the Hawalian Territory to the United States;
that the Provisional Government therein having been duly recognized the
highest international interests require that it shall pursue its own line of

ty. Foreign intervention in the political affairs of these islands will be
regarded as an act unfriendly to the Government of the United States.

Mr. GRAY. Icall the attention of Senator from Nebraskato’
the fact that in addition to what he said the resolution states
about annexation it says, also, almost in the words of the reso-
lution offered by the Senator from South Dakota, that any in-
terference with the Provisional Government on the part of the
United States would be unwise; that that Government has been
raco%'m'zed by the United States, and must be left to pursue its
own line of polity, and then concludes in the same words as the
pending resolution.

Mr. MANDERSON. The resolution submitted by the Sena-
tor from South Dakota is one that it seems to me would com-
mend itself to every member of the Senate. I can hardly imag-
ine an adverse vote u the propositions contained rein.
But I submit that the main feature, the one first presented in
the resolution reported from the Committee on [foreign Re-
lations some time ago, is in regard to the annexation of those
islands—that it is not at this time advisable that theyshould be
annexed. Upon that question there might be a very material
difference of views. I do not believe that the condition in the
Sandwich Islands is at all changed in the desire of those people
for annexation to this Republic, and I believe that just as soon
as a permanent government is established, the republic which
we hope is speedily coming, there will be overtures from that
republie to this Government for annexation. For one, I do not
desire at this time to be drawn into the consideration of that

estion. The resolution presented by the Senator from South

kota is simply a resolution of noninterference, but carrying
out the policy of recognition to its full fruition. The other re-
lates to a very different, and, it seems to me, a most important
subject, which may lead to a 'long discussion,

Mr. KYLE. Let us have a vote.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If the Chair correctly understood

“the Senntor from Delaware, hemoves as a substitute for the reso-

lution of the Senator from South Dakota as amended the resolu-
Eon heretofore reported from the Committee on Foreign Rela-
ons. :

Mr. GRAY. Yes; the resolution that was reported some
moths ago from the Committee on Foreign Relations.

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Delaware must be aware
that the first part of this groposit.ion will create some an
nism. Is it necessary at this time for us to pass on the question
whether it is wise to annex the islands?

Mr. GRAY. At the present time? -

Mr. TELLER. I ask whether it is wise at the present time.
Had we not better leave the question of annexation entirely out
for the present in order to give those people peace. I am will-
mim take up the other resolution at any time and discuss it.
I should want to say something on that phase of it.

Mr. GRAY. I will say to the Senator from Colorado that as
Irecollect, and I recollect very distinctly, the resolution reported
from the Committee on Foreign Relations was a compromise of
the conflicting views. Wo believed finally that it was well to
compose existing difficulties and strife in those islands by de-
claring that there was no intention to recede from the recogni-
tion which had been given and is declared in the resolution
reported from the committee to have been given to the Pro-
visional Government. That, it seems to me, is all that the Pro-
visional Governmentneeds, or can expect to get. Certainly, so
far as my own vote, it is as much as it ever will get from the
Senate of the United States.

It also declares, as the resolution offered by the Senator from
South Dakota declares, that any interference by any foreign
power will be considered as an act unlriendl{l to the Govern-
ment of the United States. The first part of the resolution, to

which the Senator froem Colorado objects, merely declares that
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under present eircumstances and at the present time annexation
is inexpedient,.

Mr. MANDERSON. Tt is a little broader than that.

Mr.GRAY. If it commits anybody for or st the general
policy of annexation, I do not understand the English language.

Mr. MANDERSON. It is broader than thaf, if the Senator
will permit me. The language is ‘‘from the facts and papers
laid before the Senate, it is unwise and inexpedient.” If raises
the whole question.

Mr.GRAY. Allthe facts and all the papers that relate to the
condition of those unhappy islands have been laid before the
Senate, and I suppose we proceed upon information obtained
from the same source.

Mr. MORGAN. The resolutions reported by the Committee
on Foreign Relations——

Mr. TELLER. I had notsurrender it the floor.

Mr.MORGAN. 1 beg pardon.

Mr. TELLER. Butl will surrender it to the Senator from
Alabama, for I do not want to talk the time out.

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the resolutions reported by
the Committee on Foreign Relations were intended to preter-
mit an expression just now upon the question of annexation,and

tpone it, without any expression at all upon the subject.
he resolution now offered by the Senator near me [Mr. KYLE]
accomplishes precisely the same purpose, without saying any-
thin ]}ero or con about annexation—exactly the same purpose
and % ad hoped the Senator from Delaware would see thatview
of it and let us come to a vote upon the only point in which we
agreed in committee, which was that the Provisional Govern-
ment had been recognized, and that the Goverament of the
United States would not interfere in the affairs of Hawaii.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The guestion is on the amendment
of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. The Chair under-
stands that the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] has ac-
cepted the amendment of the Senator from Colorado [Mr, TEL-

LER].
Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, as has been remarked by the
learned and honorable Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], Ire-
goried a set of resolutions on this subject under the sanetion of
he Committee on Foreign Relations, and asked their immediate
consideration seventy or eighty days ago. The printed text
has been upon the desk of every Senator since.

Those resolutions include all that is included in the resolution
of the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE], and more. They
are clothed in diplomatiec language, perfectly conservative, per-
fectly coloress as to mrty differences here with r t to the
ﬁllcy pursued or to be pursued in that island, much preferable

expression and in their terms to the resolution offered by the
Senator from South Dakota.

1 have no particular objection to the resolution offered by the
Senator from South Dalkota, but I infinitely prefer the resolu-
tions reported by the Committee on Foreiﬁn lgelations, notonl
with respect to the terms used in them, the fext, but also wit
respect to the expression which I think this body ought to make
upon the subject of Hawaii.

It is very true, it is said, annexation constitutes one of the
features—I think I heard the honorable Senator from Nebraska
[Mr. MANDERSON] say it was the main feature—of the resolu-
tions mggrt.ed by the Committee on Foreign Relations. Itwas
one of the three features. All are main; all are equally impor-
tant. Why should they not be?

I think I heard the learned and honorable Senator from Towa
[Mr. ALLISON] very early in this discussion ask a question, why
should there be any mention of annexation of the Hawaiian Is-

e

Mr. HARRIS. II the Senator from Indiana will yield to me,
I will call for the regular order.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thehourof half 100'clock hav-
ingarrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi-

ness.

Mr. PEFFER. With reference to the resolution which was
just before the Senate, I wish to suggest an amendment to be
considered when the resolution is talken again, which is to
strike out all above line 5 and all in line 5 as far as the word
*‘government;” so that the resolution will read as follows, with
the insertion of words which I will come to in a moment:

That the Provisional Government—

Now insert—

of the Hawalian Islands having been duly recognized, the hi

national interests require that it shall ;'n.:gyﬁa its own line of polity without
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unfriendly to the Government of t.hag%nnad States. . B

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be received
and ordered to be printed, in the absence of objection.

est inter-

Mr. FRYE. Iask pardon of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr.
Harris] for making the proposition which I am about to make.

These resolutions, or resolutions of some kind, are of supreme
importance to the Hawalian Islands, to humanity, and yet there
has been a delay of three months in this Senate. That isut-
terly inexcusable. There they are, right on a pivot. The ac-
tion of the Senate can turn it progressively forward or back-
ward; and why weshould be trifling withlittle miserable political
quibbles is beyond my comprehension.

I am ready to vote for any resolution which shall declare to
those people that this Government will notinterfere with them;
I do not care how it is worded. There is one pu 1 have,
and only one, and that is to give those people their liberty of
thought and liberty of action.

Now, Mr. President, I ask unanimons consent that to-morrow
immediately after the reading of the Journal, without debate,
we may vote on these resolutions.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection?

Mr. TURPIE. I object.

Mp, FRYE. I am referring to all the resolutions, I will say
to the Senator from Indiana.

Mr. TURPIE. Iobject. I wish to answer the guestion of the
Senator from Idwa.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection.

Mr. FRYE. Then I ask unanimous eonsent, Mr. President,
that the resolutions shall bs taken up for consideration immedi-

ately after the reading of the Journal to-morrow morning,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

Mr. GEORGE. I object to that.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection.

Mr. HOAR. Idesire to make one statement only, in thirty
seconds, in regard to what has been said by the Senator from
Maine [Mr. FRYE]; and thatis, that the people interested in this
matter, who are uncommonly intelligent, must take notice that
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations of this
body [Mr. MORGAN], & committee representing the dominant
m charged with the administrative powernow in thiscountry,

eclared that that committee is unanimous in opinion that
there ought not to be any actionattempted from this country to
restore the Queen; and the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY],
though objecting to a particular resolution, declares the same
thing, and says that the resolution which he tavors contains that
declaration. The Senator from Indiana [Mr, TURPIE], saying
that the resolution which he favors contains other important
matter, also declares the same thing. So, it can go abroad now
as the unanimous consent of the Senate, which nobody contra-
dicts and nobody will stand np at this moment to deny, thatthere
ought not to be and that there shall not be any further attempt
from this country to restore the Queen.

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I am very glad indeed that
the Senafor from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR| has placed this
matter in such a clear and intelligent light. It is, as I believe,
the unanimous opinion of the Senate of the United States that
there is to be no interference of any kind bﬁthe Government of
the United States with the affairs of Hawaii.

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, having said that, I think we
may take it for granted that the words of the chairman of the
Committee on Foreign Relations of this body will not fall tothe
ground. They will be heard on thissubject around the world.

Mr. GRAY rose.

Mr. HOAR. I decline to yield any further, Mr. President.

Mr. GRAY. I ask unanimous consent to say a word.

Mr. HOAR. I have the floor, and I do not yield.

Mr, GRAY. Youdo notyield? I only want to say a word.

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will hear me now, I have.the

. -

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts
declines to yield.

Mr. HOAR. I want to make a correction in the RECORD
which will take about five sevonds, and then I shall yield the
floor. The Senator can then have the floor in his own right.

The VICE-PRESIDENT.. The Chair hasrecognized the Sen-
ator from Massachusetts.

Mr. HOAR. I do not wish to object—

Mr.HARRIS. TheSenator from Massachusetts willallow me
to suggest to him that although he is entitled to the floor on the
tariff bill, the Hawaiian matter has gone over, and it has gotto ’
go over until to-morrow morning.

Mr. HOAR. Very well.

Mr. HARRIS. Now, why consume time——

Mr. HOAR. Iam goinghto yield the floor in ten seconds..

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator will yield it in less."

Mr, HOAR. With all respect to friend from Tennessee,
who is in charge of the bill to which 1 am about to address my-
seli, and mothing more is to be said on any other subject, he
constantly out of order; he thrustsin hisangry, peremptory,and,
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though not intentionalllvl, discourteous, practically very discour-
teous, 'Iiectured upon other Senators; and I hope they will be
sto 5

lg:?e HARRIS. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow
me

Mr. HOAR. I will,

Mr. HARRIS. The tariff bill is the thing now before the
Senate, and the Senator from Massachusetts is violating the
rules of the Senate,or at all events the universal understanding.

Mr. HOAR. Let the Senator make his point!

Mr. HARRIS. In view of the conduct of the Senator from
Massachusetts, the Senator from Tennessee owes him less cour-
tesy than any other Senator on this floor; and the Senator from
Tennessee is not inclined to extend to him any more courtesy
than he is inclined to extend to any other Senator.

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Tennessee owe anybody
courtesy, if he owe it to the Senate or to any Senator or to any
gmon, he will be bankrupt, because he does not possess assets

pay one mill or a thousandth part of a mill on a dollar of
that debt.

Mr. HARRIS. He is able to pay as much as the Senator from
Massachusetts on that debt.

Mr. HOAR. I think not. My debt is discharged.

Mr. President, I rose simply to say that I think I have con-
cluded all I desire to say upon the pending amendment, and I
merely wish to make a correction in the RECORD.

In the first column, on page 5224 of the RECORD, in the report
of my remarks last evening on the pending amendment to the
tariff bill, I am reported as saying:

My honorable friend from Rhode Island [Mr, ALDRICH] will perhaps per-
mit me to repeat aloud what he said #0f{o voce just now, that our manufac-
turers are the best guns in the world. Every gentleman who uses
them knows it.

The remark was made by my honorable friecd from North
Carolina [Mr. RANsoM], fo whom I alluded, and by whose assent
I repeated aloud what he said sotto voce.

Mr. GRAY. I understand the tariff bill is before the Senate,
but I wish to say, in one minute, that while I heartily approve
of what the Senator from Massachusetts {Mr. HoAR]has said as to
the unanimous feeling and sentiment of this body in regard to
any interference in the Hawaiian Islands to restore the Queen
or otherwise, and, so far as I am concerned, subscribe to that
expression of opinion by him, I also want it understood that the
resolution reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations of
this body expresses the sentiments not only of that committee
when it was reported, but of alarge number—how many I donot
know—of this body, some on both sides of this aisle, and that
was, that the Senate of the United States, while declaring that
they were opposed to any interference, forcible or otherwise, to
restore the Queen, did not want any inference to go out that this
body approved of any scheme of annexation at this time.

r. MORGAN. Or that they disapproved of it either way.

Mr. GRAY. On the contrary, the resolution says that we dis-
approve of any scheme of annexation at this time.

Mr. MORGAN. That is not the reading of the resolution,
and that is not the purpose of it.

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, the pend-
ing question being on the amendment of Mr. ALDRICH, to strike
out paragraph 143 and insert a substitute.

Mr,. TELLER. Mr. President,I do not desire to delay action
upon this bill, but I have felt, after the remarks of the Senator
from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] the day before yestreday, that I
should be justified in expressing some views upon this guestion.
The Senator from Maryland presented the very bright prospect
of a solidified Democratic party, and he came as a Moses lea(fii:g
them through the wilderness, with this advantage over the
ancient Moses: that he was to participate in the triumph and
glory, which was denied to the leader of the chosen people of the
olden time. ;

Ishould noteare, Mr. President, about thisstatement of a solidi-
filed Democratic Earty—}: have no concern about that—but the
Senator undertakes to prophesy as to what is going to be the
result of a solid Democratic party, and upon that predietion I
have a few words to say.

‘We have been accustomed in this Chamber for a number of
years, when certain legislation was pending tohear prophecies
of either evil or good, sometimes one and sometimes the other.
Certain Senators speak ex cathedra for the Senats and for the
country. The Senator from Maryland drops into that rile. He
attacks the Republican Elarty. now, unfortunately for the coun-
try, as I think, in the minority, alné charges substantially that
we have been putting upon the statute books le tion which

brought the nation into distress. I do notintend to dwell upon

what has been done in the past, nor do I intend to undertake to
Tollow and point out the errors my own party or the Democratic
party has made.

If I am not mistaken, no political party can claim that they
are withoutresponsibility in the presentcondition of the country.

The Democratic party came into power in the popalar branch
of the Government in 1875, They have maintained their power
in that body since, with the exception of four years, when the
Republicans had a majority. IfI recollectcorrectly, they were
in the majority in this body for two years during the time the
Republicans had the House of Representatives. So whatever
responsibility may exist for bad legislation, or for not having
good legislation, the Democratic party must take its share. It
is now in power. It commands all the Departments of the Gov-
:{nment-. It is charged with the full responsibility of legisla-

on,

The Senator concludes his speech, after narrating the difficul-
ties that the Democrats had encountered in securing this solidi-
fied Democratic party, of which he talks by a prophecy as usual of
the good time that is coming. If I believed thatthatwasa true
prophecy, and believed the Democratic party is going to bring
to the count.r{l;hat. prosperity and that glory which he fore-
shadowed in the closing words of his speech, I should be very

lad to know that that party had come into power. ButIam

und to say that so far as this party has gone in its adminis-

tration since March, 1893, there 18 no evidence of such wisdom
on its part.

We were told in the campaign of 1892 that the Republican
party had not properly filled the trust reposed in them by the
people; that we had enacted laws for the classes; that we had
established a system of protective duties that bore harshly and
wickedly upon the common people, upon the laboring people of
the country; that our legislation had been int-entlonaﬁy in favor
of the moneyed classes. I have admitted on this floor that there
is too much truth in that charge, but I shall deny the general
charge; and I propose very briefly to show, if I can, that we are
not responsible for all the ills from which the body politic is now
suffering.

The Republican party has been a protective tariff party. We
have declared from the very moment that we came into power
that it is the duty of the Government to protect the industries
of the country. As I said the other day, this policy was based
originally upon two grounds. The first was that capital was not
sufficiently cheap in this country to enable us to manufacture in
competition with the cheap capital of Europe; and secondly, that
the American laborers had not been accustomed to live on the
European plane, and could not and would notlive upon that level,
and therefore there must be protection for the purpose of equal-
izing the difference in the costofl the product wgan measured by
the difference in the cost of labor here and the eost in Europe.

I am not an extreme protectionist. I do not believe in pro-
tection beyond the two gurposea for which it was originally
proclaimed. As I said the other day, I am now of the opinion
that we have reached the point where capital no longer needs
the protection of the laws, but we have not reached the point
where the American laborer is ready and willing, or where we
are ready and willing fhat he should be put upon the plane of
the European laborer. So when we come to legislate concern-
ing import duties we have two things to do. First, we have to
determine how much revenue is necessary for the conduct of
governmental affairs; how much money we have to collect each
year to pay our debts, to support the Government, to make neces-
sary improvements of rivers and harbors, and do all other things
that an enlighbened and a progressive Government should do.
Thatis the first thing to be done.

I understand that the Democratic party at Chicago assumed
that that was all that was to be done. The Democratic party
asserted then thatany tariff that went beyond that was arobbery
and a vielation of the Constitution. That was the issue befora
the American people in the last Presidential campaign. I have
stated before that I do not believe and I did not believe when
the result of the election was known that the American peogle
had adopted that principle. I know that thousands of men be-
lieved that that was a correct principle and that thousands of
men gave to it their support who theretofore had been members
of the political party to which I belong. ButI believe thousands
of other men wEo believed other questions were more important
to the American people than the tariff question were driven
away from our party by its attitude on the monetary question,
and voted,not with reference to the tariff, but because they dis-
trusted our ability to wisely manage that question. ‘

I recognize the fact, however, that having gone to the people
upon these issues the Democratic party has a right to assume
that that was the issue and that the judgment of the American

ople was in accord with the declarations of the Chicago plat-

orm.
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Mr. President, we expected when Congress assembled to get
a bill for revenue. . Nobodyexpected that we would have a pro-
tective tarifi. We knew, as I said the other day, that the de-
mands for revenue are so great that if the tariff should be wisely
levied, on four-fifths of the articles imported the duties levied
would be sufficient to equalize the difference between the cost
price of labor in this country and that in Europe. :

But to do that the duties must be wisely and carefully levied.
The bill as it came here from the other branch of Congress was
notarevenue bill, but it wassomewhat in that direction. Yetwe
are told by the Senatorfrom Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]thatthere
never was an hour when it could have been passed. By that I
understand there were on the other side of the Chamber a num-
ber of Senators who are not in favor of a tariff of the kind con-
templated by the House bill, which, I repeat, was not entirely a
revenue tariff bill, but a bill providing for tariff of sufficient
protection on some articles at least to make it a somewhat pro-
tective tariff measure.

It was an open secret, it was currently reported and generally
understood, that a small portion of the Democratic party sitting
in this Chamber were opposed to a tariff for revenue only.
can not say how many, and I do not think it would be proper for
‘me to name the Senators who are supposed to belong to that
class, but I will venture to say that no.c?hmore than one-fifth of
the Senators on the other side of the Chamber entertain those
views. I will venture to say that 80 per cent of the Senators
upon the other side of the Chamber are in favor of a tariff for
revenue only. Yet when the bill comes to us we have the dec-
laration of the Senator from Maryland that it is not a bill pro-
viding a tariff for revenue only, but a tariff for protection. It
is true he said something about its being a tariff for revenue
first and protection second, but after all it is a tariff for protec-
tion and not for revenue. ;

The Senator from Maryland, to whom I think I shall do noin-
justice if I assume that he belongs to the class of Senators who
are not willing to accept the bill as it came from the other
House, now tells us that the party onthe otherside of the Cham-
ber is solid; that all the Senators on that side are together, and
then he congratulates the country that the one-fifth of that i)ody
have compelled the four-fifths of it to come to their viewson the
tariff question.

Mr. President, we have had from various Senatorson the other
side, with a frankness which I admire, the statement that they
do not approve of the tariff bill that is now before the Senate,
but that they are powerless to help themselves; that they can
not get any assistance from this side of the Chamber, and can
not get enough votes on their own side of it to pass such a bill
asthey favor, and thatthey have beenforced, dragooned, coerced
into an agreement on a tariff bill which they do not approve,
because they say they think it is better than the existing tarift
law.

» It seems to me the exuliation of the Senator from Maryland
was quite out of place, if that is true. Then the Senator told
us that this is the best billothat has ever been presented to the
American people-since the Republican g:zt.y came into power;
not that it is the best bill that has ever been presented, but only
the best that has ever come since the Republican party has been
making tariffs. In other words he says that the proposed tariff
is a better tariff than that of 1861 or 1862, and the amendments
that followed; that it is a better tariff than that of 1883, and that
it is better than the McKinley act. Then the Senator informs
us that, after all, the industries of the country are not going to
be particularly injured, because there is not so much difference
between the proposed fariff and the existing tariff, except that
they have cut down the duties on the average to the extent of
12 or 13 per cent, or about one-fourth of the McKinley law rates.

There is the difference, according to the Senator from Mary-
land, between the {ariff of 1800 and the' tariff of 1884, over 12 per
cent. The Senator from Maryland did not tell us how much of
that percentage they have taken off luxuries; he did not tell us
how much of the 876,000,000, which the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Finance told us was to be saved by the bill, and the
amount must be somewhat reduced now, because the duties.have
been increased by proposed amendments, came from luxuries,
from articles which the common American citizen never buys,
or if at all buys sparingly; that the duty thus saved might be
put upon sugar, an article which the American people consume
in their homes everywhere.

If they do save $76,000,000 upon silks and satins and articles
of such a character, upon which the Senator from Rhode Island
[Mr. ALDRICH] has shown the saving to be, for the purpose of

utting it upon sugar, it does not seem to me that the Senator
rom Maryland has an%gmat cause of congratulation either for
himself or his ipu.rby hat seems to be the case now.

The Republican party has insisted; as I stated before, upon
levying duties upon foreign imports for the protection of Amer-
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ican labor. I know it is said on the other side that thatisa pre-
tence, that it is for the protection of American capital for the
benefit of manufacturers. But there is one thing that no man
here will deny, and that is that the laborer in this country has
been better paid than the laborer in any other country in the
world. He has occupied a plane that no other man who blisters
his hands has occupied. He has had independence of character;
he has had a freedom of action and a wealth of opportunities
that no man living anywhere else under the sun has ever had.
I think we may fairly assume that he is indebted for much of
these advantages at least to the operation and effect of the
American taviff. ;

‘While I do not desire to go into this matter in great detail, I
wish to touch for a few moments upon one or two points. First,
is it right and proper that in the administration of publicaffairs
we should have reference to the effect of our legislation upon the
labor of this country? We are told that a revenue tariff is the
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only tariff authorized by the Constitution, but that is not -

the fact. The first tariff act passed by the men who organized
this constitutional Government, and were active members in the
creation of the Constitution itself, declared that it was the pur-
pose of the act to stimulate American industries and protect the
American people. This being a matter of record, I am not go-
ing into any discussion of the question whether a protection is
legal or proper. I know we have been practicing protection for
more than one hundred years, and we have been doing it with
the approval of the American laborer, and in my judgment we
have been doing it to his advantage and for bis benefit.

Until a few years ago there was no complaint on the part of
the American laborer. We have had in the course of our his-
tory hard times. Those of us who have lived till our hairs are
gray, as many of us have, who remember the panic of 1857, and
the panics and the depression that followed, who have been ob-
servers of the condition of American labor, know that at times
American labor has been somewhat embarrassed, somewhat dis-
tressed; but I assert here now that until 1873 there was not in
this country any great suffering among the American laborers.
If wheat and cotton were low there was still enough to eat, and
there were still such opportunities for the laborer that he need
not starve. -

These temporary depressions were always recovered from in
a short time, up until 1%73,when we entered upon a condition of
affairs that lasted forfive years, until 1878. Tosome extentfrom
that time fora period werecovered and prosperity again came to
the American people. That condition continued almost unre-
mittingly, being sometimes a little betterand sometimes a little
worse, up until perhaps ten years ago.

During the last ten years there has been a continual, gradual,
persistent dropping of prices, a continual growing disposition
on the part of owners of capital not to employ it in productive
agencies, but to put it where it would be the equivalent of cash,
to keep it in cash. This tendency has continued to manifest it-
self until the present time. It is now said that we have an
abundance of money; that the great financial centers are filled
withmoney; thatthe reservesin all the reservecitiesare greater
thanever before in the history of this country. But the strange
part of it, the remarkable thing that will attract the attention
of the people of this country, isthat this isthe condition all over
the world. The Bank of England never before had in its vaults
so much gold asit holds to-day: it never had so greatan amount
of reserve as it now holds. The same is true of the Bank of
France, which has more gold and silverin its vaults than it ever
had before. Every great bank in the world to-day is filled to
overflowing with money. There isnoend to it in the banks, but
it can notb2 obtained for the purposes of trade and commerce and

roduction. You can borrow in Great Britain,in New York,in

rance, and in Germany, money cheaper to-day than you could
ever borrowit, provided always that you will put upas collateral
that which can readily be turned into gold.

You can borrow money in the city of New York upon Gov-
ernment bonds, upon county bonds, upon State bonds, upon gilt-
edged corporation bonds, mone{ on call, for 1 per cent per an-
num, and you can borrow it on long time for 3 or 4 per cent per
annum with that kind of security; but you would beg in vain if
you offered a block of buildings outside of the charmed circle.
If you offered a farm or a home in the country you would waita
long time before you could borrow at any price.

I am not holding the Democratic party responsible for this in
whole, but I think there are some things the Senatorfrom Mahr:y'[;
land overlooked day before yesterday when he presented
rose-colored view to us of the tinancial condition of this country.

A year agolast March the Democratic party came into power.
They found upon the statute books of the country an act that
every month put into circulation from three to three and a half
million dollarsof money. This was nomore than was required for
the business of the country; it wasnotenough tomaintain prices;

|}
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and any Government thaf does not keep progress in the way of
increasing its money to the extent of the increase of business
and demand so as to maintain stable and uniform prices does not
s e mt%“ﬁ'ms a
; S Were no 3. They had been graduallydro

ping little by little each year. They were lower that year tharg
they had been the year before. They were lower the year he-
fore than thefv had been the year previous; and it did not take
a prophet: to foresee that they would belower this year than they
were the last. This statute had provided for the purchase of
4,500,000-ounges of silver per month to be paid for at the market
price—a concession, we have been told a hundred times, to the
miners of Colorado, Mentana, Idaho, and Nevada. A greatcon-
cession it was! The Government said, “ We will buy your silver
at just what éou can gefifor if in the eity of London.” That is
the way the Government bought it, fixing our price here accord-
ing to what silver would bring in the eity of London.

It was claimed that this purchase of silver had disturbed onr

' finances and that the pe?la- were alarmed for fear we would
come to a silver basis, Not adollar of this silver was being
coined. Neta dollaref it was being putinto money, but we were
issuing paper money redeemable by tge practice of the Treasury
ntin gold. We were told we must stop buyinzsilver.
Cengress assembled under the eall of the present Chief Execu-
tive, whe announced to the eountryin his message that the dis-
tress and disturbance which existed and was apparently inereas-
ing (which was eomparatively Iittle then to w% it is now) was
the result of the pernicioussystem of purehasing American silver
and putting it away and issuing upon it & paper money that
everybody in this country was anxious to get.

‘We came here on the Tth day of August, Therewas financial

disturbance all over the country. I shall not now go into the
that that disturbance was created or- ht about. Itis
no longer profitable to consider that matter, except as its con-
sideration bears "ggon what has been done by the present Ad-
ministration, which is made pertinent by the elaim of the Sena-
ter from Maryland, when he gives such great eredit to the
Administration for what it hasdone in this direction. Astothe
Adm:l;ation’s aectomptllial}:mgnts so far, it had been able to re-
e Sherman act, and the Senator says it is enti
ﬁﬁmg = tfﬂat’ the Demoecratic party . e
r. President, the ic would not haverepealed
* that act if the voiee alone of the ngocratic party of this Cham-
ber had been.listened to. Therepeal advocates on thatside of the
Chamber found able assistants and able supporters on the Re-
publican side, and if there is any eredit to be taken, the Deme-
cratic party need not take it. But if there is any infamy to be
attached to it they may take it if they see fit, because it was in
their power, and that of their Executive, to have secured a dif-
ferent result.

"We had a contest here of three months. It was memorable.
We whodid not believe that the: eof the aet of 1890 or its
execution had hadanything to do with bringing on the distress;
we who had studied the question and believed the interest of the
American laborer and the interest of all the producers of this
cmt?imwas to be determined by that act to a large degrees,
made most determined resistance which it was possible for
a minority to make so long as we believed it was wise and proper
to resist. We heard from Senators on the other side of the
Chamber who were in favor of repeal, led then by the Senator
from Maryland, as they are led now, that if the act was repealed
there would come prosperity to all the country, that the pros-
trated industries would be revived, that the idIve would be set to
work. We heard the same story on this side of the Chamber as
frequently aswe heard it on the other. The boardsof trade and
chambers of commerce teemed with resolutions, flooded us with
ngpea.lﬂ for prompt action, predicting without exception that
there was nothing to be done except to wipe out this objection-
able statufe, and that when that wasdone prosperity would come
and continue with us.

' We dthe act. We passed it when wheat was lower than
it had in thirty years, when cotton was lower than it ever
had been in the history of cotton raising, and to-day we stand
under the shadow of the fact that wheat is 20 per cent lower
than it was then, and cotton fully if not quite 20.per cent
lower than it was the day the act was repealed. We stand un-
der the shadow of the faet that where there was one man tram:

ing then there are five now; where there was one elosed 1
then there are numerous closed mills now; where there was a

desolate home because the head of the household could not get |,

labor there are many now; where quietand peace reigned among
the laboring people of the country, the order of the day is dis-
satisfaction, strikes, riots, and revolution. <

Mr. President, the Senator from Maryland prophesied then.

Hais-plvghmyingsg&in. In my judgment his propheeies as to
the result of the passage of t ' will prove as false as his

:g}'&pheclms as to the result of the passage of the silver repeal

‘What has the Democratic partydone? It eame into er
upon & platform thateontained two tiveand distinct planks.
One was that gold and silver sb bhe treated alike, and the
other that there should be a tariff for revenue, and a tariff for
revenue only., Has anything been done for silver? A Demo-
cratie House and a. Democratic Senate, inelined in some respects
to make good the pledges of their platform on silver, passed a
bill, that for the coinage of the sei aﬂlm- utin eirculation
$55,000,000 of silver. The Demoeratic C eentive put his
veto on it, and nothing has been done to reverse his action.

What has the Demoeratie party dene torelieve the country
from its depression? Has there emanafed from the executive
department of the Government & single suggestion, a single
thought, a single proposition: locking to the bettering :?nﬂm
condition of the country? We were told early last year that the
Government must maintain its hundred millions of gold in the
Treasury, and that unless it did maintain s hundred milliens of
gold there would be distress and disaster greater than then ex-
isted. Thereupon the Governmentissued$50,000,0000f interest-
bearing bonds and sold them in the market and put the meney
inthe Treasury of the United States. Anattempthad beenmade:
under the previous Administration to issue bonds, and it had
failed. Mr. Harrison had objected. I am bound to saythatlde
not believe the objection thatcame from the Exeeutive then was
so mueh: to the issue of bondsas ifiwas to theissueof bonds at that
particular time. I think the Executive then was quite willing
to shift the nsibility on the next Presidenf. I have no
hesitation insaying that in myjudgment, if the Administration
had succeeded itself, there would have been an issue of bonds
just as there has been. I amnot charging that the Demoeratic

arty in that particular was any worse thanour own would haver
Eeen-. becanse the authorities who determine thisfinaneial gues-
tion do not sit in the White House nor in the Treasury Depart-
ment. They can be found in Wall street.

When Wall street demands bonds, it does not make any dif-
fereﬁa which party is in power; in my jadgment, it is liable to

t them.
geSo-ws:iumm«t $50,000,000 of bonds. How mueh gold have we
to-day? The one hundred million limit is passed, and during
the present month of May we have lest somewhere in the neigh-
borhood of $18,000,000 out of the Treasury. How long at that
rate will it take usto get down tolow-water mark, when we shall
need another fifty of bonds; and the sale of the fif
mﬂl-io‘?s of bonds will fill up the Treasury simply te be deple

Mpr. President, from behind this seat more than a year and a
half ago I stated that if we should sell bonds and purchase gold
the gold would be taken out again and it would be simply enter-
ing upon a sysfem of finance that would require that process to
be repeated ad infinitum, and that is the condition to-day. Last
year, in 1803, there was a large export of gold. I remember the
terror that wasevinced in this hody when the newspapers brought

‘word that there had been amillion dollarsearried abread the day
before, and that a million more was going the next day or the
day after, and I remember how the papers teemed with denun-
ciations of those of us who were not willing that the act of 1860
should be repenled, because they asserted we were allowing a con-
dition of affairs to exist which was bound to deplete the Treas-
ury and take away from this country all its gold. That condi-
tion continued, and gold went outuntil some time in thesummer,
when it returned in great abundance to this country.

Gold is goingabroad now. Hasanybodyin this Chamber called
the attention of the country to the frightful state of affairs that
gold is now being exported in &rent quantities? I have here a
table to which I wanf to call the attention of the Senate. It
fives the amount of gold that has gone abroad within the lasf

our or five months. I believe the net loss of gold (although I
may not be exaet on that point) for the months of January, Feb-
ruary, March, and April, wasabout $13,000,000. That is the neti
Iose. For the month of May, 1804—the presentmonth—up fo the
24th, there was a net exportof $20,405,8000f gold, that is, almost
a million dollars a day.

Yesterday, if thenewspapers are correct,$1,500,000 more went.

. So since the 1st of January up to the 20th of May there had been

an export of more than $33,000,000 in gold in excess of the im-
orts. Since that time four or five millions more have gone.
t is safe to say, I presume, that in the month of May the ex-

port of gold will be $25,000,000 and upward. ;
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask the Senator if that is not

' more than the net exportin any one month, with one exception,

: pcrhn?, in the last twe years?

. Mr. TELLER. Thatis, with: one exception, more gold thaw

r’-meverexporta&,l thinlk, in any previous month. lam asked

| how much: of what we eall free gold there is in the Treasury.
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There are about $80,000,000. In » 1893, when there was so
mmch alarm .our export of gold was enly about. $15,-
000,000. It certainly be $10,000,000 mere this menth than it

was then. Thisexport wasnot caused by the silver-purehase aet.
Tt was not due to increased imports of merchandise, for since the
1st of January, 1894, the imports have been very much less than
the exports. The imports from January, 1893, until Juneof that
vear were largely in excessof the exports. Since January, 1834,
the mereantile exports have been largely in excess: of the im-
ports, and yet the export of gold continues.

The gold confinues to run down in the Treasutar, and the cir-
culation of gold has practically ceased in the United States.
Where the Government used to receive 85 per cent of its im-
port duties in gold it now receives 8 or 9 per cent. The gold

yments are growing smaller and smaller at every return that
Emﬂa. It ean net be said that it is because we are buying
more than we are selling. We are selling more than we are
buying. There never has been a time in the history of the
eou when such a volume of exports went. out. There have
been times when the returns were greater, but never when the
number of bushels and pounds was so great as now.

The trouble is the world has been put upon a gold basis. The
prices are the prices of a gold basis. So you may continue to
send 4 quantities of exports abroadand you may continue to
Mmﬁkﬂom. buying any foreign goods, and yet the amount that
will return fo you will be inconsequential eompared with what
it would have been if the prices were as they were twenty years
age. Iam speaking of the world's prices twenty years ago.

The net exports of merchandise for the months of January,
Fe , Mareh, and Aprilinthe port of New Yorkalone were
$850,070,083. To that must be added an export of silver of $13,-
529,834, making a total of net exports of $73,490,926. Last year
the net imperts during the same time were $51,457,250, or a dif-
ference in our favor of $124,000,000. Yet in the month of May
we sent out nearly twice as much geold as we sent out in 1803,
with a despised silver law upen ourstatute booksand then there
apparently to remain for a long time.

'ﬁe prophecies that were made as to-the return of prosperity
with the repealof the Sherman acthave notbeen realized. The
prophecies that were made that we would be able te retain our

have not eome to pass. It ought to be apparent to every-
body that it is impoessible for us to retain our gold in this coun-
try with our present monetary system.

Now, what is the fault? Where is the error? The issue of
bonds does not save us. We shallbe called on very soon to issue

another $50,000,000, and when the golHl so purchased shall be put |

into the Treasury it will go out again. Thegoldisgoing abroad
in the face ef the fact I mentioned in the beginning, that there
is not a bank in Europe that has not increased the amount of
gold over every year heretofere.

I repeat, and I want to emphasize ii, the gold going to Europe
at the rate of $1,000,000a day is going to fill up the coffers of
the unused gold of the great banks of the world, where it is held,
not for the purpese of commeree, but for the appreciation that
every wise financier sees if to bs the property of gold. Whydo
yousuppose that £70,000,000, or $350,000,000, of gold is aggregated
in the of France? Whydo yousuppose that Great Britain
has £33,000,000 of gold, where heretofore she has generally ear-
ried twenty-twoortwenty-threemillion })ounds? hyis it that
the banks of Austria and Germany are full of gold? Why is it
that those countriesare continually adding to their fund of gold?
The financiers of the world know that you ean not maintain the
gold standard and sustain prices and support even a degree of
peace unless theyare fortified with gold. Itisbecausethe great

wers of Europe dare not lef their coffers be empty. Why has

ussia collected five or six hundred millions of gold that she
holds out of the channels of trade and commerce?

The whole world knows to-day that there is a condition of un-
rest, a condition that threatens the stability of every eountry
under the sun, our own not exeepted, and the whole question is
one based upon the money problem. It canbe determined and
settled, in my judgment, by o propersolution of the money ques-
tion, and in no other way. The standing armies of Europe are
not meant for one another. France and Germany may threaten
each other, but they know there is to be mowar. They know to-
day in Europe as certainly as if every army was disbanded that
for at least a period of years there is to be no European war.
They know that they must maintain these standing armies to
keep the people of these countries from rising and overthrow-
inf‘fgose governments,

Al s w situation in Ita.ly£ MMWM in every
re ¥, suppor a great s ing army, unable topay
its debts, di&tmsspé)ve re, discontent in every di rtm%?;yt
of life in Italy. Why does the Italian Governmenf maintain its
army? That Governmeat would not last an hour if the arm
were taken away, and they need this gold and mean to have it

‘ate’s time than I intended, and which I

for the maintenanee of order, the maintenance of peace, notwith

ofher nations, but with their own subjects.

Mr. GEORGE. I am very much interested, if the Senator
from Colerade will allowme to sayso, in the facts he is develop-
ing. I understand what the Senator says about the motive of
the Eur people or governments. in a.ceumnlating"ﬁ iold, but
I do not understand one part of the proposition, and I hope the.
Senator will explain it. What is the modus operandi by which
the transfer of gold is made from this country to Europe when
the exports are in our favor? I should like to understand that.
The Senator has studied it, and is able to malke the explanation.

Mr. TELLER. I ean fell the Senator, although I did not
propese to enter upon that subject, as I did not intend te go
fully into what I have gone into, for I only teok the floor for a
few moments. In the first plaee, we are a debtor nation. We
owe to great Britain, France, and Germany vastsums of money.
The three countries I have mentioned are the great crediter
nations that have get their hands upon all the industries of the
world.

Mr. HOAR. What eountries?

Mr. TELLER. Great Britain, France, and Germany.

Mr. HOAR. France? >

Mr. TELLER. France is a great erediter nation, although
the Senator from Massachusetts seems not to think so.

Mr. HIGGINS. Credits on outside nations?

Mr. TELLER. Certain &l >

Mr. HOAR. 1 thought the Senator was speaking with refer-
ence to ourselves, I wish to tﬁlaad absolute ignorance of the
question; I am net familiar with it. I thought the Senator was
speaking of nations who are our ereditors.

Mr. TELLER. No; I am speaking of them as world's eredit-
ors. Of ceurse, we have not borrowed as much money of France:

'as we have borrowed of either Germany or England: but we

have borrowed somethere. France hasgreatamountsof money
loaned eut. The people of France are a rich pﬁop].e. France
has recently been holding up [taly and Spain. But for French
money Spain would have long ago been, asshe practically is new,
bankrupt. France has beenfurnishing to Russia large amounts
of money. So these are the three great eveditor nations. We
beleng to the debtfor class of nations; but we pay our debts.
This is the enly nation in the world that the creditor nations can
look to with absol-uteeerta:inn? of having their debts paid. How
long it can do it the Lord only knows.

Mr. GEORGE. Right there will the Senator allow me?

Mr. TELLER. Certainly..

Mr. GEORGE. I understand the Senator to have stated that.
there has been a larger exportation of gold from the United
States during the present month than in any ether month in the
last few years.

Mr, TELLER.. That is correct.

Mr. GEORGE. I can see very well, if we owe debts abroad,
why gold goes to pay them; but have all those debts fallen due.
right now, or how is that operation performed?

Mr. TELLER. Ido notsuppose there is any particular time
when the debts fall due. I suppose they fall due every day in
the year, but it is awell-known fact to those who have watched
the exports of gold that always in the spring of the year the
exports exeeed those at any other period.

Mr, MITCHELL of Oregon. Isuggest to the Senator that
our shipping interests and ortation interests transfer a
large amount of gold from this to ether countries every year.

Mr. TELLER. Iam coming to that point.

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator froir Colorado allow me to
interrupt him?

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. I have notanswered the Senator
from Missiasi? i yet, but I will hear the Senator from Virginia.

Mr. DANIE I ask the Senator if it is not true, as reported
in the financial journals of this country, that the present drain
of gold from this country was largely caused by the necessities.
of the English people—the hard times that thers prevailed, the
number of people out of employment, and the necessity they
have been put under to sustain their investments in other
countries than the United States? i
place as we are, and are they not compelled fo sell their securi-
ties in the American markets in order to get the ready money
to sustain themselves?

Mr. TELLER. At the riskof going aliftle beyond what I in-
tended to in length ore‘:‘uns I meant to occupy—and I doubt
whether we can spend our time any more. prnﬁmgly than in dis-
cusain%this monetary question—

Mr. GEORGE. I hope the Senator will explain that matter

r. TELLER. Af the risk, I say, of taking more of the Sen~

I could avoid, I
want to answer the Senator from Virginia. A few years ago

- the people of Great Britain invested an immense sum of money

Are they not in as hard a-

L]
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in South America. Atthe same time they were putting large
sums in Australia, and some money of course in this country,
and in all the British colonies everywhere. No one knows how
much money the people of Great Britain have invested in for-
eign countries. Mr. Gladstone said they had $10,000,000,000 in-
vested abroad. The best authorities in Europe declare that was
a great deal too small,
r. GEORGE. Dollars or pounds?

Mr. TELLER. Two thousand million pounds, ten thousand
million dollars. All the countries of South America broke
down at once. Great Britain could not get her money from that
source. The Baring Brothers, a concern that was supposed
throughout the commercial world to be equal nearly if not quite
to the Bank of England, that had stood for, I think, this is the
third generation, the greatest private banking house in the
world, was ready to go into bankruptey or to assign, when the
Bank of England and other banks came to the rescue and saved
the firm. The Bank of France was also asked to help, and the
Bank of Russia was also called on fora million and a half pounds
at the same time. Three million poundscame from the Bank of
France and one and ahalf million pounds from the Bank of Rus-
sia. A statement was made in the French Economist, which I
have nodoubt is correct, to the effect that within a few weeks
France sent $45,000,000 of money into Great Britain to maintain
the credit of thelattercountry when the Baring Brothers failed.
Great Britain could not collect her money in South America.
Soon after that hard times came on in Australia, and England
could not collect her money in that province.

Last year without any silver law, withontany buying of silver,
Australia broke down in her finances absolutely, and there was
an immense loss to the British capitalists who had put their
money there. None of the borrowed capital could be returned
to Great Britain at that time. In consequence of this chain of
circumstances the British nation had no other place to go ex-
cept to the American people when its people wanted money.
Naadin;& the money, they came to us, and we responded.

Mr.HIGGINS. England sold her securities?

Mr. TELLER. She sold her securities, put them on the mar-
ket; not in an open way, but in a guiet, private way, sending
them to the banks of New York fo gradually put upon the
market here and turned over to fortunate Americans who had
the money to buy. So there is not only our debtsto be paid, but
there are all the time American securities coming back to be
sold here whenever Great Britain wants the money, and gold
goes to Europe in payment of these securities. When things
are easy they again buy our securities. When they get ‘‘ hard
up ' they send them over here and cash them.

In addition to that, which seems always to be the least thought
of, Great Britain does the carrying trade of this country outside
of the coast trade. I believe the ocean carrying trade of this
country has sunk to 13 per cent, practically not.hin%'. Now, no
man can tell how much money is paid for ocean freights. The
larger your exportation is the more money you pay out. The
larger your importation the more money you pay out.

In my judgment there is not a year in which it is not more
than $250,000,000. I have taken some pains to find out, but
nobody can tell exact.l,{l what is the amount at the present
time. It is put as high by some statisticians as $300,000,000.
The letters of credit that go to England every year by American
travelers is not less than $100,000,000. When times were pros-
perous in this country the servant girls of this country sent on
an average at least a million dollars every month to Europe.
They are not doing it now, [ am afraid.

So it is not strange that gold goesabroad. Witha debtor na-
tion insisting, in the first place, upon going upon a gold basis,
it simply means destroying the price of our products. Itsim-
ply means hampering our ability to pay our debts, and main-
taining our credit, when the prices of everything that we pro-
duce have fallen. Wheat has fallen from $1.33 in gold in 1873
to 56 cents in New York City to-day. Cotton has declined in
the same way. All the American products have experienced a
similar fall in price. Our exports from this country are made
up of the class of products which I have mentioned. Wheat,
corn, cotton, meats, butter, and other articles have fallen from
afair price in 1873 to a price at which no man can produce them
with profit to-day.

‘What is the result, Mr. President? Youhave to-day one-third
of all the railroads of this country in the hands of receivers.
The sixty-five railroads of this counfry in January, February,
and March ran behind in their gross receipts over the same
months a year before to the extent of $30,000,000; and in the
month of April the same roads ran behind more than $10,000,000
in gross receipts, in comparison with the same month in 1593.
You can count on the fingers of your hand the railroads of the
country that are solvent to-day. When these companies can no
longer pay dividends by hook or by crook, as they are now do-

ing, and when the American people shall realize that lact, and
tens of thousands of small investors in the stocks and bonds of
these roads will find their entire capital sweptfrom under them
by this system of finance of ours, you will need a standing army
to prevent a financial revolution in this country that will bring
a change of condition.

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] calls my attention.
to the deposits in the savings banks. There are in the savings
banks of this country $1,700,000,000. I venture to say here that
if these banks were required to pay, a thousand million dollars
could not be realized out of theirassets. What is to be done when
the men who have toiled and filled the banks with their money
shall learn that their earnings and savings of years are swept
away ruthlessly from them, and when they shalfrbe, as they w
be some time, enlightened in reference to that, and know thaf
their loss is caused by vicious and unwise legislation? I repeat,
if you keep these people down you will need a bigger army than
you ever had in this country.

Mr. President, it can not be done. You may keep the French-
men under. You may keep the Englishmen under, because of
his respect for law, tradition, and authority. You may keep the
German under. You can not keep an American citizen down, as
the Senator from Connecticut said, when he isstarving. Lawor
no law, they will make themselves heard and make themselves
felt. A distinguished railroad man said a few months ago that
there were 3,000,000 men idle, and upon them dependent were
more than 10,000,000 people. Since that statement was made the
idle men of this country have increased at least 20 per cent. To-
day everywhere in the United States there is a conflict going
on between labor and capital—strikes, riots, revolutions, you
may say.

Look at the newspapers of to-day. In very many sections of
the country yesterday the authorities were set at defiance. It
is a contest as to whether the laborer shall receive the wages
he has been getting or whether he shall get down on a lower
plane. It may be that in this contest the laborer for the time
will maintain himself, but the inevitable result everybody must
foresee. With low wages throughout the world, with low prices
everywhere in the world, there must be low prices here, and
when the price of a product is below its cost there will be a sus-
pension of production, and then in time the laborer will be com-
pelled, much as we dislike to see it, to come down to the plane
that his less fortunate fellows in Europe occupy.

The reduction of the tariff to any cousidemgle extent and the
increase of imports, in my judgment, means the sharpening of
this issue. It will make matters worse and not better. Wghaﬁ
has been, without exception, the answer of people who have an-
swered the interrogatories of the committee? Take the bulle-
tins which have been laid upon our tables, and where the manu-
facturer has answered the question put to him, *“ What will be
the effect of the reduction of the tarifi?” he has answered in-
variably, ‘‘ We must reduce our labor; we must cut the labor
either in hours or in price.” It hasalready been done, from 20
to 25 per cent, and it is to be done to a still greater extent.

Mrv. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me?

Mr. TELLER. Certainly.

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator will agree with me
that there can be no reduction in prices, other things remaining
equal, except by a reduction of wages? That is, a reduction of
wages is the necessary result of the reduction of prices, other
things remaining equal.

Mr. TELLER. I have not believed and I have not charged
that the reduction of duties is going to close the manufactories
of New England; but I do believe that any reduction is going to
compel the laborers of New England to accept lower wages, and
any considerable reduction of the tariff will compel them to ac-
cept wages upon which they have never been able heretofore to

exist.

Capital will take care of itself. The manufacturers of this
country will continue to manufacture. They will economize,
and the first economy will be, as they say themselves, the re-
duction of the price of labor.

Mr. President, with this condition before us, patent to every
man of intelligence, I can not believe that the Senator from
Maryland believes we have reached the place where prosperity
will come in by éutting down the duty upon imports, by increas-
ing foreign importations, by taking away from American labor
opportunities to labor, and reducing their wages.

1 do not believe this bill will help, nor do [ believe it will hurt
as much as some of my colleagues think it will. But it will do
no good, and whatever influence it exerts upon the condition of
the country will be thatof evil. ForthatreasonIamopposed toit.

But I insist that you may pass this bill,or fou may adjourn
without passing any bill antf the condition will remain practi-
cally the same as it is until the monetary condition of the world
is reformed. How can this reform be accomplished?
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Mr. President, that is a %raat question—how far we can
handle that question alone. For myself, after much thought
and much anxiety, I believe that we are capable here of solving
the monetary question of the world alone and unaided. What
France could do with her comparatively few million of people,
with her little wealth compared with ours, we cando if we only
have the courage and skill fo takehold of it and make the effort.

What are we to do? Are we to go on in the way we are go-
ing? Are we sensible men when we sit here and do nothing?
You may deride the Coxey movement; you may poke fun at
Fitzgerald; but they represent a sentiment of distrust and dis-
content; and they are indications, in my judgment, of a danger
that no sensible man ought to overlook. |

The Democratic pn.rt{l are in power. 1f would bs wisdom on
their part to address themselves to this question now and at
least try to determine if there is not some method by which the

rosperity heretofore existing could be brought back. We
Enow now that the silver-repeal bill did not do it. We know
that wheat is cheaper than it was the dahwe repealed the
purchasing clause of the Sherman act,. We know that Ameri-
can securities were not sent back because of that act, for they
came in greater quantities after the repeal of the act than in
the same period before.

We know, of course, that the distress which prevailed, and
prevails now, was not the result of the act of 1890, and was not
removed by the repeal of that act. I repeat here now that no
intelligent man ought to believe for a moment that this bill is
going to furnish the relief demanded, and I know that on the
other side of the Chamber there are very many Senators, who,
while they believe it may help somewhat, agree with ms in the
opinion that it does not striks the root of the evil after all.

Mr. GORDON. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me at
that point to ask him a question?

Mr. TELLER. Cer Y. :

Mr. GORDON. Of coursethe Senator understands that every
lover of the country appreciates the condition we are in just
now, and is as anxious as he is to see some relief brought to this
people. I want to ask the Senator, who has given so much
thought to this monetary question, whether or not, in his opin-
ion, it be not worth the experimentnow to remove the tax upon
State banks and let the combined intelligence of the different
States undertake relief for the people of the individual States:
and whether, in the Senator’s opinion, that movement would
not in large measure solve the silver problem? I want tohear
the Senator on that point.

Mr. TELLER. I do not desiretogo into that question atthis
time, as it is'a question which will come before us later, and on
which I shall endeavor to be heard when it does come. I only
want to say now to the Senator from Georgia—and I will say
that to every other Senator—that I do not claim for myself any
more patriotism than I concede to all my associates on this floor;
Ido not claim that I have any more sympathy for the down-
trodden of this country, or any other portion of the world, than
they have. Iam only telling what is the condition of the world,
and suggesting that there ought to be some remedy, and that I
have an idea of what that remedy should be.

Mr. President, allow me to say to the Senator from Georgia
that, while the suggestion he made is a prol:lher one, and if prop-
erly carried out would bring some relief, yetit will only be a tem-
porary relief, and only a relief in this country. This diseased
condition is not confined solely to the United States; it is as wide
as the world; it exists in every counfry which is on the gold
standard; but it is not felt in countries where there is a silver
standard. We can not handle it alone, unless our action is such
as to influence other nations to follow us.

If we should resort to paper money, we might add to the cur-
rency of this country 250,000,000 or $500,000,000 of paper which
the people would readily take on the faith of the national credit;
but it would not raise gricas in Great Britain. It would not
raise prices in France. It would not raise prices in Germany,
Austria, Belgium, Sweden, and Holland. It would make for us
for the time being a greater degree of prosperity, but when we
had got out of the stimulus and excitement that this issue would

ive us, our financial condition would be as much lower as it
d been raised higher belore by such stimulus. That is only
temporary relief.

No remedy that is not as wide as the world will reach this
trouble. I do not want to be misunderstood; I do notwantany-
body to say that relief is only to come from an international
agreement. I say, do not wait for international agreement.
Let the United States put itself upon the double standard, with
open mints for gold and silver at a ratio of 16 to 1, and if your
gold goes, as you say it will, as it is going now, and you go to
& silver basis, you will be upon a basis which will ultimately
give you stability of prices, and rising prices with the silver
countries of the world.

The result will be that Great Britain, and Germany, and France -
will be compelled to come to us and unite with us upon some
international basis; and the gquickest svay to secure an interna-
tional agreement is to say to the world that no matter what
other nations may do, we are prepared to use these two metals
on an absolute equality at the old ratio we adopted of 16 to 1.
‘When we do that we will bring the world to us.

Mr, President, you may take the silver countries—I do not
care to go into this subject in detail—but there is not a country
where silveris exclusively used as money that is not in a better
condition than isour own. Take Mexico, with great natural ad-
vantages, but with a system of government which until re-
cently has been anything but favorable toward development
and progress. I will, however, say for it now that, in my judg-
ment, the Mexican Governmentis in the hands of able, patriotie,
and wise men; that the people of Mexico are improving men-
tally, morally, and financially, and they have a greater degree
of prosperity in Mexico than ever existed there before.

here can, however, be no comparison of that country with
ours. Their people are different from ours. They lack that
energy and that force which the Anglo-Saxon possesses; they
come of a different race; they are a mixed race, very many of
them, and a gentleman in Mexico told me that he did not sup-
pose one-hall of the people of Mexico slept in beds. And yet
there is as much refinement, as much intellizence, as much vir-
tue, and as much hospitality in a class of Mexicans as can be
found anywhere in the world. That country, with all its disad-
vantages of a mixed population, with its poverty growing out
of long wars, is to day infinitely better off than we are.

There are no starving men in Mexico; there are no Coxey
armies; there are no idle tramps: every man who desires it can
find work; and if he does not live upon the same plane that our
Eeciple live upon, he lives upon a plane that s satisfactory to

im, and he can make it better if he will, for opportunities are
not there, as here, denied to labor.

Take China. Of course there is no comparison between the
people of China and our people; and yet China has not felt the
world-wide depression. Her prices have been like those of
Mexico, stable for twenty years, while ours have been continu-
ally falling. 3

Take India. Her prosperity was greater than it ever had been
up to the time when her mints were closed.

Take South America, outside of those countries where over-
speculation has occurred, as in Argentina. Take the countries
which are on a silver basis, and they are far better off than we are.

I should haveforgotten Japan but for the fact that the Senator
from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] calls my attention to it. Japan,
with a population about equal to that of France, has recentl
stepped forward from a semicivilized condition toward an ad-
vanced civilization; and it looks to me now as if the dark-
ski:ﬁed races of Asia would become the manufacturers of the
world.

China, Japan, and India are increasing their manufactured
products beyond what was ever conceived. Japan is gathering
to herself the markets of the world, which we are vainly talk-

| ing about hoping to get. If this thing continues for another

decade, England will cease to be the great manufacturing coun-
try of the world, and China and Japan, with a population, as I
sald the other day, who can live on infinitely less than can the
pet)gle of any European nation, with a patienceand a skill equal
to that of any other people in the world, will compel all other
people to yie{vd to them in their ability to manufacture.

We are building up by this financial policy a manufacturing
system in the countries which are not in accord with us, and
who do not belong to our civilization and our race; and that is
being done in the interest only of men who hold the securities
of the world, withoutany other reason than that they may com-
mand more of the world's commodities.

Mr. President, I am notinclined to be prophetic of evil; but I
feel, and [ can not help so feeling, that we have reached a point
now which should cause us to reflect. [ assume that this bill
will pass; I assume that substantially as it came from the com-
mittee it is to become a law, and because of that and our de-
fective monetary system that American wages are to be re-
duced and American laborers are to occupy a position they have
never occupied before, and which I know no man on this floor
wants to see them occupy. Their courage may hold them up
for a little while, but gradually they must either resist the
agencies which are bringing this trouble upon them, or they
must deteriorate.

Why can the American laborer do more work than any other
laborer in the world; and why can he do it better? It is be-
cause he has been better paid, because he has always felt the
stimulus which good wages gives to every man; because he has
been a man; because he has felt that he was treated as a man,
with ample wages; and because he has felt for his family; he
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has had hope, courage, and ambition, and though he may
have been poor, he hoped to see his boys and girls lifted u%to
the plane that he had wished he could reach, but had not. For
them there was still hope. Shall we let that all go? Shall the
American laborer be deprived of that hope, that ambition,
that incentive to good citizenship? Shall the future be closed
to him as it is to his fellow-workmen in the countries of the Old
World? Mr. President, to me the contemplation of that state
of affairs is most frightful. I felt when we repealed the Sher-
man aet that it was a step in that direction.

I heard the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] yester-
day speaking of the excellent people in his State who he thinks
are to be hurt by this legislation. He described the people of
my State; he deseribed the people of the great Northwest; he
described the character of men who have subdued the greaf
‘West and made it ““blossom as the rose.” For them my heart
bleeds, not for the people of my State only, but for all the people
of the V Yest, and for the Senator's gaople also: and I am willing
to do what he was not willing to do; I am willing to give my
vote in such a way s not to destroy this class of men, but to
gim them the opportunities in the future which they have had

n the past.

Mr. President, believing that the ge of this bill will add
burdens and not remove them, and t it will reduce the wages
of American laborers, I am going to vote against it in all of its

hases,

2 Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, at the close of the ses-
sion of the Senate last evening the Senator from Massachusetts
[Mr. HOAR] was addressing the Senate in advocacy of a higher
rate of duties upon that paragraph of the pending measure re-
lating to shotguns. In the course of his argument he appealed
to me to know if, in the years I had had the honor to represent
in part my State mt the other end of this Capitol, I had not found
the people for whom he spoke and their representatives in the
Senate and House always ready and willing to cast their votes
in tha direction of &rotecﬁnf the interests of the people of the
South and the Southwest. - I am glad of the opportunity to an-
swer that question to-day. -

I remember, Mr. President, in 1832, when a river and harbor
bill then so large as to attract the attention of the country, was
passed, doing, for the first time in the history of the Govern-
ment, justice by the great Father of Waters, in the way of
large appropriations, for the purpose of improving its navi
tion nad assisting in protecting ifs alluvial valley from ﬂoogas.:
That bill, after the two Houses of Congress, encoun-
tered an Executive veto. It was promptly passed over the Ex-
ecutive veto in the House, where the bill originated, and then
m.l;e to the Senate, where it likewise passed over the Executive
veto.

One of the Senators who stood up for the bill notwithstanding
his party’s President had vetoed it, and who cast his vote infavor
of its passage over the veto was the Senator from Massachusetts.
He championed the cause of the Mississippi River in the bill,
sustained the large appropriation it carried for the river, voted
for this measure which did justice to the people of the South-
west notwithstanding the fact that it was a measure not popular
in his own State. And I recall, as part of the political history
of those times that, when the Senator from Massachusetts in the
fall elections of that year in his State came before the people for
reilection to the Senate, he was challenged for his vote cast in
favor of passing the river and harbor bill over the Executive
veto. He took the stump in advoeacy of the measure and in de-
fense of his course, and he was, I am ﬁlad to say, friumphantly
rellected; and from that time to this he has filled a seat in this
body, alwayswith eminent ability, and sometimes with luster.

: But, Mr. President, I do not Lgink the party to which he be-
o

ngs
Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques-
tion? -

Mr, BLANCHARD. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. TELLER. The Senator has alluded to the veto of the
river and harbor bill, and would leave, I think, the impression
on the public mind that it was vetoed because of the appropria-
E}:ﬁ '}or the Mississippi River. Does the Senator mean to say

Mr. BLANCHARD. Idonot. Idonot think any such in-
ference can be drawn from anything I have said in reference to
it. I premised my remarks, touching the course of the Senator
from Massachusetts in reference to that bill, by stating that it

was a measure so large in the aggregate amount it carried that
it attracted the attention of the country and adverse criticism
in many ts of the Union.

Mr. TELLER. Will the.Senator allow me to ask him an-
ot.h.adr; question? I think he will see the reason for it after-
w

ards.
Mr. BLANCHARD. Certainly.

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator if hedid not recognize in the
then Executive an open and avowed friend of large appropria-
tions for the MissiamPpl River as being beneficial to his section
of the country, both for the improvement of the river and the
profection of its valley from floods?

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, answering the inquiry
of the Senator from Colorado it gives me pleasure to say that
we, from the valley of the great river, recognized in President
Arthur, then the Chiel Executive, afriend of liberal appropria-
tions for the improvement of the Mississippi Riverand the pro-
tection of its alluvial valley. I well recollect the message upon
that subjeet which he transmitted to Congress wherein he rec-
ommended liberal treatment of the river. But it is a fact, Mr.
President, that President Arthur did veto the bill of 1882 carry-
ing between eighteen and nineteen million dollars, which em-
braced within its provisions the most liberal appropriation up
to that time which had been given by Congress in recognition
of its duty toward the great Father of Waters. I did not in-
tend to any criticism upon President Arthur because of hia
veto of that measure. That veto was based upon other grounds
%_an because it carried a large appropriation for the Mississippi

ver.

Mr. President, when interrupted by the Senator from Colo-
rado I was going on to say that while it is ftrue with reference
ta the Senator from Massachusetts that he,in the broad-minded-
ness which many times has characterized his course as a publie
man, has treated us in the South and Southwest with justice and
liberal.itf, the Earty to which he belo: and of which he is a

ight, has

shining not often done so. e State which Iin part
represent upon this floor is, as is well known of every man,
terested more largely than all the remainder of the United,

Statesin the cultiva
manufacture of sugar,
From the inception of the Government dawn to 1890 the pol-
icy of Congress had been always to maintain a reasonable dut,
for revenue pur upon the importation of sugar from abrondy,
which aided largely in giving to the Treasury the revenue it
needed and to an agricultural ind of the South the incident
of protection which encouraged it. s policy, which had con-
tinued from the beginning of the Government down to 1890, a
policy which the founders of the Republic and the great men
who followed in their wake themselves initiated, was for the
first time deliberately abandoned by the Republican party in the
MeKinley law of 1890, and deliberately abandoned, as I believe,
because sugar was that product upon which a tax in the way of
an import duty realized so much revenue that it was necessary
to strilce it down in order to increase thehigh rates of duty upon
manufactured articles coming into competition with articles of
like nature made in the factories and shops of the North and
t

East.
iME. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me toask him a ques-
tion:

Mr, BLANCHARD. I yield.

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator as to the relative prosper-
ity of the sugar industry before and after 1890 under the Mc-
Kinley act?

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, in the course of the ob-
servations which itis my purpose to submit to the Senate to-day—
and it is not my purpose to occupy much of the valuable time of
the Senate—I shall endeavor to answer the inquiry of the Sena-
tor from Iowa; but before I do so permit me to go on with the
thread of my ment.

I say that from the beginning of the Government down to the
enactment of the McKinley bill into law there had been g rea-
sonable duty maintained upon sugar, and while the MeKinley
act increased in time of profound peace, without any necessity
whatever for additional revenues in the Treasury of the United
States, the duties npon every manufactured article, almost with-
out exception, made in the North and the Northeastand in New
England, while the Congress of the United States sanctioned
and embarked upon a new, so to speak, policy of higher protec-
tion, it was guilty of the singular inconsistency of excl g su-

ar from the list of protected industries, of refusing a reasona-

e duty which was needed by an nﬁ'rioultuml industry in the
South. It segregated the sugar industry from the other pro-
tected industries of the United States, and asked it to stand
alone upon a doubtful and untried experiment.

Sugar was put upon the free list for the first time since 1798,
and as a sop to Cerberus they threw us a bounty, against which
we protested, because we knew it would noti last. Prior to 1890
too much money was being collected under the tax laws of the
country. More money was being talken from the people than
the necessities of government warranted. The cry went up, re-
duce the revenues, cut down the annual surplus. Sugar, under
the duty levied on it, was yielding about $58,000,000 a year.
The Republican party answered the demand for reduction of

of sugar cane and in the production and
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rovenues | ;&ptﬂtngsugnon the free list. This disposed of the
mﬁ ft a margin for glaciui_hl:{riher duties upon the

of manufacture in which the North was interested. So
it was done—done to pave the way for a higher tection to
their-own industries. It mattered nof thata Southern agricul-
tural industry was sacrificed. But to let us down easily, they
gave us a precarious bounty.

Believing the bounty to be a delusion and a snare, because
lacking the element of anency, the Representatives from
I.ﬂuismlia in Congress by their voices and their votes protested
against it.

We believed that if our industry was included in the list of
the protected industries, there would be some certainty of the
maintenance of the fostering care which it required for its de-
velopment; but that if it was cast aside from the list ef pro-
tected industries and asked to stand alone under a policy of
bounty, we feared the worst. We predicted then exactly what
has already come to pass, at least in part. You [addressing the
Republieans] placed in that bill a clanse which gave this bounty
for fifteen years,and even went further, and provided a eontinu-
ing appropriation to pay the money that would be due sugar
producers under the bounty, but we told you then that you could
not fetter the handsof succeeding s; that your fifteen
years of bounty would not last, and t the time would come
when there was great danger that the bounty would be taken
away fromus and sugar left the free list, to the destruction
of that great industryin w $100,000,000 in my State is in-

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. Will the Senator from Louisiana
allow me a question?

Mr. BLANCHARD. 1 yield to the Senator.

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Suppese the Senator from Lou-
isiana could have an assurance that the bountysystem would be
maintained and made just as permanent as is any legislation in
re%a.rd to any protected industry in this country, weuld he then
still prefer the duty in place of the bounty?

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, the Senator from Oregon
and no other Senator, and no number of Senators in this Chamber
at this time or any other time, can give any such assuranee.
No set of men, no political party, can enact a provision of law
which ﬁes to the producers of sugar, or the producers of any-
thing else, a bounty for fifteen years, and guarantee that future
Congresses will maintain it.

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Louisi-
ans allow me a moment further?

Mr. BLANCHARD. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I presume I have just as much
iI_Jl%mam to give a guaranty in regard to bounties as the Senator

m Lowul or any other Senator on this floor, or any other

v or anybody in the United States has the power to give the

tor from Louisiana a guaranty thas proteetion shall be en-
forced in the future.

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, no man in this Cham-
ber, or set of men in this Chamber, or elsewhere, can give a
guaranty on any question of legislation. But on any tariff law
maintained for the purpose of raising revenues needed to defray
the expenditures of Government, sugar may be expected to have
apince. No article can with greater justice or eguity have a
place upon it than sugar.

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President——

Mr. BLANCHARD. I beg of my friend toexcuse me fora
moment. %

No Senator or set of Senators ean give a guaranty thatif a
reasonable duty is plncamon sugar it will be maintained, any
more than the bounty will be maintained; yet I say in unity
there is strength, and if the sugar industry is given the protee-
tion which results from a revenue duty on sugar, it will stand
with the other protected industries of the United States, and in
that position there is strength; whereas by the MeKinley law it
is placed in a position of weakness; asked to stand alone upon a
doubtful and untried experiment.

Now I ﬁ'iald to the Senator from Kansas,

Mr. PEFFER. This phase of the subject is very interesting
to me, and, inasmuch as the Senator from Louisiana has under-
taken a comparison bstween the protective virtues of duties
and bounties, I wish to ask the Senator this question: Whether
he knows of any other protected industry in the United States
in 1890, or in any previous year during the last half century,
whose protection by law cost as much in comparison with the
work of the domestic production as that of sugar?

Mr. BLANCHARD. In the beginning of the Government,
when the Treasury needed revenue, it was found by these who
were in chm'iga of public affairs at that time that noartiele would
¥ield more of revenue for the minimum of taxation than sugar;
and that is exactly true to#lay. Tt is not a question of whatthe
incidental protection 10 the domestic industry hascost. The

justification of the sugar tax has beex;iémm the beginning until
now, and now, that it is the idealarticle upon w a tax should
be levied,an ideal article in the sense that it yields the maximum
of revenue for the minimum of taxation; the maximum of reve-
nue with the minimum of protection, if you will; and uFon that
ground a duty upon sugar has always been main , and is
to-day as susceptible of defense from that standpoint as it ever
was in the hisiory of this Government.

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator permit me another ques-

tion.

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will yield to the Senator from Kansas
?ncehmore, and then I trust that Senators will not interrupt me

urther.

Mr. PEFFER. I assure the Senator that, with the answer to
the question I shall now propound, I shall not trouble him with
any further intermﬁion, and I will say to the Senator, besides,
that it is not my habit to interrupt Senators, and I should not
have interfered in this discussion but other Senators s2t me the
example, and the Senator from Louisiana was kind enough to
{éeld to them, and I supposed he would good naturedly yield

me.

The question I ask is, if the Senator's argument is a correct
one—and I am not seying that it is not correct—why will it not
apply with equal fores to coffee, totea, and to articles which are
not produced inthiscountry atall, articles the duties upon which
are collectzd with quite as small e ditures and with quite as
small an amount of lsbor, and yet of the duties will b rev-
enue, and nothing but revenue?

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, the answer to the gues-
tion of thf Sanuﬁor fn{m Kunl]:ym tl; ob'véior;. Or wu;ue fhg same
argument would a e a duty u coffee and u
tea; but, as I undarl;lgaid ?’t. the doctrine of t?l?: rty to whicﬁ
owe ullegiance, upon this question of the tariff has always been
and is now a for revenue with the incident of protection.
If that be true, why should we levy a duty upon coffee and tea,
referred to by the Senator from a8, when we can obtain
more revenne by a small fax upon sugar than we can by an egual
tax upon both coffee and tea? Sugar isproduced here and is an
agricultural industry of our country to be benefited by the in-
cidental protection which results from the tax. Coffee and tea
are not raised here, and as a consequence no industry of the
United States would be benefifed, incidentally or otherwise, by
a tax upon the same.

In the sugar tax we have a duty levied upon an article whieh
conforms exacfly to the Democratic idea of the tariff, a tariff
for revenue with the incident el protection, an agrieultural in-
dustry in my State, an agricultural industry in the State of the
Senator from Kansas, an in just now beginning to assume
prepertions which justify the belief that, if a reasonable duty is
placed upon su and maintained for a length of time without
agitation of its abolition, so as to invite capital, in a deeade or
two there will be produced in the United States from came,
beets, and sorghum mot only the 2,000,000 tons of sugar which
are annually consumed in the United States, but much more be-
sides for rt.

Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas will agree with me
when [ say that whereas there are produced annually in the
Germanic Enqzijra s million tons of sugar as against about 330,-
000 tons, zll told, in the United States, we have an area of coun-
try in the United States twice asgreat as the Germanic Empire,
which is suscepfible of raising the sugar beet for sugar- i
geurposes as successfully as it is raised in Germany. We have,

sides, an area of counfry in the United States as great in ex-
tent as the Germanic Empire, where sugar cane for sugar-
making purposescanbe grown with the.great success. We have
another area in the United States, several times as large as the
Germanic Empire, where sorghum for sugar-making purposes
can be grown in unlimited quantity, in some sections of the coun-
try fwo crops a year on the same ground being produced.

Then, 1 say, with these possibilities before us, aye, with the
probabilities whieh these conditions present, for the preduction
of sugar in this eountry equal to the consumption of our peopls,
why should there not be maintained a reasonable duty upon
sugar such as we find in the pending bill, if thereby this in-
dustry is fostered and encouraged, while a large revenue is
yielded to the Treasury? ;

The Senator from lowa [Mr. ArLisoN] asked me if it was not
a fact that since the enactment of the McKinley law, with a
bounty provision in it, the development of sugar-making in this
country had not progressed far beyond what it had in the same
length of time prior to the giving of the hounty.

Yes, thatis true. Under the stimulusand the encouragement

iven by the bounty, sugar production inthis country hasgreatly
fnm-maﬂ But that does not answer the argumentmade ]
the precarious nature of the bounty. There is noguestion of tha
encouragement to sugar production given by the bounty system.
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But will this bounty last; will it remain: does it accord with the
genius of American institutions; is it sustained by popular senti-
ment? These are the questions which disturb the sugar maker;
which make him uneasy; which caused him to fear the result
of the experiment of the bounty. He was apprehensive one
Congres would undo the work of the preceding Congress,and he
has lived to see that his fears were well founded,

Had not the Republican party placed raw sugars on the free
list in 1890 there would now be no sort of doubt of maintaining
sugar on the dutiable list in the pending bill. As it is, we from
Louisiana have had great difficulty in making others see and
admit the justice of our claim that sugar should be restored to
the dutiable list.

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President—

Mr. BLANCHARD. I bag the Senator’s pardon. I prefer
not to be interrupted.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Louisians de-
clines to yield.

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, we have heard in the
course of the debate upon the pending measure a great deal said
on the other side of the Chamber to the effect that this bill in
its makeup is a szctional measure; that it gives undue advantage
to the South and Southern industries. For two months and a
half I have sat in this Chamber a silent listener, obeying, at
least up to this time, that ancient usage of the Senate which re-

uires young Senators to take a back seat and ‘‘be seen but not
geard.' In the course of my silence and attention to the debate
which has been had upon the pending measure, I have heard
Senator after Senator on the Republican side make the argu-
ment of sectionalism against the bill.

Let us briefly look into it and see how much of force there is
in the argument. Take wool. The grzatest wool-producing
State of the Union is inthe South—Texas. Itmay,then, besaid
that wool is as much, if not more, a Southern raw material than
it is a Northern or Western one; and yet wool is placed on the
!ro::hlis; in this bill. Any discrimination in favor of the South
in that

Mr. PERKINS. California is the largest wool-producing

State.

Mr. BLANCHARD. Well, Mr. President, perhaps the Sen-
ator from Texas will disagree with the Senator from California.

Mr. PERKINS. If the Senator will allow me, the statistics
show that.

Mr. BLANCHARD. Again, Mr. President, that section of
the country to-day which is the hope of the lumber industry is
the South. It is well known by gentlemen living in the North-
west, and by those of us who have traveled in that region, that
the end of the lumber industry in Michigan, Minnesota, and
‘Wisconsin is in sight. Already their far-seeing millmen ‘have

one South to the illimitable pine forests in my own State and
E; Arkansasand other Southern States, and have hedged against
the disappearance of timber in their own country by buying by
the millions of acres timber lands in the Southwest.

There is in this Capitol, in the other House, a gentleman, a
friend of mine, a member of Congress from Michigan, himself
one of the largest lumber producers in the Northwest, who, to
my knowledge, with his associates has invested in and owns to-
day in my own State, and nearly all of it within the limits of my
late Congressional district, three or four hundred thousand acres
of long-leaf pine timber lands. So, when you look around the
country, North, South, East, or West, to locate the future home
of the lumber industry of the United States, you will find it in
the South; and yet this bill, which is decrle& on the other side
as a sectional measure, puts timber and lumber upon the free
list.

Mr. HIGGINS. Will the Senator yield to me?

Mr. BLANCHARD. I should prefer not to yield.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Louisiana de-
clines to yield.

Mr. BLANCHARD. Again, Mr. President, the great iron
and coal fields of the United States are located in the South.
It is true that the pending measure places a duty of 40 cents a
ton upon iron ore, and the same, I believe, upon coal; yet that
is a reduction of nearly one-half from what those rates are un-
der the existing law, known as the McKinley act; and yet the
ery goes out, notwithstanding these large reductions in the
rates on coal and iron, which are found in the greatest abun-
ance in the South, that this is a sectional measure.

It is true this bill places a duty upon sugar and rice, agricul-
tural industries of the. South; one of them, however, not confined
exclusively to the South.

‘What is this duty upon sugar? Prior to the enactment of the
MeKinley bill into law there was maintained, and had been for
many years, a duty on an average of more than 2 cents a pound
upon sugar—much more than 2 centsa pound upon refined sugar—

and yet the pending bill has reduced it to about half what it was
prior to the McKinley law. Nevertheless, when the cry of sec-
tionalism is made against the bill, sugar is especially singled out
as that article which isalleged to prove it! ereduction of the
sugar tax from what it was under tha tariff act of 1883 rather
proves the reverse of the proposition.

Mr, President, I repudiate that charge against the bill. The
bill is made up, as I believe, upon lines of justice and fairness to
all sectionsof the country, and it ill becomes Senators represent-
ing the Northeast, representing those constituencies who have
been the chief beneficiaries of the protective policy which this
Government has pursued, to decry against the bilf because of
alleged sectionalism,

Is it not a fact that for eighty years of our national existence
New England has been the chief beneficiary of the tariff lawsof
the United States? Undoubtedly; and that section of country
under this policy of protection has been built up, its people are
rich, its communities strong, its industries advanced far beyond
the ‘‘infant” stage. And now when simple justice is proposed
to be done by the pending bill to certainindustries in the South,
it ill becomes Senators m}imsent.ing' those constituencies which
have fattened upon the high protective policy of the Govern-
ment for more than three-quarters of acentury to decry and de-
nounce the bill as a sectional measure.

Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts, in the course
of his remarks touching the duty proposed to be levied upon
firearms and guns in this bill, referring particularly to breech-
loading shot%uns, declared that they were a luxury and not a
necessity. hat depends entirely upon what section of the
country my friend from Massachusetts viewed the question.
Shotguns and firearms may be a luxury in New England; but
there is a Sltﬂl'{L told of one of the States in that section of the
Union in which I live, a State which is proud of being called
‘‘ the Empire State of the South,” a State which has for its em-
blem & lone star—I have heard it stated that sometimes down
in that State a particular kind of firearm is wanted, and when
it is wanted it is wanted like—sheol. [Laughter.]

At that time surely the Senator from Massachusetts would not
take the position thatthat Partieular kind of firearm is aluxury.
I, for q::e, would consider it a prime necessity, aye, the primest
necessity.

Mr. President in the debate which has ensued upon this bill
within the last week the Senator from Delaware S r. HIGGINS]
took occasion, in speaking of the alleged sectional features of the
bill and inveighing, if he will permit the word, to some extent
agalnst the South and the Southern people, cried out, with much
vehemence of manner and emphasis of diction, * I thank God I
do not take my ideas from the South.”

Mr. President, that remark of the Senator from Delaware re-
minded me at the time of an incident recorded in Holy Writ.
Something less than two thousand years ago, when the Saviour
of mankind wassojourning on earth, it isrecorded that two men
entered the temple at Jerusalem. OnewasaPharisee, the other
a publican and sinner. The Pharasee stood up inaconspicuous
place before the altar, and rollin% his eyes heavenward, prayed
as follows: “Lord, I thank thee I am not as other men are; I
give alms to the poor; I say prayers in the synagogue: I attend
meetings in the Temple, and I am, Oh Lord, a good fellow gen-
erally.” The other, the publicanand sinner, stood afar off, and, in
the meekness of spirit and humility of soul which characterized
him, smote his breast, and prayed thus: ‘“ Oh Lord, have mercy
upon me, a miserable sinner.”

Mr. President, the application is obvious. The Senator {rom
Delaware stands in his place on that side of the Chamber and
prays to Heavenin thanksgiving that he is notasother menare:
**1 thank God I do not take my ideas from the South.” For one,
a Southern Senator upon this floor, when I heard that remark
from the Senator trom Delaware, I, too, thanked God, with all
the fervency of my nature, that the Senator from Delaware, who
could give utterance to such a remark, did not indeed take his
ideas from the South. Nor do I believe, Mr, President, that
the people of the brave little Commonwealth from which he
comes, who, I believe, are as big in their big-heartedness and
generosity as that particular utterance of the Senator from
Delaware waslittle—I donot believe they haveany partor parcel
in, or sympathy with, that miserable fling at the people of the
South.

My, President, in my seat heretofore as a silent spectator of
the scenes being enacted daily in the Senate, I have witnessed
the comicalities, if I may so express it, of the tariff debate as
well as its serious aspects, and one of those comicalities I wit-
nessed yesterday or perhaps the daybefore. The Senator from
Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] rose in his place, and with that con-
ciseness, that vigor, and that precision which always mark his
utterances upon this floor, ventured to make some observations
in the line of protest and objection fo the interminable delay of
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which the other side of the Chamber is guilty in the consider-:

ation of the pending measure.

Straightway the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND-
LER], whom I do not now see in his seaf, rose in his place and
remarked that he had heard the Senator from Tennessee make
the same s h a dozen times on the floor of the Senate in the
course of this debate; and then the Senator from New Hamp-
shire went on himself tomake a speechinreply. It occurred to
me that this was a case of ** the potcalling the kettle black.” If
the Senator from Tennessee made the same speech, alluded to
by the Senator from New Hampshire, a dozen times, to my
knowledge (I have sat in my seat and heard it) the Senator{rom
New Hampshire himself made thesame speech he madein reply
twice twelve times.

Mr. President, I have already detained the Senate much
longer than I intended when I rose to speak, but while I am on
my feet I shall venfure to give my opinion about the conduct of
the Senate in reference to the pending bill. I wish to disclaim
in the beginning of my remarks upon that topic any intention
whatever to lecture the Senate. Ill would it become me, one of
the youngest Senators in this body, both in age and in expe-
rience here, to do anything of that kind. But 1 am entitled to
my opinion about matters that have been of daily occurrence
upon this floor, and, like every other American citizen, havethe
right of free expression of that opinion; and I propose tofreely
express it.

am aware there has existed in the Senate of the United
States, perhaps from the earliest times, a Wsage which has be-
come a law of the Senate, that Senators are permitted to indulge
in unlimited debate. That usage has degenerated, until now,
and for some-time past, it has become an abuse.

It has degenerated until unlimited debate has become a syno-
n{m for unlimited delay. Here it is, with the business interests
of the country in a state of stagnation; here it is, with the in-
dustries of the country in a state bordering upon paralysis; with
a cry going up from every part of the Union, from every class

of our fellow-citizens, to the Senate of the United States: ‘‘ For |

God’s sake make haste and get through with the tariff bill.”

With these business interests, with the business men whoare
suffering from this lpa.mlysi.s of their industry, with these men
who are out of em%oyment as laborers and who are thronging
the highways and byways of our country by the thousands, it is
not 8o much a question of just what kind of a bill is passed as it
is aquestion of passing some sortof abilland having done with it.

Now, are we doing it? For nearly four months this bill has
been before the Senate of the United States and one of its com-
mittees. Day after day interminable speeches have been made
on the other side of the Chamber, day after day the hoves of the
American people, asking for a speedy passage of the bill, a
speedy solution of this question, a slmedy cessation of the agi-
tation of tariff questions, have been ignored and the bill drags
its slow length along.

Here is the Senate of the United Statesbound by a set of rules
which have come down to us, some of them fiom tradition—
rules which in my opinion would be more honored in the breach
than in the observance, rules which put the Senate in a strait-
jacket, rules which make of the Senate of the United States
what I might describe as a legislative eunuch, without virility,
a creature that lives, breathes, moves, and has its being, but
without the power to perpetuate its species.

The Senate of the United States, the greatestlegislative body
on earth, in this predicament! How preposterous! Here, with
this great demand coming up for the speedy solution of this
business question, the bill continues to drag its slow length
along week after week, until now it has been nearly four months
since the bill came from the other House.

Against the rules and usages which permit this, I here to-
day enter my objection and protest. - I declare here and nowmy
purgoss to seize every opportunity that may be tfn"as:emt,ad tore-
cord my vote in favor of overturning this condition of affairs. in
favor of changing the rules of the Senate so as to enable the
Senate to do the business the American people sent us here to
transact.

I intend tovote foranything offered, even a cloture rule if it be
necessary, to bring the Senate to a position where it can do busi-
ness, and I will hail with delight any reasonable change in the
rules that will permit the expectations of the American people
as resnects legislation fo be met.

Mr. PLATT. Mr. Presdent, when I came to the Senate at
10 o'clock this morning I supposed that at half past 10 the
subject which we were discuas[ng last evening, namely, the
amendment proposed to paragraph 143, would come up for im-
mediate consideration, and Iexpected to occupy the attentionof
the Senate for some ten minutes or so in a discussion of that

; aph and the amendment to it. But something like two
E:urs and a half of the time of the Senate has been consumed in

a manner entirely foreign to the subject under consideration. - I
have just listened to a lecture from a Senator upon the subject
of unlimited delay in the Senate.

I could not help thinking as I listened to his address, which
had no reference whatever to the subject under consideration
and occupied about an hour and a quarter, that if every Senator
on this floor should exercise the right which the Senator from
Louisiana saw fit to exercise, we should have aboutone hundred
hours of debate upon the bill entirely foreign to the paragraphs
under consideration. That at ten hours aday wouldﬁ tendays
spent in debate of a general character, and of a character which
is called by Senators on the other side of the Chamber obstruc-
tion. I hope we shall hear no more upon that subject.

There has bzen very much said here this morning which is
calculated to provoke reply, but I am so anxious to please the
Senators on the other side of the Chamber in charge of the bill
in pressing it forward to a vote that I shall spend no time in re-
%lying to many remarks which would seem to call for a reply.

owever, before I speak on the subject of guns, I desire to put
in the RECORD a carefully prepared table which answers the
charge so frequently made, made again this morning, over and
over, that what is known as the McKinley act wasan act [or the
increase of duties:

Changes made by McKinley law.
[From the Manufacturer, December 16, 1894.]

Ratenot| De- In-
Schedule. changed.|crease.|crease. Total.

Chetalopls. oo 0 e g 2 59 44 11 114
e R e e LR R 49 50 19 118
WOOLAnA WOOIaR 1, Ll b i e e ke 24 24
Silk and silk goods.. s 2 1]
Books, papers, etc... ] 1 2 2
Cotton goods ........ 17 6 27 50
Sundries.. ............. 30 14 24 68
Flax, hemp, linen, etc 4 8 15 2
Marble and stone 5 8 1 8
Earths, earthenware, and glassware. -] 4 15 2
Agricultural products 10 2 45 57
RO e Al g L e L e 2 % e 8
Wood and manufactures of ........ccocceen-e 11 b 3 19

L e s e Lt I iy 305 142 188 635

RECAPITULATION.

Total items or up3 of articles

Same as in old law
Decrease or made free .
o<t R e L R s e SR R R R
Some of the rates classified as * rates increased " were duties
imposed upon articles which had not before had duties upon

them.

a few words about the discussion of the bill. I
believe that in anything I have done I have not gone beyond
what I now m{ we are entitled to and expect to have. Here is
a bill, every line of which strikes at and affects some important
industry in this country. If a bill came up here appropriating
81,000 upon a claim and it were discussed a who?e day there
would be no suggestion that there had been any improper discus-
sion; but when a bill affects every industry in the country and
affects the welfare of every man in this country, may strike down
a business, may close factories and mines, may even in this time
of depress{on add still further to the depression, we are told that
we must not discuss it; that there must be a vote.

Senators seem ready to throw to the winds all their formerly
established principles, all their formerly cherished principles,
all the proclamations of a lifetime, and say, ‘‘Pass some bill and
be done with it.” Some bill! Is it of no consequence whatever
what kind of a bill is to be passed? If Senators suppose that
this country is simply waiting for the passage of some kind of a
bill to go forward again on theroad to prosperity, they are vastly
mistaken. The depression in this country comes not from the
fact that the people are waiting for the passage of some sort of a
bill, but it comes from the fear and assertion that the pending
bill is to be passed.

Mr. President, we upon this side propose to take what has al-
‘ways beentaken on the other side, the opportunity for fair, legit-
imate, honest debate, and nothing more. When that has been
done we shall be ready to vote. 'We shall be ready then to take
the sense of the Senate upon the question whether Senators will
discharge their duty and satisfly their consciences by passing
some bill. We shall be ready for that issue; and we have yet to
learxll;'zﬁs the other side have yet to learn, whether they can pass
any bill.

Mr. President, I wish to say a few words about the paragraph
under consideration:

143. Sporting breech-loading shotguns and pistols, and parts thereof, 3
per cent ad valorem.
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An amendment is pending which l1;;1-01101535 to restore the rates
to those of the present law. Now, if it were admitted that the
rates imposed by the present law were higher than in the esti-
mation of those who are preparing the bill they should be, Icon-
tend that the reduction has been very much greater than even
from the stand t of Senators on the other side ought to be
made. There s no incidental protection about this rate. It is
oneol thestriking instances wherean industry is to be destroyed.
If is not one of those instances which has obtained either full or
ial protection.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mpr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BRICE in the chair). Does
the Segator from Connecticut yield to the Senator from Rhode
Island

Mr. PLATT. Certainly.

Mr. ALDRICH. Isuggaatthat there is notaquorum present.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Is-
md r:;ﬁ;;'g:estsc the absence ofaquornm. The Secretary will call

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

Addrich, Frye, MeLaurin, Pugh,
Bate. Gibson, MecMillin, ggﬁw,
Berry, Gordon, Manderson, arman,
Brice, Hale, Martin, Shoup,
Cafllery, Harrls, Mills, Smith,
Call, Hawley, Miichell, Oregon art.
Camden, Higgins, M r,
Cameron Hear, Morrill, Turpie,
Cookreil, Hunton, Murphy, Vest,
Coke, Ji e Vilas,
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Patton, Voorhees.
Davis, Jones, Nev. Paffer,

Dubols, Lindsay, Perkins,

Faulknet, Lodge, Platt,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-three Senators have an-
swered to their names. worum is present. The Senator
from Connectieut will pr

Mr, PLATT. The existing rate upon double-barreled shot-
guns, breech-loading, valued at $6 or less, is $1.50 each and 35
per centad valorem. Now, under that dufiy, in 1891 guns to the
value of $75,313.95 were imported; in 1892 it jumped up to 8365,
861,54, falling off in 1803 to $212,971. The revenue in 1892 was
$252,658.03, and in 1893 it was $144,802.85. The equivalent av-
erage ad valorem in 1801 was 65.31 per cent; in 1502, 69.06 per
cent, and in 1893, 67.99, and the unit of value was $4.55.

It is perfectly apparent that to take off the duty of $1.50 upon
each gun and to reduce the ad valorem from 35 per cent to 30 per
cent, as is proposed by the pending bill, is simply not to have
any more guns of the value of 86 or less manufactured in this
country. All the of which the foreign value is 8§ or less
to be used then will be worthless Belgian guns. Upon gunswith
a foreign value of from &8 to 812 the duty is 84 each and 35
per cent ad valorem. The unit of value was 88.83. The whols
equivalent average ad valorem duty was in 1891 83.84 per cent;
in 1892, 84.87 per cent, and in 1893, 80.30 per cent. The impor-
tations appear to have been small, for a reason which I will ex-
g]m‘.n. In 1891 the importations amounted to $73,620.88; in 1802,
12,488, and in 1803, $58,124.15.

One reading those figures and not understanding the expla-
nation would suppose that we manufactured in this country dur-
ing those years all the guns which were consumed in competi-
tion with the $8.83 gun from abroad, but I will give the expla-
nation. Very soon alter the passage of the MeKinley law in the

ear 1801, the importers conceived the idea of importing the
erls and thestocksseparately: and, asneither were guns, get-
ting their importations valned under the metal clause at 45 per
cent ad valorem. When that came to be fully known the Bg-
portations of guns valued from $6 to 812 dropped off, so that in
the year 1893 only 88,000 worth of these ﬁnns were imported, and
yet more than half of the ﬁa consumed in this eountry of that
-value were imported by taking them apart in foreign countries
and putfing the barrels on the stocks after they reached the
United States. So, under the ad valorem duty of 45 per cent,
in fact, the industry has been very badly crip in this coun-

Guns of a value above $12 are not so important to this diseus-
sion, for while the duty will not in any sense be a protective
duty,the guns above 812, foreign value, which are sold in this
counfry are sold quite largely upon their reputation. A sports-
man desires to get a gun of a particular make. The real ques-
tion, therefore, comes upon these two clauses of the bill where
the value is $6 or less or is between $6 and $12.

Mr. President, [ am convinced in my own mind that if the bill
should pass neither of these two classes of guns would be manu-

10 any considerable extent in this country. I am some-
what familiar with the cost of manufacturing, and I think I am
entirely eorrect in saying that these guns made in Belgium can
not be competed with under a duty of 30 or 35 or even 40 or 45

per cent. Now,if that is the desire of the Senators on the other
side, then the industry must go to the wall,

It will be one of those instances where, for Senators who fol-
low the lead of my friend the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS],
who desires fr'ee trade, there will be a compensation for voting
for the protective duties which are in the bill. The proposed
rate upon breech-loading shotguns is a nonprotective free trade

duty.

Lﬂ'. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Connecti-
cut a question before he sits down, because I know how highly
the Senate values his testimony in all matters within his obser-
vation. Does the Senator from his own observation confirm
what has already been said, that destroying this industry here
will destroy the manufacture of an artiele of the highest char-
acter and y in favor of a cheap and worthless, fraudu-
lent imitation® I should like the Senator togive his testimony
about that matter, if he will.

Mr. PLATT. If the men who use shotguns and have knowl-
edge of what they are understood that the reduction of this
duty was to bring into our market and put in our market only
the foreign-made Belgian gun, there is not, I believe, a single
sportsman or boy who uses a gun who would not want the pres-
ent duties refained. The American breech-loading is an
article that will last. It is almost the perfection of finished
work, and is made of good material. Theforeign Belgian shot-
gun will shoot for a week or a month, but if used at all will be
useless in a short time,

Mr. President, why should this be done? Isthis, on the other
side of the Chamber, a matter of give and take, in the sense that
if & protective duty is put upon one article—for instance, if a
high protective duty is put upon struetural iron which Mr. Car-
negie makes, is it necessary t a free-trade duty should be put
upon sho which Ivers Johnson makes? Isthe matter to be
averaged in that way? Is that the incidental protection which
wewere told isinthe bill? In the manufacture of these guns the
very highest degree of skilled labor in the country is employed.
If you could go into one of those gun factoriesin the United States
and look in the faces of the men engaged there, you would see that
the workmen are a very highly developed, skillful class of peo-
ple, just the ple whom we desire to retain in this eountry,
Jjust the people who are the foundation of our social and civil
order in this country.

I turn to the testimony of the gentleman of whom the Senator
from Massachusetts spolke, who was born in Norway, who came
over here as a workman, poor. He worked in the employ of a
gun manufacturing eoncern, and received first $8 a weelt, and
the next month he received $9 a week, After he was there a
ggar he was getting $2.25 a day, and he saved his money, and

ally he began to manufacture guns himself. He was asked if
he had informed himself about the wages paid for the highest
skilled laborers in the business in Belgium. Having first stated
that he paid his men all the way from $1.75 to $3 a day, Mr,
Johnson answers the guestion:

Yes, sir; Iinquired into it particularly. Ihad a recommendation to
a gentleman in Bel%fn. and from him I got the information that I
wanted; Ifound the t wages paid there was somewhere about £ a week,
that is, to skilled labor. Mr. Daly was there at the same time in the year
that I was, and he introdunced me to other parties, from whom I got con-
slderable information, I will say that the Belglan peopls are introducin
machinery, as perfect machinery for this art as the Americans have, an

they are increasing every year. That is the com tion that the American
people have got to meet, and it is important, I , to preventimportation
as much as possible.

That brings the proposed dtlﬂ'?; right down to a square issue.
Wﬂ;eiou put the persons in country who are metting $18
a week in competition with the men who in Belgium are get-
ting #5 a week? Senators stand up and say they do not want
to do that, but that is exactly what this duty do. I trust
that if the committee will notagree to the amendment which is
proposed, restoring the old rate, they will at least make some
amendment to this paragraph so that it shall not from the
consideration of the Senate and make it im: ble to right
what it seems to me is a glaring injustice. I believethatift
matter were fully understood by the committee they would not
desire to retain the duty proposed here, which puts a manwho
earns $18 a week in this country and is a skillful mechanic, an
intelligent man, a good citizen, in direct competition with the
man in Belgium who earns only $5 a week.

Mr. HO Mr. President——

Mr. MILLS. Will the Senator from Massachusetts pardon
me one moment?

Mr. HOAR. I wish to saya word in reply to the Senator from
Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], before what he says from

the Senate, if it makes no rence to the Senator from Texas.
Mr. MILLS. I wish to speak but a moment. I want only
one minute by the watch. .
Mr. HOAR. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. MILLS. merely wish tosay to my friend from Con-




R

1894.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

5259

necticut, that I was presented by the Democratic convention of
his State with a shotgun, which, I think, is one of the finest

uns in the world. I believe they can make in Connecticuf the
E&;t guns and the cheapest guns in the world, and they do not
need any protection at all.

Mr, PLATT. It is rather a strange coincidence that the
Democratic convention should be presenting a shotgun to my
friend from Texas when he came to Connecticut to e Demo-
cratic speeches. But passing that by, it is doubtless true that
as good shotgunsare made in this country as are made anywhere
in the world. We claim that they are the best; that they take
the prizes in contests to determine the character of shotguns.
It is not on account of the manufacture of these fine guns that
I complain.

The Senator from Texas could nothave heard my vemarks. I
pnever flatter myself that any Senator listens to them. I said
that [ am not pleading for this increase of duty onaccount of the
manufacturers who make the high priced, finely finished, elab-
orate guns, which sell a$ prices ranging anywhere from $75 to
$300. The manufacturers sell those largely upon the reputa-
tion which they have established for them, but the manufac-
turers who make guns for the multitude will have to go to the

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—

Mr. HOAR. I desire to occupy about thirty seconds onlg{in
reply to a particular remark by the Senator from Louisiana[Mr.
BLANCHARD].

Mr. HARRIS. I am so grateful for the courtesies of the Sen-
ator from Massachusetts that I will yield to him thirty seconds.

Mr. HOAR. I should like to take thirty seconds more to say
another thing, which I may as well say now.

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator shall have sixty-four seconds.

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I made an observation last night
which I meant as a mere rallying jest, and which I know many
persons on both sides of the Chamber so understood; but I have
reason to suppose that it was taken insome quarters as seriously
disrespectiul to the Senator from Tennessee. 1 do not know
whether the Senator will accept my assurance, but I wish to
make it in the face of the Senate and the country.

I hold that Senator in the highest respect—I haveserved with
him ever since I came into the Senate—not only for his kind-
ness of heart and hisabsoluteintegrity, but his tintellectual
ecapacity and elearness. He is in this country, in my Lt;da'mant,
the undisputed master and superior in that matter which is so
important to the conduct of deliberative bodies—parliamentary
law. He addresses us on this side sometimes pretty roughly in
tone and sometimes pretty roughly in substance, but 1 never
supposed that any would make an appeal, either to his
sense of justice or his kindness of heart, unsuccessfully.

I hope the Senator from Tennessee will take this assurance as
it is meant. If he does not I still hope and believe that the
country will recognize the truth of what Isay, and will acceptit.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, the kindest relations have
existed between the Senator from Massachusetts and myself, so
far as I have known. I eonfess that T feltw little stung at his
conduct on yesterday evening, becaunse when I asked him to yield
I understood myself as acting in obedience to his request, and
the manner in which he received my request that he should
yield was not quite agreeable to me. I am greatly obliged to
the Senator from Massachusetts for having done me more than
justice in what he has just said, and Iaccept gratefully the state-
ment he has made.

1 did not rise, however, for the purpose of referring to that
matter. I did rise to say that 1 have not much respect for the
shotgun man, the scattering fellow. I like the rifle, that goes
directly to its point. 1 move to lay the amendment of the Sena-
tor from Rhode Island on the table.

Mr. HOAR. I desire tosay a word in reply to what was said
by the Senator from Louisians [Mr. BLANCHARD] if the Senator
from Tennessee will pardon me for one moment.

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. . :

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Louisiana, in the beginning
of the remarks just submitted to the Senate, conceded to the
representatives of my own State and some of the other Statesof
the Fast that they had generally, in regard to the ticular,
great industry of his State, been in favor of what he deems a
just and liberal policy of protection; but he said that the repre-
sentatives of the party which is in the ascendant there had de-
parted from that particular gglicy lately in substituting for a
protective duty upon sugar a bounty, thereby placing that great
industry of the country in the precarious and temporary situa-
tion of being made an exception to the general public polf per-
vading the country, and depending upon a bounty, which was
not only a disagreeable thing to do, but was pretty certain to
fail in a short time.

I wish to remind the Senator from Louisiana and the persons |

for whom he speaks, if they pay any attention to what is going
on here, that that was done after almost the whole country,
without distinction as fo parly, had come to the conclusion that
the dufy, whether you eall it for revenue or protection, could
not be supported any longer. Itseemed to be doomed. Inthe '
first place, the Republican party all over the country had said
it was not fair to put $40,000,000 or 850,000.000 on a necessary of
life of the poor, costing them more than their flour, to protect
an interest which is local, and, so far as concerns eane sugar af
any rate, can not be very greatly extended. I am not say
whether it was right or wrong, {ut. that was the Republican
doctrine. e b

Now, it is the Democratic doetrine largely, perhaps not unan-
imously, as shown by the fact that at this very Congress the po-
litical associates of the honorable Senator from Louisiana in the
lower House put sugar on the free list, I believe with substantial
unanimity, or at least with a large preponderance, and sent the
bill over to us—

Mr. BLANCHARD.
allow me for a moment?

Mr. HOAR. Cer .

Mr. BLANCHARD. My party associates in the other House
contributed to that result almost unanimously.

Mr. HOAR. That is what I mean to say. So the Senator
will see that when the Republicans, and the Republicans of the
East, took all the responsibility of putting the bourty on sugar
they did not do it simply as substituting the precariousness of
the bounty forthe certainty of the duty, %ut. they rescued sugar,
for the time being at any rate, and I think permanently, sofar
as itdepends on Government protection, by substituting a i‘vounty
for a policy of protection already doomed.

I do not know, but I predict that if the sugar bounty is de-
stroyed, and destroyed by the vote of the honorable Senator
from Louisiana, or without his vote,and a dutysubstituted, that
duty will be temporary only, and the Louisiana industry must
either sustain itself in full competition with sugars from abroad
or it will go down in the course of a very few iaars.

Mr. President, I do not attach much weight to this predic-
tion of mine. Prophesy is not one of the exaet sciences, and T
am neither a prophet nor the son of a prophet, and have had
very little practice in the science in general,such as it is. The
Senator’s judgment on that subject is so much better than mine,
as I agree, but I rose simply to say that when the representa-
tives of Massachusetts, or of New England, in either House
voted for the sugar bounty and free sugar t.hey did not depart
from their ancient loyalty to what they deem the interestof an-
other part of the country, but were rescuing the sugar industry

Will the Senator from Massachusetts

of the country from a doom which had overtaken it. They put
a bounty on the produet, and thereby created a polic er
which the industry has grown and prospered within thelast two

years as never before.

Mr. HARRIS. Irenew my motion tolaythe pending amend-
ment on the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the motion of the Senator from Tennessee to lay on the table the
amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island.

Mr. PEFFER. Tshould like to have the amendment stated.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will bestated.
ms’l;he SECRETARY. Strike out paragraph 143 as amended, and

rb

143. All double-barreled, sporting, breech-loading s valued at not
more than $6 each, 3150 each; valued at more than # and not more than £12
each, #4 each; valued at more than $i2 each, # each; and inaddition thereto
on all the above 35 £er cent ad valorem. Single-barrel breech-loading shot-
guns, §l each, and per eent ad valorem. Revol

pistols, valued at not
more than §1.50 each, 40 cents each; valued at more than 8150, #1 each; and

in addition thereto on all the above pistols, 35 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask for the yeas and nays on the motion to
lay the amendment on the table.

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

Mr.CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the
Senator from Vermont, [Mr. PRoCTOR]. If he were here Ishould
vote *‘ yea.™

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am paired with
t.ho:e junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILsoN], and withhold my
vote.

Mr., HIGGINS (when his name was called). I am paired
with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. II
he were present I should vote ““ nay” and he would vote ‘* yea.”

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). Iam paired
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. DIxON]. If he

Iam paired with the

| were present I should vote * yea.”

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called).

' Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER].

Mr.QUAY (when his name was called).

; Iam paired with the
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN].
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The roll call was concluded.

Mr. CAMERON. Iam paired with the Senator from South
Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. he were present I should vote *‘ nay "
and he would vote ‘*yea.” As the Senator from South Carolina
will be absent from the Senate during the day, I will now an-
nounce that I am paired with him on all the votes which may be

taken.

Mr. GEORGE (after having voted in theaffirmative). I desire
to know whether the senior Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH]
has voted?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted.

Mr. GEORGE. I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with the
Senator from Oregon [Mr, DoLPH].

Mr. DUBOIS. I transfer my pair with the Senator from New
g’arst?ey{Mr. SL,[ITH] tothe Senator from Rhode Island [Mr.DIXON].

vote ‘‘nay.’

i Mr. MCLAURIN. Under that transfer I will vote. I vote
ea.!!
r. DANIEL. I am paired with the Senator from Washing-
ton [Mr. SQUIRE]. I should vote ‘‘yea ” if he were present.
The result was announced —yeas 23, nays 22; as follows:

YEAS—28,
Allen, Coke, Jones, Ark. Ransom,
Berry Gibson: " Linds Torpie
m, say urpie,
Blanoﬁnrd, Harris, Mc[aurin. Vest,
Brice, Hunton, Palmer, Vilas,
Irby. Pasco, Voorhees,
Cockrell, Jarvis, Pugh, Walsh:
NAYS—22,
Aldrich, Hale, Morrill, Sherman,
Allison, Hansbrough, Patton, Shoup,
Chandler, Hawley, Peffer, Teller,
Davis, Hoar, Perkins, Washburn.
Dubols, MeMillan, Pettigrew,
Frye, Mitchell, Oregon Plats,
NOT VOTING—35.
Blackburn, Do}})h. I:otll__ilie. Proctor,
Bautler, Gallinger, McPherson, :
ery, Geaorge, Manderson, Smith,

. Gordon, Martin, Squire,
Cameron, Gorman, y Stewart,
Carey, Gray, Mitchell, Wis. ‘White,
Cullom, Morgan, Wilson,
Daniel, Hil, Murphy, Wolcott,
Dixon, Jones, Nev. Power,

So the amendment was laid on the table.

Mr. ALDRICH, For the purpose of enabling two or three
Senators who wish to make a very short statement in regard to
this item, I move to strike out ** thirty” where it occurs in the
paragraph and insert ‘ forty-five.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. In line 11, page 32, paragraph 143, strike
out ** 30" and insert *‘ 45; " so as to read:

ing, -loadi 0 5
B B A el S g ns it

Mr. ALDRICH. The facility with which the junior Senator
from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] dlsposed of tﬁe great ques-
tions which are troubling the Senate and the country shows, what
I knew from service with that gentleman in the other House,
how valuable is one of the recent acquisitions in the Senate.
The Senator from Mar%land startled the Senate and the country
somewhat by the speech which he made day before yesterday in
giving an outline of the principles upon which the bill is con-
structed. The Senator from Louisiana, who has come suddenly
to the front as a leader of his igart , has this morning outlined
the method by which the bill to{)e disposed of in the Senate.

I do not intend to be led into a discussion of the sugar ques-
tion at this moment. The fervor with which the Senator from
Louisiana defended the interest of his State would have had a
little more foree if he had not so recently voted in another place
to put sugar of all kinds upon the free list and for the repeal of
the bounty. If common rumor is of any value, that Senator is
soon to follow the same course which he followed elsewhere;
that he is likely to have to follow the same course, because I be-
lieve that when thisquestion comes up for careful consideration
by the Senate and we are confronted with the practical problems
contained in the sugar schedule, the Senate wiﬁ vote to put sugar
upon the free list.

The sounding declarations of Senators as to their interests in
their constituencies and the country generally have but little
force in this Chamber in comparison with votes. If the bounty
given by the act of 1890 is repealed and the contract which in
my opinion was entered into by the provisions of that act is ab-
rogated, it will be by the affirmative votes of the two Senators
from Louisiana, and by no others.

As I said, I do not intend now to discuss the sugar question,
but I will make one further remark. During my service in the
Senate of fourteen years I have never heard a Senator from the

State of Louisiana rise in his place and defend the rates of duty
imposed upon sugar as a protective duty. The Senator from
Louisiana said he pro s to segregate sugar from the other

rotected industries. I should be glad to have that Senator or

is colleague rise here and say that it is a protective duty. I
have never heard any such claim on the partof any Senator from
that State.

I made the motion which I did to give my friend from Con-
necticut [Mr. HAWLEY] a chance to make some remarks upon
the pending amendment.

Mr.HAWLEY. Mr.President,Iask thatthe pending amend-
ment be read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BRICE in the chair). The
amendment proposed bg the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr.
ALDRICH] will be stated.

The SECRETARY. In line 11, page 32, paragraph 143, strike
out **30 ” and insert ‘* 45:” 80 as to read:

143. Sporting, breech-load shotguns, combination shotguns and rifies
and pistols, aad parts of all the foregoing, 45 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, it is not merely that I might
make some remarks —I do not care much for that ﬁind of amuse-
ment—but because I am so well aware of the injustice that is
being done by the pending paragraph, as well as many others
in the bill, that I rise to address the Senate.

‘We claim, in New England, to know something about this
business. We made some of the earliest improvements in small
arms of all descriptions. The Colt patent was obtained by a
Connecticut man, the Spencer patent by a Connecticut man, the
Winchester patent and the Parker patent, all by Connecticut
men; while Sharp obtained his patent while a resident of an-
other State he came {5 us to form his manufacturing company.
We have been more ingenious, have made more advances and
general improvements in Connecticut than in any other part of
the world 1 know anything about in proportion to our popula-
tion. We do not manufacture such guns If)cu' common use as are
sent [rom Belgium and Germany, no *‘ cast-iron shotguns,” cheap
and dangerous trash. The workmanship is of the very highest
and best-paid mechanical skill, and the material is of equal ex-
cellence. :

Whenever you find upon a gun of any description one of the
names I mention youmay take it asa guarantee of the excellence
of the material and the perfect workmanship of all exteriorand
interior parts. But we can not make perfect weapons for the
wages paid gunsmiths in Belgium. A close examination made
by one of our large manufacturers not long ago ascertained that
where we pay a dollar to these skillful mechanies, in England
they are paid 52 cents, in Germany 46 cents, in France 47 cents,
and in Belgium 43 cents. That is why we think we ought to
have a duty. The industry is now established, and we think in
order to maintain it and give you revenue at the same time, the
duties ought to remain somewhere near where they have been.
I do not object to any modest reduction. Gentlemen will do as
they think best after they have carefully studied this subject;
but I do object to modifications that our best business men an
manufacturers say will compel them to close out or partially
close out the business, and heavily reduce es.

The heavy reductions proposed by this bill are not in the in-
terest of revenue, I think. If you wish to get under this redue-
tion of duty a revenue equal to that you are now receiving you
must expect to have a very greatly increased importation from
abroad. Do you not see that? For example, suppose you levy
40 ggr cent upon£100,000 worth of goods. you reduce the duty
to 20 per cent, it will require an importation of $200,000 tonet you
$40,000. Isitinthe interest of economy and prosperity to banish
to Europe $100,000 worth of the work of skilled labor? The only
alternative is a reduction of wages by 40 or 50 per cent, to the
level of English, Belgium, German, or French gunsmiths.

In many of its provisions this is a bill to reduce the wages of
labor and banish American industries. I say [rankly that I am
in such relation toemployers and employed now doing little and
threatened with still less work and wages, that I am grateful to
the Democracy for every additional cent of duty where it is nec-
essary to maintain an existing American indust:;ﬂ

There is a great t;em}:)t;a.tion to proceed now with an argument
upon the general issue between the doctrines of protection and
free trade, but I posz?one it, and Ishall take an opportunity to do
it by and by. I shall endeavor to show that when a country has
every imaginable resource; somewhere in its broad area nearly
every kind of soil and climate suitable for nearly every product
needed for man’sfood or clothing, or every kind of wood: some-
where nearly everyore or mefal; immeasurable miles of ocean,
lake or river navigation; 171,000 miles of railway; a nation of in-
finite skill in workmanship and invention—such a country,such
a nation is imperatively commanded by the Almighty to de-
velop its resources. I shall also try to show sometime, in the
language of an English free-trade writer who burstout unawares

’,
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praising this country, ‘‘ Blessed is the nation that is seli-con-
gn.l.ned and need not be always asking what other peoples are
oing.”

It would be the ideal condition, if, having within our own bor-
ders everythi we need to produce or consume, we had a
market for all things here, and having every aptitude and ca-
pacity among our people we had for each the s.ppro?riate field
of work. Only a diversified industry can make a truly prosper-
ous and happy people.

1t would be best for us also if we avoided or escaped so far as
possible [rom what I call the calamity of transportation. I am
amazed at what I think is supreme folly when I hear gentlemen
measuring the prosperity of any country by the extent to which
it carries things. hat good is there in ca.rrying a cargo of
wool from Montana to Yorkshire that it may be made intocoats
{10 cgn%e back again and be put on the back of Montana shep-

erds?

It enters into ourinternational traffic,and the free trader says,
“To and behold, we have done so much business abroad!” But
when woolen establishments start in Dakota and the wool is
worked up into clothing, these figures disappear from interna-
tional tratfic, and the free trader lies down in dust and ashesand
says, ‘‘Alas! we have lost our foreign trade!” whereas we are
better off industrially. Anybody with a slate and pencil can
tell you we have made two trades instead of one, and employed
more than twice as many Americans. We have raised our wool
end sold it, and there is a benefit in that, is there not? Then,
the man who bought it has made cloth and sold that, and there
is a benefit in that, wholly lost under the free-trade scheme.
Each nation suffers in paying its share of that foolish transpor-
tation, that absolutely unnecessary transportation, that calami-
tous transportation. The nearer together you can bring the
producer and the consumer, every man of common sense ought
to see, the better off we are.

There is another supreme folly thatIshould like to take time
to expose, and that is that the farmer has no interest in protec-
tion save as it may guard his own special product. Suppose in
the coming fen years the proportion of the people engaged in
manufacturing and all sorts of industrial pursuits should grow
to such numbers that they would consume the wheat, the sur-
plus corn, the beef, and the pork produced here, so that they
need not be carried 3,000 unnecessary miles, would not that be
a gain? Would it not reduce the competition in farming, if in-
stead of 45 per cent of our upeople engaged in that pursuit we
should have but 40, and sti lprodu{',e every pound we needed?
By our wonderful and wholly nuprecedented cheap sales and
gifts of land we have tempted into farming a proportion far be-
yond the true economiec proportion and balance. Isitnotstates-
manship to so guard our people against unjust and cruelly low
wages that we may readjust by opening safe paths in all me-
chanical and manufacturing labors?

‘When it is said the farmers have no interest in protection
another view is wholly overlooked. I brought outin previous
discussions in 1883 and in 1890 a careful comparison of the States
in the matter of the values of farms, and Ip:ssart. again as the
result of this study that precisely in Froportion to the preva-
lence of manufactures is the value of farm lands. The more
manufacturing there is in a State the higher stands the average

rice per acre. That of itself is an absolute demonstration.
he inference is absolutely unavoidable.

I have a series of figures here. I will take some other time
{o present them in full. In these you will find in Mississippi,
for example, with next to no manufactures beyond the black-
smithshop and the sawmill (though I am happy to say that there
is a better prospect ahead), their farming land was reported in
1860 worth 87.25 per acre. Their manufactured products aver-
age 815 azuer calpita.: while in Connecticut, with much stony and
unfriendly soil, our farm lands average $42.16 an acre, and this
by reason of the manufactures gathered into cities or villages,
or scattered aloug the streams affording water power. So that
our manufactured products show an average of 3332 per capita.
The farmer has a near market.

In the free trade ideal condition of agriculture men raise a
few things. They have no home market. Take a section of a
State in the West filled with farmers of comparatively recent
arrival and see how they live. They raise beel, corn, pork, and
wheat, Egtatoes.perhaps,a.nd send them abroad. They have no
other share in the wide field of human exertion. They have no
manufactures near by. Under modern processes such farmers
have many easy months. Their chief work must be done by
able-bodied men. There are no factories to offer light work for
the weaker or older men or the women, and few chances for
steady work at fair wages through the whole winter.

There are capacities intellectual and physical; there is skill
of the eye and the hand, mechanical tastes and aptitudes that

find no opgormnity_ for development in a solely agricultural
country. But bring into such a region a vigorous man, trained
in some mechanical or manufacturing pursuit, having some
capital and selling some stock to the farmers, who would in
most cases gladly give him iand and water at low figures, Let
him establish a factory, employing, say, one thousand hands

many of them women or young people of eithersex. That would
imply a total population of, say, four thousand, to which must
headded:all theincidental employments of shopkeepers, grocers,
butchers, blacksmiths, tailors, carpenters, builders— a long cata~
logue. Behold a young city of seven or eight thousand. And
other factories will follow.

All the people within 20 miles around then begin to carl?
their products to that town: and not merely their pork and beef,
and wheat and wood, but there come demands for everything
that can be produced out of the soil, the whole range of market
gardening, for example. Then land goes up in value twofold
or t.en!ollf. Go within 100 miles of Philadelphia and see what
the farmers get rich out of. They get rich out of every article
that is consumed for food and for every one of which there is a
ready market near by them. In the purely agricultural coun-
try of which I first spoke farmers will raise all the vegetables
and poultry needed for their own tables, but no more, for each
farmer does the same for himself. But when there springs up
a manufacturing village or a great city within reach farming
becomes greatly diversified; there is a market for a.ngesurp].us,
and little farms become worth what great farms coul bought
for before. :

As the mechanical village grows up there are boys in plenty
who do not like farming, who have no aptitude for it, whose fa-
thers think they are not worth raising because they see no fun
in it; they get no intellectual pleasure in plowing away on the
old farm for a generation. But when the new town grows up
all the fine machine shops are built, and the country boy wan-
ders in there and sees the exquisite workmanship in wood, steel,
iron, brass, and bronze, or in the fine processes of spinning and
weaving, or the building or running of engines, this new world
brings him an inspiration. The boy goes home and says, * Dad,
I want to leave the farm.” He goes in as an apprentice at 50
cents a day. After a time he gets two, then three orfourorfive
dollars, and by and by he begins to hire other men and have a
shop of his own; and by and by, with old comrades and friends
around him, he leads in organizing a manufacturing company,
transformed into that most odious

employs five hundred, and g
ey

of men, a robber baron. These are our robber barons.
create towns and enrich counties.

Now, I will give you an idea, without naming or coming too
near a description of it, of a concern in my own State. It
bears the name of two men. It is nowa joint stock corporation.
An ordinary Yankee boy came from Massachusetts and went
to work in a shop requiring skilled workers in iron and steel.
In due time he took subcontracts and employed five or ten or
twenty other men. One of his comrades joined him in starting
ashop of theirown. They obtained good contracts, for they were
admirable workmen and never permitted work to leave their
hands that was not scrupulously perfected. Their judgment,
their characters, and credit were unquestioned. So for many
years they %ng until now a great corporation with a capital
stock of $2,000,000 bears their name and is known throughout
Europe. It hasdone some excellent work for the United States.
It made for the arsenals of the Prussian Government $3,000,000
worth of arms-making machinery. :

These are our ‘‘robber barons.” Scattered through their
large shops are mechanics of their own age and younger who
have grown upas their neighbors and friends. Passing through
the long rooms you are introduced to men worthy of your es-
teem. Thefr are intelligent, self-respecting citizens, not jealous
of their chiefs but loving them, recognizing them as born cap-
tains of industry, noblemen of labor. If there should be hard
times and trouble; if work should fall off, and the alternatives
of no employment or lower wages should be present, the fore-
man and subchiefs understand the situation as well as the book-
keepers and directors. They are consulted. If need be they
acce?b lower wages or fewer hours, knowing well that with bet-
ter times wages and hours will be restored.

The creators of thenoble industry probably livein comfortable
houses and receive good salaries. If there are more than two
millionaires in our State, among the heads of our corporations
and firms that turn out two hundred and forty-eight million of
products I do not know where to find them.

In a few cases brilliantinventionsknown throughout the world
and worth to mankind uncounted millions laid the foundations
of good fortunes and good investmentsswelled the figures.

Into theshopsIhad in mind I gofrequently, ready totake off my
hat to natural-born captains of American labor, the ‘' robber
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barons” of mischisvous d ism. There one isirequen
finding some one.of the new devices or patented processes tha
are steadily reducing the costef pnodnets and the wages
and social life of labor.

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BERRY in the chair). Does
t,h.aa Senator from Connecticut yield to the Senator from Wiscon-

gin?
Mry. HAWLEY. I would rather not, but I will hear the Sen-~

ator.

Mr. VILAS. I asktheSenatorfrom Connecticut to tell ushow
much less they sold those arms to the Prussian Government for
than they soid similar arms in their own country?

Mr. HAWLEY. Idonetknow aboutthe price.
case did not rest upon that. There was no market in this eoun-
try for $3,000,000 worth. of arms-making machinery. The for-
oign government doubtless made a generous countract, but after
the machines were all at work a high officer of said govern-
ment sent my neighborsa letter of praise and thanks for the ex-
cellence of the designs and construction.

I was about to repeat, when the Senator from Wiseonsin in-
terru ~mae, if you could go through those shops with me, you
would find there is no jealousy, no discomfort, no Coxeyism, na
strikes. Owners, employés, and men live and meet upon the
frank and free ralations of neighbors, friends, and equals, The
foreman would cordially acknowledge the skill, honor, and force
that built the great manufactory which furnishes him the means
of living and the opportunitit,o save.

The people who know nothing of free American mechanies
and manufacturers picture the leaders as dominating and domi-
neering men, re ed as oppressors, and surrounded by an-
ﬁhist.m and socialistie conspirators endeavoring to destroy
them.

Icall te mind other manufacturing towns and villages. Im |
, business, bacause it furnishes one of.m.a.ng illustrations ef

one place the third generation conduct the affairs of a great in-

dustry. They are widely known in the business world as gen- | mig

tlemen of eulture and ability, and they have no enemies around
them. The chief men employed under them were born and
grew up in that neighborh were comrades at the distriet
school or academy, comrades in the militia (3.{:;!;3&!1‘?, comrades
in all sports and works, and many of them eo es

WA, ehief of the whole brought his honorable scars frem
Antietam. Scatteredinall directionsare the comfortable homes,
owned by the men who earned them. The baoiks of the savings
banks show much of their savings.

It is one of our many communities of {ree Ameriea. Neither
in their pelitics ner their business are the people servants of
any master. It is aslikelyto be the foreman as thedireetorwho
goes to the Legislature or the city council. From the s
and the farms around eome the many officers of our New Eng-
land unit of democracg—the town ﬁovemmnn.t.

Mr. President, we should have little. value in eur farms in
Connecticut if our market-furnishing factories were destroyed.
The farmer blesses the factory and is just as much protected.
For every new factory within 10 miles is an access of value to
all productive lands.

ere is. another free-trade fallacy that I will briefly eomment: |

upon. Itis said that protectionists ?mfess a desire to build up
infant industries, and we are asked, * Have you net built them?
Is it not time to consider them established?”
but the very dawn and cock-erowing of American eivilization
and growth. In this current decade we are to have an addition
of at least 17,000,000, perhaps 18,000,000 to our population.
These paople are to be fed; they are to be clothed; they are to
have 3,600,000 tenements or houses for their families to live in,

and the three and one-half million houses are to reeceive furni- |

ture, carpets, bedding, tables, crockery; the implements of
farming, the toolsef trade. More roads and bnidgeg and fences

will be wanted. Andforall those millions will be needed a due |

proportion of churches, libraries, halls, theaters, shops, ma-
;;hi;gry. clothing, boolks, pietures—all the outfit of modern civil-
zation.

Every branch of manufacture in this country must increase
its, uct 30 per cent in this decade in.order tosupply the peo-
ple coming or to come befween 1890 and 1900. Statisticians
say the people are werth $1,000 per capita. Then we are to
have an accession of $18,000,000,000t0 ourwealth in this decade.
;l‘he Lord never made such & market as our own country af-

Great Britain struggles by annexations and dominationstoen~
h:gaherﬁm::katsmﬁn; i.nuti{eaa ten gggsthﬁm is coming to
us unsought a.po: to that o i

No; thaarsispm? msrka&aqm the werld nk;-&m market..
The disregard of it in seeking to earry things allever the world
is one of the su e follies of free trade. wise,
practical protection is nothing to be ashamed of nor to apologize

in: the great |,
i qhugst.lom is.on the motion ef the Senator from Tennessee, to
t

rfu:u:.. Itis apoam,sir. It is the great Americandoctrine. Hera

weare to hwammmgw making every thing imaginable,
and with every man finding his own proper sphere. In their
upbuilding and glory we are to set the pace for the whole world.
@ are under mogfiga.ﬁon. te cut down the wages of our pecple
because the wages of other people in other countries are so low.,
There is no doctrine of common sense, political humanity, or
Christianity that invites or asks er permits usto dothat. ere
is no selfishness in providing for your own nation. Letevery
nation do as we do—study what its own possibilities are and de-
velop them. We ﬁu abaut likke children, reading the hooks
written by nations have not our opportunities and think-
ing that we must do just as they do, though our problems are
world-wide in difference. IfTI were in Great Britain, Ishould
be in & great measure a free trader. I should be obliged to be
a free trader or * fair trader.” In the little area of home
Government they can not begin to feed and clothe themselves
out ol home resources. They must manufacture: they must keep
on the ses; they must have an enormous fleet to proteet their
mereantile marine, that they may carry their g ,and they
think they must be pe{gtmﬂly rez.ei:fu.g' out among civilized
and univilized peoples that they may make a market. .
Great Britain is the most persistently, industriously, vindie-
tively protective government that ever existed. The whole en-
arg]fe.s- of that government are directed to building up a navy,
building manufactories, establishing new ocean lines of freight
and fravel, having imn view external traffie, and spending great
sums of money raised by taxation in order to extend trade is only
Kotﬂction in another form, compulsory for them, but folly for us.
ey take the form of protection t is imperatively im-
osed upon them., Thesame logic leads us into a different path.
B nation spends money and much Iabor to develop its indus-
tries and trade.
As I'said, I only rose to say a few words about the ahct.il;n
what
ht be wisely devised protection. I s perhaps take some
other oppnrtﬁm.iﬂ.tn- more fully develop the fields ever which L

| have only glane

Mr. HARRIS. I move tolay the pending amendment on the

| table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BERRY in the chair). The

s:nenﬁ:mntot the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH
on the table.
Mr. HAWLEY and Mr. ALDRICH called for the yeas and

nays.
'J!;he yeas and nays were ordered, and the Seevetary proceeded
to eall the rell.
Mr. PALMER (when Mr. CULLOM'S name was called). My

colleague [Mr. CULLOM] is paired with the Senator from Dela-

ware | Mr. GRAY].

Mpr. DAVIS (when his name was ealled).
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIE]

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was ealled). I am paired with
the Senator from Orvegon [Mr. DoLPH]. If he were present, I
should vote ‘‘ yea.”

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was ealled). I aﬁm announce
my pair with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHEER-

Mr!MCLAURIN (when his name was called). T am paired
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. DixoN]. If he were
present [ should vote * yea.”

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called).

I am paired with

No, sir; this is | S

I am paired with the

. Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN].

The roll call was eoncluded.

Mr. CAFFERY. I am paired with the Senatorfrom Montana
@dr- Power]. I will fransfer my pair to the Senator from West

irginia [Mr. PAULENER] and vote. I vote ‘‘yea.”

Mr. GORDON. I am paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr.
WEEON]-,‘

Mr, PASCO. I am requested by the Senator from South Car-
olina [Mr. BUTLER] to state that he is paired with the Senator
from Ivania [Mr. CAMERON].

Mr. BATE (after having voted in the affirmative). Has the
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] voted?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The senior Senator from Ver-

. mont has not voted.

Mr, BATE. I withdraw my vote,being paired with that Sen-

ator.

Mr. DANIEL (after having voted in the affirmative). I with-
ashington

| draw my vote. I observe that the Senator from W

r. SQ with whom I am: red, is not present.
[Mm-_ u%ﬁ%bm I transfer 1:1; pair with = Seaaror trom
Rhode Island . Dixox] to the Senater from South Carolina

[Mr. IRBY] and vote * yea.”
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The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 18; as follows:

YEAS—-23.
Berry, Coke, McLanrin, Smith, .
Blanchard, . Gibson, Martin, Vest,
Brice, Hunton, Palmer, Vilas,
Caffery, Jarvis, Pasco, Voorhees,
Camden, Jones, Ar] Ransom, ‘Walsh.
Coelkrell, Lindsay, Roach,

NAYS—-18
Aldrich, Hale, MeMillan, Shoup,
Amrn. . Mitehell, Oregon A
Chaundler, Hawley, Patton, Washburn.
Dubois, Hoar, Platt,
Frye, Sherman,

NOT VOTING—i4.

Allen, Dolph, Jones, Nev. Peottigrew,
Bate, F:lﬁ.lknﬂr. = le, E‘?;c;;}
Blacsburn, Gallinger, cPherson,
Bm::r. o Manderson, lc:gfn. !
Call. Mills, 3
Cameron, Gorman, Mitchell, Wia SquE'e,
Carey, Gray, Morgan, Stewart,
Cullom, Harris, Morrill, T
Danlel, Hh?gi.ns. Murphy, White,
Davis, Hill, Peffer, Wilson,
Dixon, Irby, Perkins, Wolcott.

The PRESIDING OFF&CER. No quorum has voted. The
Secre will call the roll.-
HA I was about to make

Mr. HARRIS. Let the roll be called.
a motion, but the roll call is first in order.

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

Aldrich, George, Lindsay uay,
Allen. Gibson. McLaurin, R
Allison, Gordon, McMillan, Roach,
Bate. Hale. Manderson, Sherman,
Beiry, Hansborough, Martin, Shoup,
Blaecazburn Harris, Mills, Smith,
Brica, Hawley, Mitchell, Oregon  Stewnrt,
Call. Murphy, ) 8
Coekrell, Hill, Palmer, YVest.

e %oumn, Pal:tm'i.. voorfmes.
Daple un
Dnvts,l' J e Petler, White.
Dukois, Jones, Atk Platt,
Frye, Kyle,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-four Senators have an-
swered to their names. A guorum is present. The Secretary
will eall the roll on the motion of the Senator from Tennessee to
lay the amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island on the
table.

The Secretary proceeded to cali the roll.

Mpe. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired withthe
Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR].

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called).
the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE].

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I again announce
my pair with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mc-
PHERSON].

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). Iam paired with
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER].

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). 1 am paired with
the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAVIS]

The roll call was concluded. ’

Mr. GORDON. I transfer my pair with the Senator from
Towa (Mr. WILSON) to the Senator from West Virginia [Mr,
FAULENER]. I vote “yea.”

Mr. ALDRICH. Isuggest tothe'junior Senator from Missis-
sippi[Mr. McLAURIN] that my colleague [Mr. D1xox] is absent,
and understands he is paired with him.

Mr, MCLAURIN (after having voted in theaffirmative). Yes,
sir; I withdraw my vote. The Benator from South Carolina
[Mr. IrBY] has comeinto the Chambersince the last vote. How-
ever, I have the Erivilega of voting for the purpose of making

I withdraw my vote, as I understand there is a quo-

I am paired with

rum voting.

. M. MI‘%CHELL of Oregon. I was uested to announce

the pair of my colleague [Mr. DoLPH] with the senior Senator

from Mississippi LMr. GEORGE]. If my colleague were here, he

ﬁould"vote “‘nay”and the Senator from Mississippi would vote
vea.

“The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 21, as follows:

YEAS—32.
Alle: Colke, Ransom,
Bar.a‘.)' Gibson, %y. Roach,
Berry, Gordon, Mariin, Smith,
Blackburn, Harris, Morgan, Vest,
Blanchard, Hunton, Murphy, Vilas,
Camden, 51‘“3!".15' l;:lmo, : %mees,
Cockrell, Jones, Aric. Pugh, ‘Whitae. .

NAYS—2L
Aldrich, Hawiey' Patton, Shonp,
Allison, Hoar, Peflor, Teller,
Chandler, MeMillan, Pettigrew, Washburn.
P Mitchell, Orego e
e, n gnay.
gge, Morrill, harman
NOT VOTING—32.
Butler, Dixon, Higgins, Perkins,
Caflery, Dolph. Hill, Power,
Cans e i Squire, '
meron, allinger, y
Carey, George, McLaurin, Stewart,
Cullom, Gorman, McPherson,
Daniel, Gray. Mifls, W o
Dayis, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. Woleott.

So the amendment was laid on the table.

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Tennessee
that he passed over paragraphs 140 and 141 yesterday. Idonot
know whether the committee is ready to go on with those para-
graphs or not.

1-];l VEST. I was about to ask the Senate to return to para-
graph 140.
¢ PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraph 140 will be read.
The Secretary read the paragraph, as follows:

140, Table knives, forks, steels, and all hunting, kitchen, bread, butter,
vegetahle, frult, cheese, plumbers’, painters’, tte, and artists’ knives; also
all carving, cooks’, and putchers’ knives, forks, and steels. All sizes of all
of the above, finished or unfilnished, 35 per cent ad valorem. .

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out paragraph 140 and insert:

140. Table and earving knives and forks, valued at more than & per dozen
pleces, razor and razor blades, wholly or ly finished, and and
Biting Iisehen, bread. bavier, veotable, fruit, chooes, DIUTIbers', DAlntars
palette, and artists’ knives; also all cooks' and butchers' knives, forks, and
steels, 35 per cent ad valorem.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The guestion is on the amend-
ment of the Senator from Missouri.

The amendment was a.imed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the
next paragraph which was passed over.

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows:

141, Files, file blanks, rasps, and fioats, of all cuts and kinds, 35 per cent
ad valorem. {

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out, in line 2, **35
per cent ad valorem,” and insert:

Four inches in length and under, 30 cents per dozen; over 6inches in length
and under ¢ inches, 60 cents per dozen; 9 inches in length or over, $1 per
dozen.

Mr, ALDRICH. Isuggest to the Senator{rom Arkansas that
“four™ ht to be inserted in place of ‘*six* where it oceurs
the second time; so as to read: “over 4 inches in length, and
under 9 inches.”

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I will so modify the amendment.

Mr. PLATT. How will it read as modified?

The Secretary read as follows:
aa nndier, 30 cants, ek Goson: Over }nches in Iongth and under 9 tnenes: 60
cents per dozen; 9 inches in length or over, §1 per dozen.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from Ar&mnsu.ﬂ.

Mr. PEFFER. I move to strike out the different rates men-
tioned in the proposed amendment and insert just one-half as
much.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
amendment of the Senator from Kansas to the amendment of
the Senator from Arkansas.

The SECRETARY. Strike out in line 3 theword *‘ thirty ¥ and
insert * fifteen;”in line 4 strike out *‘sixty ” and insert ** til.!.rty,”
in line 5 strike out ‘* one dollar ’ and insert ** fifty cents.”

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. .

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. HOAR. I have pro&:osed under this paragraph 138 to
move in regard to razors and razor blades a small specific duty,
for the reason that it is an article which is pecularly subject to
undervaluation by reason of the introduction of inferior and
bogus articles.

Mr. HARRIS. What paragraph does the Senator refer to?

Mr. HOAR. The one hundred and thirty-eighth pa ph.
Ishall take but half a moment. I should like the attention of
the Senator from Arkansas, and ask if the committee have con-
sidered that question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the
Senator from Massachusetts that paragraph 138 has already
been agreed to.

Mr. HOAR. I understand;but I have no doubt the Senate
will pardon me for half a minute. I do not propose fo take any
time. I understand from the Senator from Arkansas that the
commitfee considered that question and decided that it was not
expedient to add aspecific duty there. For that reason I do nob
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care about moving an amendment and calling the yeas and nays,
because I suppose the Senate would not, in opposition to the
judgment of the committee, iigree to the amendment. Imerely
wish to ask the Senator from Arkansas whether that is true.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir: it is the opinion of the
committee that razors and razor blades should best remain in
paragraph 140, where they are now placed.

Mr. HOAR. Very well; then I shall not at this time detain
the Senate by a discussion of the matter, but I will let it pass.

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

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows:

144, Sheets, plates, wares, or articles of iron, steel, or other metal, enam-
eled or glazed with vitreous glasses, 35 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. PLATT. I call the attention of the committee to this

ragraph, and also as compared with paragraph 120. As the

ill was first reported the rate on sheet iron or sheet steel was,
by paragraph, 120, 35 per cent ad valorem, as were sheets of iron
and steel enameled and glazed in this paragraph. In para-
graph 120 the rate has been changed to a specific at 1% cents a
pound. I do not know whether that makes a higher duty under
paragraph 120 than will be imposed under paragraph 144, but I
suppose it does, and therefore I ask the Senator from Arkansas
whether there ought not to be a specific duty of three-fourths
of acenta E'nund in this paragraph.

Mr. VEST. The ad valorem under the MecKinley act is from
45 to 50 per cent. The Senator is talking about sheets, plates,
wares, etc., enameled or glazed with vitreous glasses. The ad
valorem under the McKinley act is 45 and 50 per cent.

Mr, PLATT. The point I am making now is that the rate on
sheet iron or sheet steel which has not been enameled is by par-
agraph 120 made 1% of a cent a pound. If that is a higher rate
than is being imposed under paragraph 144 on the same article
when it has been enameled, it strikkes me that the change ought
to be made in paragraph 144 to three-fourths of a cent a pound.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is a totally different article.
It has no connection whatever with this.

Mr. PLATT. Iftisthe same sheets of iron or steel, only in
paragraph 144 they are enameled, and in paragraph 120 they are

not.

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

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows:

Nalfls, spikes, tacks, and needles:
145. Cut and cut spikes of iron and steel, 25 per cent ad valorem.
The Committee on Finance reported to amend the paragraph
- in line 16, after the word ‘‘ steel,” by striking out * 25,” and in-
sert ‘* 224;” 8o as to read:

Cut nails and eut spikes of iron and steel, 22} per cent ad valorem.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment of the committee.

Mr. PEFFER. I move to amend theamendment by inserting
10 per ??nt” where ‘* 224" oceurs, soasto read ‘' 10per centad

rem.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Kquestion is on the amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from Kansas to the amendment
of the committee.

The amendment to the amendment was rejected.

Mr. ALLISON. This is the paragraph about which Mr. To-
bey wrote us the other day, and I think his letter is found in the
bulletins. I call the attention of the Senator from Arkansas
having charge of the bill to the statement of Mr. Tobey, that he
ought to have 35 per cent in addition to the duty upon the raw
material, pi% iron. Mr. Tobey will be greatly distressed ifalter
inereasing the duty on pig iron we reduce the duty on cutnails,

- which is a large part of his manufacture.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like tosuggestto the Sen-
ator from Iowa that if more than 15,000,000 pounds of this arti-
cle were exported last year I imagine the manufacturerscan get
along without a very largely increased duty.

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Arkansas will remember
that the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] read here,
with his approval and for the enlightenmentof the Senate, the
views of Mr. Tobey upon these subjects, and stated that his
views ought to be respected. The other letter from Mr. Tobey
being in the possession of the committee,I only desire to call
attentionto it.

Mr, ALDRICH. While it is true that we do export largely of
cut nails, this paragraph covers a class of articles which arsim-
ported tosome extent, namely, cut steel spikes. I do not know
whetlfer the committee insist upon the amendment they have
aé;-:ady made or whether they intend to stand on the House
rates.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Twenty-two and one-half isthe rate
proposed by the committee.

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out ‘224 per cent ad val-
orem " and insert ‘‘ three-fourths of 1 cent per pound.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Sena-
tor from Rhode Island to the amendment of the committee will
be stated.

The SECRETARY. Inline 17 of paragragh 145, strike out ** 22}
per cent ad valorem” and insert ** three-fourths of 1 cent per
pound;” so as to read:

Cut nails and cut spikes of iron or steel, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound.

Mr. HARRIS rose, -

Mr. ALDRICH. Iappeal to the forbearance of the Senator
from Tennessee for a few moments.

Mr. HARRIS. I am forbearing, not patiently, but forbear-

ing.

: if r. ALDRICH. The rate which I suggest is by the statis-
tics before the committee less than the rate suggested by the
committee, that is, the equivalent ad valorem of three-fourths
of a cent a poand is less than 224 percent suggested by the com-
mittee. But it applies a specific rate which is more just and
equitable and more consistent with the other provisions of the
bill on similar articles. I appeal to the Senator from Arkansas,
as this is a reduction, to consent to three-fourths of a cent a
pound in place of the rate which the committee have suggested.

Mr. HARRIS. Let the question be taken on the amendment
to the amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island to the amend-
ment of the committee.

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I wish to make a remark about
the appeals to change ad valorem rates to specifics. The Sen-
ator from Rhode Island is very much mistaken if he does not
know that we understand what is the effect of these changes.

Mr. ALDRICH. [ thought the Senator did not.

M. VEST. The Senator from Rhode Island assumes a great
deal for purposes of debate, but he understands this very well.
I happen to have right before me here a specimen of the result
of the specific duties to which our friends on the other side of
the Chamber cling with such an amorous tendency. Take dou-
ble-barreled shotguns, about which we have heard for the best

rt of two days. The Senator from Rhode Island and his col-
eagues in making the McKinley act put specific dutiesupon the
different grades of double-barreled shotguns.

For instance, they put upon the first class, valued at not more
than 86 each—those were the cheap guns—&1.50 each and 35 per
cent ad valorem, which amounted to an equivalent ad valorem
of 67.99 per cent. Upon the next, valued at more than$6 and not
more than $12 each, they put on a specific duty of $4 each and 35
per cent ad valorem, which produced an equivalent ad valorem
of 80.30 per cent; upon the next, valued at more than $12 each,
a still higher grade, they increased the specific duty, making it
86 each and 35 percent ad valorem, or anequivalentad valorem
of only 46.49 per cent; and upon the highest-priced class, valued
at more than 812 each, of which 1,156 were imported, the unit of
value was $52.21. Upon that grade they imposed a duty of 6
each and 35 per cent ad valorem; and upon single-barrelled shot-
guns, the duty was $1 each and 35 per cent ad valorem, and the
equivalent ad valorem was 41.10 per cent.

Theargument that was made at the time in favor of thissched-
ule was that the highest duty was put upon the highest-priced
guns; and yet when you work out the equivalents under the im-
portations, the high duty is placed on the low-priced guns and
the low duty is placed upon the high-priced ones. So we under-
etand very well what is the meaning of the equivalent ad va-
lorem. It is the ideal duty of protection. The Senator nods
assent, that it is. While we areappealed to here to change these
duties to specifics, we want the genators on the other side to
know that we understand the motives and the effects of such

duties. :
Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me?
Mr. VEST. Certainly.

Mr. FRYE. As to those lowest-priced guns, it would be a
tender mercy to the boys of America if you would put on them
an absolutely grohibitory duty. They are utterly worthless,
and the miserable guns furnished by Belgium has caused more
mischief and harm than can be conceived of.

Mr. PLATT. Have we returned to the gun paragraph?

Mr. ALDRICH. Temporarily.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraph 145 is pending.

Mr. VEST. If anybody wants to buy such guns and they are
brought into this country, I am in favor of the largest personal
liberty. Let any man shoot with what he pleases, so that he
does not violate the law. But one thing is very certain. We
imported in 1893 $282,000 worth of these sporting breech-load-
ing and other shotguns, and we exported $723,000 worth; in other
words the imports were less than one-half the exports. That
shows that the manufacturers of these sporting guns in the
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Uniﬁd States are not by any means pauperized under the exist-

W.

Mr, HARRIS. Ido not see that there is any very intimate
connection between cut nails and shotguns, and I move to lay
the amendment to the amendment on the table.

Mr. ALDRICH. I appeal to the Senator not to do that. It
will only result in the ogerlng of another amendment.

Mr. HARRIS. I shall not withdraw the motion on the appeal
of any Senator.

Mr. ALDRICH.
ment.

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator may move if, and he may move
a thousand others, as he has a right to do, and filibuster in any
way he chooses. 3

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion
of the Senator from Tennessee, which is not debatable.

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator from Tennessee will allow me,
and I can have unanimous consent, I should like to say a word.

Mr. HARRIS. I have declined to withdraw, and I shall not
withdraw my motion on the appeal of the Senator from Connec-
ticut or any other Senator.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is not debatable
under the rules of the Senate. The question is on the motion of
the Senator from Tennessee to lay on the table the amendment
proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island to the amendment
of the committee.

Mr. ALDRICH. On that I call for the yeas and nays.

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

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). Iam paired with
the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], otherwise I should
vote ‘' yea."

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I will announce
for the last time to-day my standing pair with the Senatorfrom
New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON].

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). I am paired with
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER/|.

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. CALL. I am paired with the Senator from Vermont
[Mr. ProcTOR]. If he were present I should vote *yea.”

Mr. GORDON. I transfer my pair with the Senator from
TIowa [Mr. WiLsoN] to the Senator from West Virginia [Mr.
FAULKNER], and I vote ‘;gea.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary informs the
Chair that the Senator from West Virginia has voted.

Mr. GORDON. I did not know that. Then I withhold my
vote, and stand paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WiL-

Then I shall have to move another amend-

SON].

Mr. GEORGE. I am paired with the Senator from Oregon
[Mr. DoLpH]. If he were present I should vote “ yea.”

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am paired with the senior Senator
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. If he were present I should
vote ** yean”

. Mr.CAFFERY.
[Mr. POWER].

Mr. HALE (after having voted in the negative). Is the senior
Senator from North Carolina hMr. RANSOM] recorded as voting?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Car-
olina has not voted.

Mr. HALE. Iam paired with thatSenator, and withdraw my

Iam paired with the Senator from Montana

vote.
The result was announced —yeas 26, nays 19; as follows:

YEAS—26.
Allen, Faulkner, Murphy. Turpie,
Bate, Harris, ? Ps.lmer.' Vi E,)
Berry, Hunton, Pasco, Voorhees,
Blanchard, [rby, Pefler, Walsh,
ce, Jones, Ark. Pugh, White.

Cockrell, Lindsay, Roach,
Coke, Morgan, Smith,

NAYS—I19.
Aldrich, Hawley, Patton, Sherman,
Allison, Hoar, Perkins, Shoup,
Dubois, MeceMillan. Pettigrew, Teller,
Frye, Mitehell, Ovegon  Platy, Washburn.
Hansbrough, Morrill, Quay,

NOT VOTING—40.
Blackburn, Davis, Hl[.ig;lns. Mills,
Butler, Dixon, Hill, Mitchell, Wis.
Caffery, Dol{) v Jarvis, Power,
Call. Gallinger, Jones, Nev. Proctor,
Camden, George, Kyle, Ransom,
Cameron, Gibson, Lodge, Squire,
Carey. Gordon, McLaurin, Stewart,
Chandler, Gorman, McPherson, Vilas,
Cullom. Gray, Manderson, ‘Wilson,
Daniel, Hale, Martin, Wolcott.
So the amendment to the amendment was laid on the table.
XX VI—-330

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out ‘“22} per cent ad va-
lorem ™ and insert ‘‘ seven-tenths of 1 cent per pound.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment to the amend-
ment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. In line 17, after the word ‘‘ steel,” it is pro-
posed to strike out '* 224 percent ad valorem " and insert ‘‘seven-
tenths of 1 cent per pound.” .

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to suggest to my friend from
Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS| that he will not facilitate the disposi-
tion of this bill by moving to lay these amendments on the table
with such hot haste.

In response to the suggestions made by the Senator from Mis-
souri [Mr. VesT], I will say, as 1 frequently have had occasion
to say in the Senate Chamber, that by the skillful use of figures
any specific rate can be made to show a very large ad valorem
equivalent.

The Senator calls attention to the fact that on guns valued
at 8155 each, under the present law paying a duty of $1.50
each, it is equivalent to 67.99 per cent. I agree fully with the
suggestions made by Senators near me that if these $1.55 shot-
guns were excluded from the country it would be a benefit to
all the people who live in it. None of those shotguns are sold
for less than ten or twelve dollars to the purchaser, anl they
are worthless, and should be excluded from the country by law,
as the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE| suggested. [f these
shotguns were valued at $1.50 each—and $1.50 would produce
about as good ashotgun as $4.50—then the ad valorem rate would

be 400 per cent.
Before we get through with this discussion, I think the Sen-
ator from Missouri will find that some of the specifics which are

suggested in this bill will be susceptible of a transfer info some
ad valorems that will be rather startling in their magnitade,

Mr. VEST. I have notany doubt of it.

Mr. ALDRICH. For instance, my attention was called to the
fact that one of the manufacturers suggested that he knew of &
specific duty whose ad valorem equivalent would be 4,030 per
cent.

An importer of collars and cuffs wrote me aletter, in which he
stated that the rate imposed on collars and cuffs of the poorer
grades, used by the great mass of the people, was 150 per cent ad
valorem. Any specific rate adopted in the best faith and with
the idea of simply serving great public interests, can be made
susceptible of showing a very large equivalent ad valorem, and
yet it may bea perfectly just rate. :

The case which I have now under consideration is entirely
different from that of the rate which I have suggested of seven-
tenths of a cent a pound, which, by the tables before the Senats,
is less than 18 per cent ad valorem. The committee suzgests
22% per cent ad valorem.

It is true that ordinary ent nails do not need protection, but I
doubt very much whether they ought to be associated with cut
steel spikes in this paragraph, as they are. The average price
of cutspikes is 4.2 cents, and, as I have said, the rate I have
su}g"gest,ed is less than 18 per cent ad valorem.

r. VEST. How long will it stay there?

Mr. ALDRICH. It will stay there, I imagine, all the time.
It will go lower, if anything. The fendency of the whols steel
and iron manufacture in the United States is to go to lower
prices; and I am simply appealing to the Senate not for any in-
crease of duties—I ask no extravagant rate of duties—but to
have a rate which is less in ad valorem than the majority pro-

e, and which is about equal fo the other rates which have
n imposed upon other articles by the Senators on the other

side,

Mr. HARRIS. In answer to the persuasive, eloguent, and al-
most conclusive argument of the Senator from Rhode Island I .
move to lay his amendment on the table. [Laughter.]

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion
of the Senator from Tennessee.

Mr. ALDRICH. On thatI call for the yeas and nays.

The yeasand nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to call the rell.

Mr. MILLS (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER].

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). Iam paired with
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvVIS].

The roll call was concluded. "
- Mr. GORDON. TItransfer my pair with the Senator from Iowa .
[Mr. WILSON| to the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULK-
NER], and vote ‘‘yea.”

Mr. GEORGE. Iam paired with the Senator from Oregon
[Mr. DoLPH]. If he w:re present I should vote ** yea.” 3

Mr. GORDON {after having voted in the a‘firmative). I with-
draw my vote, the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]
having come into the Chamber and voted, and I announce my
pair with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON].
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Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to transfer my pair with the Sen-
ator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE] to the Benator from Ne-
braska [Mr. ALLEN], who is-absent, and 1 wvote “ yea.”

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 19; ‘as follows:

Y EAS—30.

Bate. ¢ Daniel, Liindsay, Roach,
Berry, Faulkner, Martin, Smith,
Blackburn, Gibson, Morgan, Vest,
Blanchard, « Harris, Murphy, Voor!
Brice, - Hunton, T, Walsh,

Irby, Pasco, White.
‘Cockrell, Jarvis, Peller,
Coke, Jones, Ark, Pugh,

NAYS—19.
Aldrich, Hawley, Morrill, Quay,
JAdtison, Hoar, Pattomn. Shoup,
Dubois, MeMillan, Parkins, T,
Trye, Manderson, Paotsigrew, Washburn.,
Hansbrough, Mitchell, Oregon Pilatt,
NOT VOTTNG—36.

Allen, Dixon, HALL, Proctor,
‘Butler, gol h, .I,I{anlm. Nev. isi]n.lnsnm.
Caffery, Y ¥le, ETTOAD,
Call, George, Lodgs, Squire,
Qameron, Gordon. McLauvin, Stewart,
Carey. Gorman, McPherson, Tuarpie,
Ohandler, Gray, Mills, Vilas,
Cullom, ‘Hale, Mitchell, Wis, Wilson,
Pavis, Higgins, Power, Woloott.

So the amendment to the amendment was laid on the table.

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The q_nestion is on agreeing
to the amendment reported by the committes.

The amendment was ﬁz‘-eed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will
be resumed.

The Secretary read as follows:

146. Horseshoe nails, hobnails, and all other wronght-iron -or steel nails
not specially provided for in this act, 80 per centad valorem.

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out ‘‘30 per centadva-
lorem,” and insert *‘3 cents per pound.™

Mr. PEFFER. T move to amend the amendment by stri
ouf the amount groposed to be inserted by the Senator from
Rhode Tslanil and inse *10 per cent ad valorem.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theguestion is on the amend-
ment of the Senator from Kansas to the amendmentof the Sen-
ator from Rhode Island.

Mr. HOAR. I rise toa guestion of order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his|
point of order. : : |

Mr. HOAR. My pointof order is that neither amendment
has been reported from the desk. |

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the

pending amendment.

The SECRETARY. In line 20, after the word * act,” it is pro-
posed to strike out ** 30 per cent ad valorem " and insert “3
cents per pound,” to which an amendment is proposed to strike |
out ** 3 cents per pound ” and insert** 10 per cent ad valorem.” |

Mr. PEF . Mr. President, just a word, and then I shall
not trouble the Senate any further upon this schedule. I be-
lieve that all the articles mentioned in paragraphs 145, 146, 147, |
and 148 ought to be, and might properly be, on the free list. I
have proposed 10 per cent ad valorem in paragraph 146 simply
because 1 assamed that I could not get a favorable vote to place
these articleson the free list. The truth is that we are malk-
ing a great many more of these articles than enough to supply
the home demand, and that there is no need of a duty for any
protection purposes whatever, unless it be to protect against the
custom of bringing articles of this kind to our markets as bal-
last in ships, when it costs nothing to carry them or to receive
them or to deliver them, exceptthe labor in the handling of the
articles twice. That being true, it would be more satisfactory
to the people, if it did no other good, to know to an actual cer-
tainty that they were not paying any more than 10 per centupon
those articles.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from Kansas to the amendment
of the Senator from Rhode Island.

The amendment to the amendment was rejected.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the
amendment roE)sed by the Senator from Rhode Island.

Mr. ALDRICH. I willsimply suggest that therate proposed
by me is & less rate ad valorem than that proposed by the com-

* miftee. 1t is simply for the purpose of m.aging the rate s
cific and preserving to some extent the consistency of the bill
that I have moved the amendment.

- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amend- |
ment of the Senator from Rhode Island.

So the amendment was rejected.

The IERESIDING OFFICEI?E. The reading of the bill will be
resumed.

| which are cognate with the produets embraced in

| of those two paragraphs.

The Secretary read as follows:

]l:‘g: gvmm tg:a.daﬂ ol w;ought. iron or steel, 25 per cent ad valorem.
Posmict %upn'r%gn m v;l}‘s, m:ld horse, mule, or ox shoes, of wrought

Mr. QUAY. Tdonotintendtomove toamend thisparagraph,
but I desire again ‘to call the attention of the mem of the
‘Committee on Finance in charge of this bill to the fact that
‘‘nuts and washers,” in paragraph 148, as well as “‘rivetsof iron
or gteel,” in paragraph 153, are out of place. Theyare pmg\iggs

T8, :
‘“bolts, with or without threads or nuts,” ete., an sg;agm t.ltJ) have
straggled into the McKinley law, which this bill seems to follow
to some extent. ‘Oneisunder the head of ** Nails, spikes, tacks,
and needles,” where nutsand washers have no business; and the
other is under the head of ‘‘Plates,” where rivets of iron and
steel have no more business than steel rails.

I trust the committee will lookinto this matter and place both
products in paragraph 131.

Mr. ALDRICH. The motion I was about to make would an-
swer the purpose desired by the Senator from Pennsylvania., I
was ghout to move to strike out “* 25 per cent ad valorem” and
make the rate ** 14 cents per pound,” which isthesame rate pro-
posedbyparagraphi3l. 'The Senatorfrom Pennsylvaniaisquite

| right that these are entirely analogous products.

. QUAY. They are in the wrong paragraph.

Mr. ALDRICH. They both should have the same rate -of
duty. 1 h%%e the Senator from Arkansas will admit that,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by
‘the Senntor from Rhode Tsland will be stated.

The SECRETARY. In line 24, after the word ‘“steel,” it ispro-
posed to strike -out *“25 per cent ‘ad valorem™ and insert ‘14
‘cents per pound.”

_ Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I desire to say just.a word
‘in regard to this‘amendment.

‘The articles included in this paragraph are even more im-
portant than those included in paragraph 131. They are both
manufactured of wrought iron or wrought steel, and used for
similar purposes,and there can be no reasongiven by any liviug
man why the same rate should not be imposed upon both. 1f
you impose 25 per cent ad valorem upon one and allow a cent
and a half a pound upon the other, there will be many cases

| where the same articles will be liable to come in under. either

TFor instance, ‘‘nuts” are in both
paragraphe, in the one in relation to “bolts, with or without
‘threads or nuts,” and in the paragraph with ‘*spikes and wash-
ers,” and they would be dutiable under one or the other as it
might be Tor the interest of the importer. Itseemsiomein the
administration of the law there ean be no question about the de-
sirability of making this change, and I hope the Senator from
Arikansas will consent in this case to have it made. There can
be no reason why it should not be.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not think there is any conflict
‘between the two paragraphs.

Mr. HARRIS. Let us have a vote on the amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island.

The amendment was rejected.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thereading of the bill will be
resumed.

The Secretary read as follows:

149. Cut tacks, brads, or sprigs of all kinds, 25 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out ‘25 per cent ad va-
lorem* and insert **not exceeding 16 ounces to the thousand,
1% cents per thousand: exceeding 16 ounces to the thousand, 14
cents per pound.”

Mr. President, it is extremely unfortunate forthe personsem-
ployed in the industry represented in this group of four or five
paragraphs that the industries are nof loecated in some of the
States represented upon this floor by the so-called Democratic
conservative Senators. Their potent influence seems to have
reached a large portion of the items in the paragraphs in this
schedule; but here is a group of five or six or seven which do
not seem to have been touched, and I can conceive of no reason
except the one I have suggested.

This is one of the cases where an industry is to be absolutely
destroyed by the imposition of a low ad valorem rate of dut{v.

I hofd in my hand a statement upon this subject, which is so
clear and convincing that I shall venture to take up the fime of
the Senate to read it. It is not long.

= WASHINGTON, D, C., May 11, 1894,

Senator N. 'W. ALDRICH, =
United States Senate, Washington, D. O.;

DEAR SIR: Under the present tariff the dnty on cut tacks, brads, or sprigs
not exceeding 16 ounces to the 1.000 is 2} cents per 1,000; exceeding 16 ounces
to the 1,00.:4s 23 cents per pound.

The duty which was superseded by the present duty was one-fourth of a
centhigheron each classitication.
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That act was the act of 1883— o

The sed duty is 25 per cent ad valorem.
The m-ality of tacks is made from imported Swedes iron.
Under the proposed tarilf the duty on Swedes iron is30 per cent—

When this letter was written that was the duty; it has been
raiscd since then,as I recollect, to about 50 per cent ad valo-
rem—
the duty oncut tacks, brads, or sprigs is 25 per cent; the duty, therefore,
on teu:kg. brads, or sprigs made from Swedes iron would be (as amended 3)
5 per cent less than the material from which they are made.

Il.‘mhi:s would be inconsistent and unjust to American manufacturers, giving
the foreign manufacturers b per cent advantage over domestic manufactur-
ers, and cheap labor working the material into tacks.

That 5 pergent now should read 15 or 20—

The Canadian duty, which went into effect on the 27th of March last, on
cut tacks, brads, or sprigs, is | cent per 1,000 on not exceeding 16 ounces to
the thousand, and 1} cents per pound exceeding 16 ounces to the thousand.

The American duty ouzht not to be less than the Canadian duty.

There are three large tack manufacturersin Montreal, two in New Bruns-
wiclk, and under the proposed duty Canadians could send their tacks into
our market, while we would be shutout of theirs.

With & lower duty on their raw material and cheaper labor, the Canadians
could enter our extensive markets under the proposed low tariff of 25 per
cent and undersell the American manufacturers,

Tnder the proposed tariff the duty on 8-ounce tacks, the size most largely
used, would mot be over 1 cent per pound for the cheap Canadian tacks;
while the Canadian duty at 1 cent 1,000 would be2 cents ger pound (thera
being 2,000 8-ounce tacks ina pound), er double the duty the Canadians would
have to pay tosell in the American markets.

The ad valorem duty would encourage importation of poor tacks and un-
dervaluations to reduce the duty, the eflect heing to supply cheap and poor
goads to the injury of American consumers as well as manufacturers.

This Injustice is too apparent 1o need comment.

But our sharpest competition would come Irom German manufacturers
who now use our Blanc tack machine, an American invention not used
in BEurope until recently but to a limived extent. The use of this American
invention by the Germans, with their cheap labor, enables them to produce
tacks very cheap—cheaper than we can make them and pay present wages.

I will stop here tosay that the experience in this particular
case of the use within recent years by the Germans of American
machinery and American inventions in every industry has been
wonderful. The Germans have taken advan of the cheaper
methods, whenever such cheaper methods exist in the United
States, and they are using American machinery in all the small
manufactures, especially of iron and steel: and the conditions
which existed two, three, four, five, or a half dozen years ago in
regard to competition between Germany and the United States
no longer exist. ;

The Germans are imitating the methods and manner of com-
peting with the other countries of the world. They have made
wonderful progress, compared with the United States and com-
pared with Great Britain, in all mechanical industries in the

st ten years. Our greatest competitor to-day all along the
ﬁ?:e of the miscellaneous manufactures of iron and steel is Ger-
many. The low ad valorem rates imposed by a large number of

agraphbs in this bill will inevitably drive out of existence a
ree number of these various industries.

It may be very well for the apparent benefit of the iron-
muasters of Alabama and Tennessee to impose prohibitive duties
upon pig iron and upon iron ore, but what is to become of the

jmarket of the iron producers of Alabamn and Tennesses if the
miscellaneons manufactures of iron and steel located in New
England, in New York, and New Jersey are to be driven out of
existence? We can not export our pig iron to Great Britainor
to Scotland, or to Germany, or to France. If you intend to se-
cure the American market to American furnaces and to Amer-
jcan mines, it can only be done by imposing adequate duties
upon the miscellaneous manufacturesof iron. Thisisone of the
instances where a great injustice has been done to an industey
of considerable importance. ¥

The letter continues:

American manufacturers have heretofore sold a good many tacks in Eng-
land, but during mexpash two years the Germans have been competing for
that market at very low rates, lower than American manufacturers can af-
‘ofi‘%t?mlh??ib have been principally shoe tacks. T

@ tacks so ere have pally shoe wo-ounce shoe
tacks are sold in England by German manufacturers as low as 8 cents per
guuud. At that price, and at the rateof 25 per cent duty, they could be sold

ere, even if there were no undervaluations, at 10 cents per pound, which
would demoralize our markets, while the 8 and 10-ounee tacks, which con-
stitute the bulk of the tacks used in this country, conld be imported under
a 25 per cent duty lower than we can possibly produce them in this country
and pay present wages. .

The wages in German?' are veri low,

Our gkilled n the tack business earn from$2.50to 83 per day: our
ordinary labor frem $1.50 to $2.

If the duty should be onty 25 per cent, our markets would be open to such

foreign competition as would be ruinous to Amerfcan manufactures, wonld

encourage the iImportation of cheap and poor quality of goods which under-

méu:a&iuug wotnls ‘l‘urut,'l;?é &Tmit. i3 s

nder the present Ameriean tack manufacturers are inc

the use of domestic material, using bituminous coal from Marym

Virginia and pig fron from the South, which is supplanting Scotch iron for

castings for machinery, while seft steel is being used in the place of im-

portedrawmaterial. If the duty on Swedes iron 1s reduced below the 25 per

cent on tacks to dﬁ:ﬁ American tack manafacturers a duty to partially com-
gmmmmm rence-in the labor of m tacks between foreign and
ome manvdacturers, then the market for Southern pig iron will be affected

by the increased importation of foreign raw material if the duty on Swedes
bars remain at 30 per cent—

As [ have already stated, the committee have increased that
to about 50 per cent—
and the duty on tacks is not advanced beyond the 25 per cent, then the for-
eign manufacturers have the advantage of lower duty on tacks than the do-
mestic manufacturer on his raw material,

Under the operation of the present tarifl the manufacturer of tacks, until
recently confined to New England, has been extending to other parts of the
COuntry.

One factory has been started in Baltimore, one in Virginia, one in Ten-
nessee, and one in Alabama, their continnation depends on the tariff.

The duty of 1} cents per 1,000 on notexceeding 16 ounces to the 1,000, and 1§
cents 1:151- pound onexceeding 16 ounces to the 1,000 is as low as the business
can endure.

5 'I;ht}‘ above speclfic duty (a redunction of nearly one-half of the present
uty)—

The rates named in the letter are the rates which I have pro-
posed in my amendment—

will be necessary for the Southern as well as New England manufacturers,
insuring them the continnation of their business, while consumption of
bituminous coal and of Southern pig iron will not bs diminished by the im-
portation of either raw material or the manufactured articles.

Respectfully,
C. D. HUNT:

Mr. Hunt, as his letter shows, is a very inte nt man, who
has been connected with the manufacture of tacks for a great
many years. His statement seems to me to be absolutely con-
clusive in this case, and if it were only a question, as 1 have oe-
casionally hoped it might be, of imposing properduties,and not
of lagislating for the benefit of sections, or discriminating
against the interest of sections, then I should hope fo a in
this case with a certainty of relief on the part of the Senator
from Arkansas.

Mr. HARRIS rose.

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam admonished, however, by the threat-
ening attitude of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] that
Ihave probably taken as much time as, in his opinion, I sheuld
upon this subject. g

~Mr. HARRIS. Very muchmore. Mr. President, in view of
the eloguent
to lay his amendment on the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WHITE in thechair). The

uestion is on the motion of the Senator from Tennesses to lay
amendment propesed by the Senator from Rhode Island on
the table.

My. PLATT. On thatI ask for the yeas and nays.

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

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was “‘uﬁd)]‘ I am paired with
the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], otherwise I should
vote ** yea.™

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. DixoxN] and withhold
my vote, unless it benecessary to makea quorum. Ishould vote
"¥a" if he were present.

he roll call was concluded.

Mr. FRYE. The senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORr-
MAX] is detained from the Chamber by ill health. I am paired
with him, but as my vote on these amendments will not change
the resulf, and as it tends to give a quorum, I ordinarily to-day
shall vote.

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am paired with the senior Senator
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDRESON |,who has been called from the

Chamber by sickness. If he were present, I should vote **yea.”
Mr. GORDON. Iam paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr.
WiLson]. = -
Mr. PASCO. I have been requested to announce by the

Senator from Sonth Carolina[Mr. BUTLER], who has been called
from the Chamber, that he is paired with the Senator from
Pt;&ns lvania [Mr. CAMERON].

r.
Maine [Mr. FRYE], I shall transfer my pair to the Senator from
Maryland [Mr. ], and we can both vote.

Mr. FRYE. Thave voted. I have no objection, however, to
the transfer.

Mr. MCLAURIN. I vote " yea.”

Me., DANIEL. I transfer my pair with the Senator from

Washington [Mr. SQUIRE] to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. .

ALLEN], and vote ' yea.”

Mr. GEORGE. T am paired with the Senator from Oregon
[Mr. DoLPH]. Otherwise Ishould vote * yea.”

The resulf was announced—yeas 30, nays 18; as follows:

YEAS—30.
Borry Patlier Shotautn, Vot

. cLa v +
Blanchard, Gibson, ;Itarbin, guas.

; urphy oo
Oaffery, Hunton, B W
Camden, Jarvis, Peffer, White.
Cockrell, Jones, Arik.

Coke, Kyle, Ransom,

tof the Senator from Rhode Island, I move

CLAURIN. If it is satisfactory to the Semator from
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: NAYS—I8.
Aldrich, Hawley, Patton, Shoup,
Chandler, Hoar, Perkins, Teller,
Dubais, McMillan, Pettigrew, ‘Washburn,
Frye, Mitchell, Oregon Platt,
Hansbrough, Morrill, Power,

NOT VOTING—3i.

Allen, Dolph, Jones, Nev. Roach,
Allison, @Gal er, I"o%ﬁf' Sherman,
Blackburn, George, McPherson, Squire,
Butler, Gordon, Manderson, Stewart,
Call, Gorman, s, Turple,
Cameron, Gray, Mitchell, Wis Wilson,
Carey, Hale, Morgan, Wolcott.
Cullom, Hieggins, Palmer,
Davis, Hill, Proctor,
Dixon, Irby, Quay,

So the amendment was laid on the table. T

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Thereading of the bill will pro-
eeed.
The Secretary read as follows:
150. Needles for knitting or sewing machines, crochet needles and tape

needles, knitting and all other needles not speclally provided for in this act,
and bodkins of metal, 25 per cent ad valorem.

Plates:
151. Steel plates engraved, stereotype plates, electrot;
;)t other matarials, engraved or lithographed for pﬂnlﬁ
oTem.

152, Railway fish plates or splice bars made ot iron or steel 25 per cent ad

valorem.
Mr. ALDRICH. I move, in paragraph 152, to strike out *‘ 25
r cent ad valorem "and insert ‘‘ six-tenths of 1 cent per pound.”
think that the rate on fish plates or sflice bars should be made
specific, and I suggest a large reduction of the present rate,
which I hope wilFmeet with the approval of the Senator from
Arkansas. : .
Mpr, VEST. The duty on this article is 72 per cent under the
MecKinley law, and is practically prohibitory.

. Mr. ALDRICH. The amendment which I have pro d is
only ‘‘six-tenths of 1 cent per pound,” which is four-tenths of a
cent less than present rate.

Mr. VEST. Isuggest that nobody can tell what it will be in
the next six months.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island.

The amendment was rejected.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will

lates, and plates
per cent ad va-

proceed.

The Secretary read as follows:

153, Rivets of fron or steel, 30 per cent ad valorem.

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment after the
word ‘‘steel,” in line 15, to strike out *f thirty” and insert
*twenty-five;” so as to read ‘‘ 25 per cent ad valorem.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment reported by the Commitiee on Finance.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. ALDRICH. Imove tostrike out ‘*25 percent ad volorem”
and insert ** 2 cents per pound.”

The effect of the amendment is tofixa dnt{lo( 2 cents a pound.
I'he unit of value of the importations for the last year was 12
cents a pound; therefore, the duty suggested by me would be
only 16% per cent ad valorem. So I hope the Senators upon the
other side will consent to this reduction of rate, or give some
explanation why it should not be adopted.

’.Fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island.

Mr. ALDRICH. That amendment is a pretty importantone,
and I ask for the yeas and nays upon it. -

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

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I transfer my pair
with the Senatorfrom Washington [Mr. SQURE] to the Senator
from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] and vote ** nay.”

Mr. FRYE (when Mr. GORMAN'S name was called). I am
paired with the senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN],
who is detained from the Senate by illness, but at the request of
, the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN] that pair
has been transferred to the junior Senator from Rhode Island
[Mr. D1xON] and those two Senators now stand paired. I shall
not repeat the announcement during the day.

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was ca.lledf I am paired with
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE].

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. GORDON. Iam paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr.
WiLsoxn].

Mr. CALL. I announce my pair with the Senator from Ver-
mont [Mr. PROCTOR].

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will state again that I am paired with
the senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], who has

been called from the Chamber by illness. If he were present I
should vote ‘‘nay.”

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 30; as follows:

YEAS—I6.
Aldrich, Hansl - Mitchell, Oregon Power,
Chandler, Hawley, Patton, Shoup,
Dubois, Hoar, Perkins, - Teller,
Frye, McMillan, Platt, Washburn

NAYS—30.
Bate, Daniel, Kyle, Roach.
Berry, Faulkner, Lindsay, Smith,
Blanchard, Gibson, McLaurin, est,
Brice, Harris, Martin, Vilas,
Caflery, Hunton, Murphy, ‘Walsh,
Camden, Irby, Pasco, hi
Cockrell, Jarvis, * Peffer,
Cole, Jones, Ark. Pugh,

NOT VOTING—39.

Allen, Dolph, Lodge, uay,
Allison, Galﬂnger, Mcigmrson. anagom.
Blackburn, George, Manderson, Sherman,
Butler, Gordon, Mills, uire,
Call, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart,
Cameron, Gray, Morgan, le,
Carey, Hale, Morrill, Voorhees,
Cullom, Higgins, Palmer, Wilson,
Davis, i Pettigrew, ‘Wolcott.
Dixon, Jones, Nev, Proctor,

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. FRYE. Iask leave at this time to offer an amendment
to the lumber schedule of the pending bill, in order that it may
be printed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it will be
s0 ordered.

Mr. QUAY. I move toamend paragraph 153 by striking out
the committee amendment and inserting in lieu thereof '‘1#
cents per pound,” which is a half cent lower than the duty pro-
posed by the Senator from Rhode Island, and very much better
than an ad valorem duty.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated:

The SECRETARY. In line 15,after the word ‘‘steel,” it is pro-
posed to strike out ** 25 per cent ad valorem ” and insert 11 cents
per pound.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania.

Mr. QUAY. n that I ask for the yeas and nays.

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

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I make the an-
nouncement for the day, tosave time, thatI am paired with the
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] with the privilege of voting
in order to make a quorum.

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am paired with
the Senator from Towa [Mr. WILSON].

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). I am paired with
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER].

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with
the Senator from Maine [Mr, HALE].

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. BATE (after having voted in the negative). I see that
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] is not recorded, and
I withdraw my vote, being paired with him.

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 29; as follows:

YEAS—17. -
Aldrich, Hansbrough, Perkins, Teller,
Allison Ha.wlefr, Platt, ‘Washburn.
Chandler, McMillan, Power,
Dubols, Mitchell, Oregon Sherman,
Frye, Patton, Shoup,
NAYS—29.

Berry, Faulkner, MeLaurin, Vest,
Blanchard, Gibson, Martin, Vilas,
Brice, Harris, Murphy, Voorhees,
Caffery, Hunton, Pasco, ‘Walsh,

mden, Irby, Pefler, ‘White.
Cockrell, Jarvis, Pugh,
Coke, Jones, Ark. Roach,
Daniel, yle, mith,

NOT VOTING—39.

Allen, Dolph, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew,
Bate, Gailinger, Lindsay, Proctor,
Blackburn, George, Lodge, Quay,
Butler, Gordon, McPherson, Ransom,
Call, Gorman, Manderson, Squire,
Cameron, Gray, Mills, Stewart,
Cullon gima'm, s Wil

ullom. B organ, son,
Davis, Hill, Morrill, Wolcott.
Dixon, Hoar, Palmer,

So the amendment was rejected.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill

proceed.

will
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_The Secretary read as follows:

154, %‘}‘;ssémt saws, mill, pit, and drag saws, circular saws, hand, back, and
all other saws, 25 per cent ad valorem. ;

Mr.JONESof Arkansas. I move to strike out that paragraph
and insert what I send to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by
the Senstor from Arkansas will be stated.

The Secretary read as follows:

154. Crosscut saws, 6 cents per linear foot; mill saws, 10 cents per linear
foot: pit and drag saws. 8 cents per linear foot; circular saws, 25 per cent
ad valorem; hand, back. and all other saws, not especlally provided for in
this act, 25 per cent ad valorem.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

The Secretary read as follows:

156. Screws, commonly called wood screws, 35 per cent ad valorem.

The Committee on Finance reported an amendmentin the first
line of the paragraph before the words ‘‘ per cent,” to strike out
‘35" and insert ‘‘ 30.7

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Imove tostrike out that parakraph
and insert what I send to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by
the Senator from Arkansas will be read.

The Secretary read as follows:

155. Scerews. commonly called wood screws, more than 2 inches in length,
8 cents per pound; over 1 inch and not more than 2 inches in length, 5 cents
per pound; over one-half inch and not more than 1 inch in length, 7 cents
Pper pound; one-half inch and less in length, 10 cents per pound.

Mr, HAWLEY. Mr. President, I welcome this amendment
largely because it changes the duty Irom an ad valorem to a spe-
cific, but it is a very heavy reduction from the existing law, and
I can only commend the manufacturers to the mercy of Heaven,
for I do not know how they can get along with their business
under this reduction; but it is better than the rate at first pro-
posed, and T am thankful that the members of the Finance Com-
mittee kindly yielded that much. I wish, however, to put a lit-
tle statement on record.

These screws, commonly called *‘ wood screws,” are not to be
understood as a manufacture made of wood, because they are
made from wire—either iron, steel, copper, brass, or bhronze.
The iron or steel screws may be further finished by being ja-
panned in various colors, galvanized with zine, coated with tin,
or electro-plated with brass, bronze, nickel, or copper metal,
and the copper, brass, and bronze screws may be electro-plated
with nickel or silver, and all of thess several kinds of scraws
may, and commonly have, either flat, round, oval, cone, or piano
heads, each of which may have all of the different finishes enu-
merated.

A still further variation may be found in the different lengths
upon the body of the screw to which the thread is cut; a felloe
screw requiring the thread cut the entire length, while a chair
screw requires a thread cut but a very short distance from the
point. In the regular list there are two hundred and fifty dif-
ferent sizes and lengths, each and every one of which sizes is
gubject to the variations I have before mentioned, galvanizing,
etc., the whole constituting a variety considerably exceeding
20,000 different individual screws in common use, aﬁ embraced
under the general name of *‘ wood screws.” '

The bill as it came over here from the House
duty of 35 ﬁr cent ad valorem, and as it came from the Com-
mittee on Finance 30 per cent ad valorem upon the whole of
them—upon screws as long as your finger and screws a six-
teenth of an inch long, one class worth $10 a pound and the
other worth perhaps a dollar a pound. So I say I am very glad
the Senators in charge of the bill have returned to the classi-
gcahion of the existing law, and put upon wood screws a specific

uty.

It perhaps looks like an industry of little importancs, but
thereare nearly $9,000,000invested in thisindustry in this coun-
try. In Rhode Island there is invested in it $4,000,000; in Mas-
sachusetts, $350,000; in Connecticut, $2,700,000; in Pennyslvania,
:gﬁg.(zl(_;‘ﬁdmi)n Ohio, 81,500,000, and in Illinois, $200,000; a total of

1 L) -

1 wish, Mr. President, partly as a matter of curiosity, to give
my Southern friends an idea of what a manufacturing State is,
and I should be very glad to have their attention. I wish to
show how a people numbering 745,000 get their living. About
one-fifth of them work in manufacturing establishments, and
these are some of the establishments and industries:

In the matter of ammunition the total value of the product in
the whole country is $6,500,000—I now give the roun numbers,
but I shall grint. with my remarks a ta%)le giving the exact fig-
ures—of which Connecticut makes $3,800,000 worth, being 59

rovided for a

ture.

In the manufacture of brass the entire country makes two and
a half million dollars’ worth, and Connecticut m ikes two and a
quarter millions, being 87 per cent of the whole, and standing
first in the brass manufacture.

In brass and copper rolled the whole United States makes
88,381,000 worth, and Connecticut 34,169,000 worth, being 50 per
cent, and stands first in the list.

In brass casting and finishing the whole country makes $24,-
341,000 worth, and Connecticut $7,428,000 worth, being 31 per
cent of the whole. I can notgive at the moment her exact po-
sition in the list.

In brassware $13,615,000 worth is the product of the whole
United States, and that of Connecticut is $10,711,000 worth, being
80 8«31- cent of the whole, and standing No. 1 in that branch.

[ corsets, $12,401,000 worth is the product of the entire coun-
try, of which Connecticut makes $6,274,000 worth, being 51 per
cent, and standing first in that industrﬁ.

In cotton goods the product of the whole country is $267,981,-
000 worth. and Connecticut makes about $15,500,000 worth, be-
ing 6 per cent of the whole, and she stands fifth on the list.

In firearms the rank is not given, but we make 38 per cent
of the total quantity made in the country.

In hardware, not including cutlery and edged tools, or saddle
hardware, the whole country makes $:6,726,000 worth, of whiec
Connecticut makes a little less than $12,000,000 worth, being
45 per cent of the whole, and stands first in that line.

In hats and caps, not inclu wool hats, of the thirty-seven
million dollars worth produced in the United States, Connecti-
cut makes over seven millions and a half, or 20 per cent, and
stands third in that.

In ivo&aﬂd bone work, with a total of a little less than §2,-
000,000, Connecticut makes about $608,000 worth, being 31 per
centof the total, and stands first in that.

In plated and britannia ware, not including silverware, the
entirs country makes eleven and a half million dollars’ worth‘
and Connecticut makes over seven and a half million dollars
worth, being 66 per cent of the total, and standing No. 1 in that,

In paper the entire United States makes over $74,000,000
worth, of which Connecticut makes more than three and a half
millions, being 4 per cent of the total product, and standing
sixth in that.

In silk and silk goods Connecticut makes nearly 810,000,000
worth out of a total of 837,000,000 worth, being 11 per cent of the
total, and standing fourth in that.

In woolen goods, not including ecarpets, rugs, felt goods, ho-
siery, and knit goods, the entire country makes 3133,006,000
worth and Connecticut $9,000,000 w orth, being 6 per cent of the
whole, and standing fourth in that.

That is the way we get our living, sir, and that is the reason
we take a little interest in the tariff. These trifling pennies
that are mentioned in this bill bring either prosperity or the
reverse to our people.

I sg I shall make no objection to the amendment proposed;
indeed I welcome it. It is a great deal better than it migh{
ha.vedl;een, and I am glad that the committee has kindly pro-

t.

Mr. HAWLEY, I now ask leave to insert with my remarks
the table giving the precise figures.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection it
will be so ordered. ;

The table referred to is as follows:

Value of product. Connecti- Clzankoog’i
cut's per- | ©Onnecki-
centage cut com-
United | Connect!- | of total [PAred with
States. cut. uck. | giotes.
Ammunition. ......ccovenns £6, 538, 050 #3, B38, TT4 50 | First.
T TR R S ST 2, 548, 860 2,824, 060 87 Do.
Brass and copper, rolled. .. 8,381,472 4,169, 938 50 Do.
Brass casting and finishing 344, 434 7,428,011 81
BYASSWOTO .. coevuncuacinss 13, 615,172 10,711,945 80 Do.
COPRAGE. L s 12, 401,575 6,274, 867 b1 Do.

I Cotton goods 267, 981, 724 15, 409, 476 6 | Fifth.
Firearms. ... 2 922 514 1,120,175 88
Hardware*___ 25,726,463 | 11,005,023 45 | First.
Hats and capst 87,811,500 7,527,017 20 | Third.
Ivory and bonework ....... 1, 918, 607 607, 974 31 | First.
Plated and britannia warei| 11,502, 068 7,569, 920 66 Do.

Pa 74, 300, 388 3, 566, 257 4 | Sixth.
Silk and silk goods. 87,208, 454 9, TE8, 851 11 | Fourth.
Woolen goods§ 9,082,493 6 Do.

* Not including eutlery and edge tools or saddlery hardware,
+ Not including wool I{st.s.
i Not including silverware.

Not including carpets, rugs, felt goods, hosiery, and knit goods.

per cent of the total product, and stands No. 1 in the manufac-
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. I move to insert as a new para-
graﬁh, to be numbered 155¢, what I send to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by
the Senator from Arkansas will be read. )

The Sacretary read as follows:

155}. Umbrella and parasol ribs, and stretcher frames, tips, runners,
handles, or other parts thereof, made in whole or chief part of iron, steel, or
any other metal, 50 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. PLATT. I mustpresume that while Connecticut makes
a great many things, as shown by my colleague [Mr. HAWLEY],
she does not make any of the articles mentioned in this new
paragraph, because I see it has 50 per cenft ad valorem, when
g?].ms and the articles we have been considering to-day only get
9 r cent.

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr, HAWLEY, I wish to offer here, though I fear it will be
& uneless experiment, an amendment to come in just before para-
gra.}:lh 156. I send the amendment to the desk.

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The amendment will bestated.

TheSECRETARY. Itisproposedtoinsertbefore paragraph156:

Furniture of brass and fron, or brass and steel, 40 per cont ad valorem.

Mr. HAWLEY. I have named 40 per cent because I wished
10 coincide with the general idea of a reduction of the rates in
the McKinley law. Under what is known as the basket clause,
metals, not otherwise specially provided for, had 45 per centad
valorem in that bill.

This industry isa very interesting one to those who care any-
thing about manufacturing processes. Furniture of iron and
brass, or steel and brass, handsomely designed and exquisitely
executed, is becoming fashionable and cheap. Isay forsanitary
reasons as well as a matter of taste, such furniture is desirable.
It was made in Great Britain very considerably and was im-

ted.

Among the importers was one of my beloved Yankees. He
said: *‘1 think we can make those articles as well as anybody
else,” So he started to make them, and then another and an-
other, until there are six or eight such mannmcmmshablish-
ments, and the prices of the goods have been h mely re-
duced to the American purchaser. This is.the great market
for them, and the manufacture will rapidly extend and it will
become a very extensive industry il proper protection is given if.

There is no need of putting a cord of wood into a bedstead.
We have got over that, and we make a graceful bedstead of
steel rods and wire, with brass coverings and decorations, a
clean, wholesome and cheap bedstead.

The industry promises well. New factories were building. I
know where there is one that has not done astroke of work, ex-
cept the building of the factory, because Mr. Cleveland was
elected President and a Democratic Congress came in, and they
stopped to see what would be the result. Under the LIcKinley
act they had a duty of 45 per cent and t‘hagawem getting alon
very well, indeed. Why should they not have 40 per cent now?
Just before I proposed to insert this amendment, a new amend-
ment was inserted giving s duty of 50 per cent ad valorem to
‘iumbrella and parasol ribs, and stretcher frames, tips, runners,
handles, or other parts thereof, made in whole or chief part of
iron, steel, or any other metal.”

I propose to put a decent protection upon an article that is
composed of costlier metal, steel and brass.

Paragraph 156, immediately following the paragraph I have
just designated, is as follows:

156. Wheels, or parts thereof, made of iron or steel, and steel-tired wheels

for raflway s, whether wholly or partly finished, and iron or steel
locomotive, car, or other railway tires or parts thereof, wholly or partly
manufact and ingots, cog ingots, blooms, or blanks for the same,

without regard to the degree of manufacture, 40 per cent ad valorem.

The articles there enumerated are comparatively rude stages
of manufacture; they are among the earlier processes of manu-
facture; while the article as to which I have offered an amend-
ment is a far more advanced article, requiring more skill, labor,
and time to make it. I think we might be allowed 40 per cent
upon that, as well as upon iron or steel wheels for railway pur-

poses.
Mr. QUAY. Forl::lx per cent is not half enough.
Mr.HAWLEY. TheSenator therate is not half enough.
Then, I am sure the 40 per cent I have proposed is not half
enough for a brass bedstead.
Mr. QUAY. No, it is not.
Mr. HAWLEY. Besides that—I make no complaint of it—
here are rude manufactures of iron of Alabama, which are ve
good for some purposes, but worth very little for others, whi

have a duty of 84 a ton. That is a protective duty of 50 per cent,
estimating that iron to be worth 88 a ton. Iron of thaf charac-
ter can be bought at less than $8 a ton in Alabama, as I happen
to know positively. If the rude pig iron can have a duty oFefxO
per cent a ton, why can not a handsome brass bedstead have a
duty of 40 per cent? I think I amvery modest inthat. I think
it would be for the good of the country and [ think it would pro-
mote a very great and growing industry if we have a fair rate
of duty imposed on this article.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amend-
ment proUposed by the Senator from Connecticut.

Mr. QUAY. The amendment proposed by the Senator from
Connecticut is very important, and I suggest that there is no
quorum present.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theabsance of a quorum being
suggested, the Secretary will call the roll.

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

Dubois, Jarvis,

Allen, Faulkner, Jomes, Ark. Perkins,
Allison, George, Lindsay, Platt,
Bate, Gibson, Lodge, Power,
Berry. Gordon, McLaurin, Pugh,
Blackbarn, Harris, MeMillan, Ransom
Blanchard, Hawley, Martin, Roach,
Brice, H ; Mitchell, Oregon  Shoup,
Cockrell, Mitchell, Wis. Vest,
Coke, Hoar, Murphy, ilas,
Daniel, Huntomn, % alsh,
Davis, Irby. Patton, ¥White.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-eight Senators have an-
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The question is
on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Conneocticut
[Mr. HAWLEY].

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask for the yeas and nays.

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

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). Iam paired
with the senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON].

Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was called). I am paired
with the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER]

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called).
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON].

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). I am paired with
the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CoLLOM].

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). am paired w.th
the Se;::tar from New York [Mr. HiLL], and therefore withholu
my vote.

%‘he roll call was concluded.

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, I transfer my pair with the
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. GAR“‘I to the Senafor from Ten-
nessee [Mr. Hu{maﬂ, and vote ““‘nay.”

Mr. MILLS. I wish to state for the remainder of the day—I
shall not call attention to it any more—that I am red with
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER].

Mr. GORDON. I transfer my pair with the Senator from
Towa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr.
KYLE], and vote *‘nay.”

Mr. CALL. I announce my pair with the Senator from Ver-
mont [Mr. PROCTOR]. If he were present I should vote ‘* nay.”

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 30; as follows:

I am paired with

YEAS—IT.
Aldrich, y Morrill, Shoup,
Allison, Hawley, ton, Teller.
Chandler, Hoar, Perkins,
Davis, MeMillan, Plate,
Dubois, Mitchell, Oregon Power,
" NAYS—80.
Allen, Daniel, Lindsay,
Bate, Faulkner, McLaurin, Smith,
Berry, Gibson. Martin, ie,
Blanchard, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis Vest,
Brice, Hunton, Murphy, v
Camden, Irby, Pasco, te.
Cockrell, Jarvis, Pefler,
Colke, Jones, Ark. Pugh,
NOT VOTING—38.
burn George, Lodge, Sherman.
Eﬁ,‘iﬁr, Gorman, ﬁcl‘-ﬁlerson. gg:w‘&
Caff Gray, anderso
s ~ R e
a
Carey, E:.liner ‘Washburn,
v ttigraw, ilson,
Omnllmon‘:. Proctor, Wolcott.
Dolph, Jones, Nev. ¥,
GnIPt.nger, Kyle, nSOm,
So the amendment was rejected. .
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro-
ceeded with, :
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The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows:

156, Wheels, or parts thereof, made of iron or stesl, and steel-tired wheals
for railway p' . whether wholly or partly finished, and iron or steel
semolive, 5,58 fobe iy, o o g, s TR o2
ﬁiﬁ:ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ%o the degres of man acture 30 pe} cent ad valorem.

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senatorfrom Arkansasthat
he allow this paragraph to go over for There will be
considerable disecussion about it, and I should be glad to have it

d over for the present.
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We will consent tothat. Let itgo

over.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be passed over.
The reading of the bill will be proceeded with.

The Secretary read as follows:

MISCELLANEOUS METALS AND MANUFACTURES OF.

157. Aluminium or aluminum, in crude form, alloys of any kind in which
aluminnm is the component material of chiel yalue, 25 per cent ad valorem.

The Commitiee on Finance reported to amend pa h 157,
in line 12 of page 34, by striking out *aluminium or aluminum,”
and insert *‘ aluminum.”

The amendment was agreed to. -

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out in line 14 the
words ** twenty-five per cent ad valorem,” and insert ‘‘ ten cents

r pound.
paT]}): VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.
The SECRETARY., Strike out “25 dper cent ad valorem,” in
line 14, and insert ‘* 10 cents per pound;” so as to make the para-
graph read:
Ty ot o
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas.

The amendment was agreed to.
The VICE—PRESIDE%%T. The reading of the bill will be pro-
ceeded with.
The Secretary read as follows:
158. Argetine, albata, or German silver, unmanufactured, 15 per cent ad
“l'gfeg:ﬂmmmsorp , old brass, cli gs from brass or Duteh metal,
w metal, fit only for remanufacture, 10 per cent

and old sheathing, or y
ad valo

reIm.
160. Bronze powder, metallics or flitters, bronze or Duteh metal, or alum-
{num, in leaf, 30 per cent ad valoren.

Mp. JONES of Arkansas. In Para.graph 160, line 22 of page
34, before the words ** per cent,” I move to strike out ** thirty "
and insert *‘ forty.”

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. In line 22, page 34, strike out alter the
word ‘‘leaf” the word ‘‘thirty” and insert ** forty;” so as to
make the paragraph read:

160, Bronze powder, matallics or fiitters, bronze or Dutch metal, or alumi-
num, in leaf, #0 per cent ad valorem.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

The Secretary read as follows:

Copper:

161, Copper in rolled plates, called braziers’ copper sheets, rods, D‘i};%- and
copper bottoms, also sheathing or yellow metal of which copigar isthe com-
ponent material of chisfvalue, and not composed wholly or in part of iron
ungalvanized, 20 per cent ad yalorem.

Gold and silver:

162. Bullionsand metal thread of gold, silver, or other metals notspecially
provided for in this act, 25 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to amend paragraph 162 by
inserting before the word *bullions,” in line 6, page 35, the
words “* manufactures of;" so as to read:

162. Manufactures of bullions and metal thread of gold, silver, or other
valorem.

metals, not specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent ad

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. QUAY. I move to amend the paragraph hx striking out
the word ““silver,” where it occurs after *‘ gold,” in the sixth
line, and inserting after the words **ad valorem,” in the eighth
line, “of silver, 100 per cent ad valorem."

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Theamenment propsed by the Sen-
ator from Pennsylvania will be stated.

The SECRETARY. Strike out ‘‘silver” in line 6, after the
word ‘“gold,” and insert after words ‘‘ad valorem,” in line 8,
¢iof silver, to be 100 per cent ad valorem.”

Mr. ALDRICH. t the paragraph be read as proposed to be
amended. - )

Mr. QUAY. The effect of my amendment will be to make the
duty upon manufactures of gold 25 per cent, and of silver 100 per
cent. Itisin the interest of silver,as I e it.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the para-
graph as proposed to be amended

The Secretu.rf read as follows:

Manufactures of bullions and metal thread of gold, or other metals not
specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent ad valorem; of silver, 100 per
cent ad valorem.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on n.%reeing to the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania.

Mr. QUAY. On that I call for the yeas and nays.

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

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called. I announce my pair
with the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL]. If he were pres-
ent I should vote “*yea.”

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I
transfer my pair with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]
to the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] and vote ‘' nay.”

Therollcall having beenconcluded, the result was announced—

yeas 10, nays 37; as follows: -
YEAS—10.
Davis, Morrill, Plats, Squlre.
Dubois, Patton, Power,
McMil! Perkins, Shoup.
NAYS—31.

Aldrich, Danlel, MecLaurin, Teller,
Allen, Faulkner, Martin, T o
Allison, Frye, Mitehell, Wis. Vest,
Bate, Gibson, Murphy,
Berry, ) Voorheas,
Blanchayrd, Hunton, Peffer, ‘Walsh,
Brice, Irby, Pugh, White.
Caffery. Jarvis, Ransom,
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Roach,
Coke, Lindsay, Smith,

‘ NOT VOTING—38.
Blackburn, Hoar, Pettigrow,
Butler, George, Jones, Nev. Proctor,
Call, Gordon, Kyla, ay,
Camden, Gorman, Liodge, .Sherman,
Cameron. Gray, MePherson, Stewart,
Carey, Hansbrough, Manderson, Washburn,
Chandler, Harris, Mills, Wilson,
Cullom, Hawley, Mitchell, Oregon Wolcott.
«Dixon, Hi?gm.s. Morgan,
Dolph, L Palmer,

So the amendment was rejected.

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

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows:

163. Gold leaf, 35 per cent ad valorem.

The Committee on Finance reported to amend the paragraph
by 2){z:lt.r:ikh:lg out ‘‘thirty-five” and imserting *‘ thirty;” so as to
read: .

Gold leaf, 30 per cent ad valorem.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing o the
amendment of the committee.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows:

161, Silver leaf, 35 per cent ad valorem.

The Committee on Finance reported to amend the paragraph
by striking out **thirty-five” and inserting *‘ thirty,"” so s.s};.o
read:

Silver leat, 35 per cent ad valorem.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to insert the words *‘and
silver powder” after the word *‘ leaf.”

The amendment was agreed to,

Mr. QUAY. I move to strike out the word ** thirty ” and in-
sert ‘‘ one hundred:” so as to make the paragraph read:

Silver leal and silver powder, 100 per eent ad valorem.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will call the attention
of the Senator from Penusylvania to the fact that the amend-
ment reported by the committee has been agreed to.

Mr. QUAY. Can I not move to amend the paragraph as
amended?

Mr. COCKRELL. That is nof in order.

Mr. QEAY. I think it is. .

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Pennsylvania can reach
his object by a reconsideration if his amendmen$ is not in order.
I have nodoubt if the Senator wants to test the sense of the Sen-
:11;: on the question there will be no objection to a reconsidera-

n.

Mr. COCKRELL. Leta vote be taken on the amendment of
the Senator from Pennsylvania.

Mr. VEST. Let the amendment of the committee be recon-

sidered. ;
The VICE-PRESIDENT., The Chnirm% ests to the Senator
from Pennsylvania that it oeccurs to the Chair the proper mo-




2272

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

May 25,

tion would be to reconsider the vote by which the amendment
was agreed to. :
Mr. ALDRICH. Let it be done by unanimous consent.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask that it be done by unanimous
consent, and that the Senator’s amendment be considered.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none. The question is on the amendment of the Senator
from Pennsylvania to the amendment of the committee, which
will be stated.

The SECRETARY. In line 10, page 35, paragraph 164, strike
out *‘ thirty *’ and insert * one hundred;"” so as to read:

Silver leaf and silver powder, 100 per cent ad valorem.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on agreeing tothe
amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania.

Mr. QUAY. On thatI 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 announce my pair
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR].

Mr, MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I
will transfer my pair with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr.
CARE‘:’] to the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], and vote
“ nay. i

The roll eall was concluded.

Mr. GORDON. I am paired with the Senator from Iowa[Mr.
EVLLSON}, but in order to make a quorum I will vote. I vote

na}-.”

Mr. BATE (after having voted in the negative). I transfer
my pair with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]
to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE], and will let my
vote stand.

The result was announced —yeas 16, nays 34; as follows:

YEAS—16.
Aldrich Dubois, Lod Perkins,
Allison, Frye, Mchﬁ!l’fin. Power,
Chandler, . Mitchell, Oregon Shoup,
Davis, Hoar, Patton, Squire,

NAYS—34
Bate, g?ullmer, %engigrm. %r;ﬂth.
Berry. bson, ar er,
Blancﬁan‘.l. Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Turplé.
Brice, Hawley, Murphy, las,
Callery, Hunton, Pasco, Voorhees,
Camden, Irby, Pefler, Walsh,
Cockrell, Pugh, ‘White.
Colke, Jones, Ark. Ransom,
Daniel, Lindsay, Roach,

NOT VOTING—35.
Allen, Gallinger, Kyle Proctor,
Blackburn, George, 2 McPﬁersun. Quay. p
Butler, Gorman, Manderson, Sherman,
Ean, (&;ay.b . %ﬁm. St.e\:a.rt..
AMEron, nshro Organ est,

Carey, Harris, el Morrill, Washburn,
Cullom, Hiﬁglns. Palmer, w 4
Dixon, Hill, Pettigrew, ‘Wolcott
Dolph, Jones, Nev, Platt,

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Now let the amendment of the
committee which was reconsidered be agreed to.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I l'f‘llg %:’t that ‘tihe next succeeding
paragraphs dewn to ra passed over.

The V‘iCE-PRESI ENT. pIt will be so ordered without ob-
jection.

Mr. DUBOIS. I ask the Senator from Arkansas if he will
allow me to offer an amendment to paragraph 135. I think
there will be no objection to it.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It may be offered to lie over, to be
considered when the parn%r EJ.P is taken up.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the
Benator from Idaho will be stated.

The SECRETARY. At theend of paragraph 165, after the word
‘““entry,” in line 25, page 35, add:

The method of aamplinﬁ and assaying to be that usu%liy adopted for com-
mercial purposes by public sampling works in the United States.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Thatamendment is to lie over, to
come up when the raph is taken up for consideration.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will besoordered. Theamend-
ment will be printed.

Mr. J OII:I;:B% of Arkansas. I ask that the Secretary begin at

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Arkansas has an
amendment which is to come in as paragraph 1674.
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I prefer to let that go over with
the lead and zine paragraphs.
% Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Arkansasinform me when
e pro
r. JONES of Arkansas. To-morrow morning.

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Paragraph 168 will be read.

‘@8 to bring up the paragraphs which are passed over? :

The Secretary read as follows:

168. Pens, metallic, except gold pens, 35 per cent ad valorem.

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out ‘35 per cent
ad valorem,”and insert ‘8 cents per gross:” so as to read:

Pens, metallic, except gold pens, 8 cents per gross.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment
of the Senator from Arkansas.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

The Secretary read as follows:

169. Penholder tips, penholders or parts thereof,and gold pens, 25 per cent
ad valorem,

170. Pins. metallie, including hairpins, safety pins, and hat, bonnet, shawl,
and belt pins, not comme ¥ known as jewelry, 20 per cent ad valorem.

The Committee on Finance reported to amend paragraph 170,
inline 22, of page 36, after the word **including,” to insert ** pins
with solid or glass heads;” and in line 24, after the word ** not,”
to s’t,rlke out ‘‘commercially known” and insert “suitable for

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Thecommittee amendment is with-
drawn in line 24, leaving the words ‘‘ commercially known” re-
main.

Mr. ALLISON. Isuggest tothe Senatorto have these amend-
ments agreed to as we go along. The first amendment of the
committee is in line 23, to insert after the word ‘‘including:”

Pins with solid or glass heads.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let that be agreed to.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment inserting the words ** pins withsolid or glass heads.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas.
ment in line 24, insertih

I withdraw the committee amend-
the words “ suitable for use,” but
leaving in the words as they came from the House, * commer-
cially known.” I move to amend by striking out the word
‘“twenty " in line 1, page 37, and inserting ‘* twenty-five.”

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. Inlinel, page 37,after the word ‘‘jewelry,”
strike out ** twenty ” and insert ‘* twenty-five,” so as to read:

Pins, metallic, including pins with solid or glass heads, hairpins, safety

ins, and hat, bonnet, shawl, and belt pins, not commercially known as

ewelry, 25 per cent ad valorem.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows:

171. Type metal and new types, 15 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Arkansas
that perhaps this paragraph had better go over to be discussed
with lead products. Certainly there ought to be a different rate
of duty impo:ed from 15 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no objection to passing it
over.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. The read-
ing of the bill will be proceeded with. ,

The Secretary read as follows:

Watches:
£ ogzr.n(thr onometers, box or ship's, and parts thereof, 10 per cent ad va-
o:.lhfesi'w"fs::a‘.cgage %I;%nctlg.cdk\?‘al %r rglgns thereof, whether separately packed or
Zinc or spelter:

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I suggest that we pass ever the
zine paragraphs, down to paragraph 177.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Withoutobjection,itisso ordered.
The Secretary will read ‘paragmph 177.

The Secretary read as follows:

177. Manufactured articles or wares, not specially provided for in this act,
composed wholly or in part of any metal, and whether partly or wholly
manufactured, 85 per cent ad valorem.

The Committee on Finance reported to amend the paragraph
by striking out ““35” and inserting *‘ 30,” so as to read ‘* 30 per
cent ad valorem.”

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. Thecommittee amendment is with-
g{ruwn and the paragraph will stand as it came from the other

ouse.

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Arkansas does not propose to
go on to-night with the wood schedule?

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. No; I will move an adjournment.

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish tosaya few words upon the amend-
ment to ahh 177,

Myr. JONES of Arkansas. Very well, I withdraw the motion.

Mr. HAWLEY. Paragraph 177, which has just been read,
attracts very little attention, but there are enormous imporwa-
tions under it. It affects ve reat interests. In the exi}:t.l.ng
law the duty is 45 per cent. rft known as the basket clause, or
omnibus clause, and by various names. It applies to ‘' manu-
factured articles or wares not specially provided for in this act,”
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and sweeps in in that way a great variety of manufactures. A
reduction from 45 per cent to 35 per cent is a reduction of about
22 per cent; and it will have a very great influence on the in-
dustries of my State, as one may very well imagine. It will be
a reduction of 22 per cent upon articles to the extent, perhaps,
of forty or fifty million dollars out of the $248,000,000 of our man-
ufactures.

I wish to correct or perfect some statistics I gave hastily
speaking a little while ago. I wish to &Jut upon record a sum-
mary of the industries of my State. According to the censusof 1390
we had then about 745,000 people. Of establishmentsthere were
6,822, with a capital of $227.004,496. The number of personsem-
ployed was 149,939, and with the superintendents and employés
something over 151,000. More than one-fifth of the people of
my State are recorded by the censusasengaged in manufactures.
The cost of the material was $123,183,08); the value of the prod-
uct, $248,336,364. And I may add that the money in savings
banks was $133,000,000.

I am very sorry this great reduction is made. It is a ver,
serious thing to many thousands of people in my State. I thin
we could have endured a reduction from 45 to 40 per cent, but a
reduction from 45 to 35 per cént will inevitably discourage many
industries and greatly enlarge the importation of articles that
we ought to continue to make. This is all I care to say.

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move that the Senate proceed
the consideration of executive business.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After ten minutes gpent in
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o clock and
10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Satur-
day, May 26, 1894, at 10 o’clock a. m.

NOMINATIONS.
Executive nominations reccived by the Senate May 25, 1894.

UNITED STATES MARSHALS.

Berry Baldwin, of California, to be marshal of the United States
for the northern distriet of California, vice William G. Long,
whose term expired February 27, 1894, i

Emory S. Harris, of Vermont, to be marshal of the United
States for the district of Vermont, vice Rollin Amsden, whose
term will expire June 24, 1804,

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE.

John A. Sullivan, of New York, to be collector of internal
revenue for the second district of New York, to succeed Michael
Kerwin, resigned.

NAVAL OFFICER.

C. C. Baldwin, of New York, to be naval officer of customs in
the district of New York, in the State of New York, to succeed
Theodore B. Willis, resigned.

COLLECTORS OF OUSTOMS.

William Mickler,of Florida, to be collector of customs for the
district of St. Augustine, in the State of Florida, to succeed
Henry J. Ritchie, whose term of office has expired by limitation.

Francis L. O’Reilly, of Rhode Island, to be collector of cus-
tomsfor the districtof Providence, in the Stateof Rhode Island,
to succeed Gorman P. Pomroy, whose term of office will expire
by limitation June 8, 1864,

POSTMASTERS.

Sophie Choate, to be postmaster at Bentonyille, in the count;
of Benton and State of Arkansas, in the place of William H,
Conine, whose commission will expire June 10, 1894.

A. C. Fleming, to be postmaster at Lincoln, in the county of
Placer and State of California, in the place of William Ingram,
removed. :

W. 8. Leake, to be postmaster at Sacramento, in the county
of Sacramento and State of California, in the place of James O.
Coleman, whose eommission expired May 10, 1894.

Edward C. Morgan, to be postmaster at Grass Valley, in the
county of Nevada and State of California, in the place of Solo-
mon B. Bosworth, whose commission expired February 25, 1894,

George M. Payne, to ba postmaster at San Luis Obispo, in
the county of San Luis Obispo and State of California, in the
place of William 8. Cannon, whose commission expired Febru-
ary 19, 1894,

Robert W. Smith, to be postmaster at Sterling, in the county
of Logan and State of Colorado, in the place of James H. Scott,
whose commission expired December 21, 1843.

Everett M. Arthur, to be postmaster at Telluride, in the
county of San Miguel and State of Colorado, in the place of
ggrlea F. Hilgenhaus, whose commission expired January 9,

John F. Eden, to be postmaster at Sullivan, in the county of
Moultrie and State of fllinois, in the place of Addison W. Mc-
Pheeters. whose commission expired Xpril 19, 1894,

John Whalen, to be postmaster at Lincoln, in the county of
Lincoln and State of Kansas, in the place of Charles M. Heaton,
resigned.

william R. Hall, to be postmaster at Maynard, in the county
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of George
Flood, removed.

Eben Lothrop, to be postmaster at Provincetown, in the county
of Birnstable and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Paron
C. Young, whose commission expired February 25, 1894,

Asahel C. Braddock, to be postmaster at Portsmouth, in the
county of Bay and State of Michigan, in the place of Harvey
Barker, resigned.

William H. Phillips, to be postmaster at West Bay City. in the
county of Bay and State of Michigan, in the place of Luther B.
Edinborough, whose commission will expire June 2, 1864,

Philip B. Wachtel, to be postmaster at Petoskey, in the
county of Emmet and State of Michigan, in the place of James
Buckley, whose commission will expire June 27, 13:4.

Harris Van Blarcom, to be postmaster at Ely, in the coung
of St. Louis and State of Minnesota, in the place of Herbert C.
Kelley, removed.

John Marens, to be postmaster at Hamilton, in the county of
Caldwell and State of Missouri, in the place of Nathan C. Clark-
son, whose commission will expire June 10, 1891.

Cornelius P. Convery, to be postmaster at Perth Amboy, in
the county of Middlesex and State of New Jersey, in the place
of George H. Tice, whose commission expired January 20, 1304,

A. M. Jones, to be postmaster at Manchester, in the county of
Adams and State of Ohio, in the place of Daniel R. Shriver, de-

ceased.

Matthew A. Black, to be tmaster at Sheffield, in the county
of Warren and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Jerry
Crary, resigned.

Robert McCann, to bs postmaster at Elkland, in the county of
Tioga and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Eugene G.
Webb, removed.

Abraham B. Stillwagon, to be postmaster at Ambler, in the
county of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania, in the place
of Thomas Bitting, whose commission expired April 26, 1891,

John Toole, to be postmaster at Minersville, in the county of
Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Mary B.
Higley, deceased.

orge Web r, to ba postmaster at Port Allegany, in the
county of McKean and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of
Reuben J. Mott, removed.

Ella Lewis, to be postmaster at Gallatin, in the county of:
Sumnerand Stateof Tennessee, in the place of Thomas H. Prince,
whose commission will expire May 27, 1594.

W. L. Jolley, to be postmaster at Honey Grove, in the county
of Fannin and State of Texas, in the place of Eustace W. Walder,
whose commission will expire June 2, 1894,

Ban F. MecClinton, to be Poat.mast,er at Gatesville, in the
county of Coryell and State of Texas, in the place of Clarence
L. Bush, whose commission will expire June z, 1894,

W. O. Blakey, to be postmaster at Gordonsville, in the county
of Orange and State of Virginia, in the place of John T. Daven-
port, whose commission will expire June 2, 1894,

P. H. Bolger, to be tmaster at Waterloo, in the county of
Jeflerson and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Herbert M.
Knowlton, removed.

C. W. Notbohm, to be postmaster at Oconomowoec. in the
county of Waukesha and State of Wisconsin, in the place of
‘Warham Parks, whose commission expired May 14, 1894,

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY.
Medical Department.

Lieut. Col. Joseph P. Wright, deputy surgeon-general, to be
assist:nt surgeon-general, with the rank of colonel, May 16, 1804,
vice Baily, deceased. 8

Maj. Alfred A. Woodhull, surgeon, to be deputy surgeon-gen-
eral, with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, May 16, 1894, wvice
Wright, promoted.

Capt, William R. Hall, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon, with
the rank of major, May 16, 1894, vice Woodhull, promoted.

CONFIRMATION.
Ezeculive nominaiion confirmed by the Senate May 25, 1894.
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS.

A, McP. Hamby, jr., of South Carolina, to be collector of cus-
toms for the district of Georgetown, in the State of South Cara-
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
FRIDAY, May 25, 1894,

The House met at 120'clockm. Rev. J.J. DOLLIVER, of Fort
Dodge, Iowa, offered the following prayer:

Almighty God, the Giver of all our mercies! We look to Thee
this morning for Thy blessing, Our lives have been preserved
through the past night. Many have died; many this solemn
moment are passing to their endless home. We are still the
objects of Thy care and love. Weask Thy blessing to rest upon
us. Prepare us for the labors and dutiesof the day onwhich we
have entered. May the words of our mouths and the medita-
tions of our hearts be acceptable in Thf sight; and may we
spend this short revolving day as though it were our last.

Let Thy blessings rest upon all here assembled. Bless the
Speaker of the House. Sustain him with Thy grace in the duties
that Are before him. Bless all the members of this body. We

ray that Thy blessing may attend their labors; and may there
Ee such things done here as shall meet the Divine approval and
further the welfare of this people. We are exal to the en-
joyment of inestimable privileges. We have for our guidance
v upon line and precept upon precept. O Lord, help us, as
the days go by and as the hours pass from us, to lay up treasure
in Heaven, where moth can not corrupt and where thieves can
not break through and steal. Guard and directus along life's
checkered pathway., Whether we live long ordie soon, may we
feel in life's latest hour that all is well. And with theredeemed
and bloodwashed at Thy right hand in heaven own and crown
us Thine forever, in Christ Jesus. Amen.
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved.
PRINTING REPORT OF WEATHER BUREAU.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following concur-

rent resolution of the House, with an amendment of the Senate:

Resolved bg the House of Represeniatives (the Ssnate concu ). That there

ted 5,500 coples of the annual rePort. of the Chief of the Weather

for the year e June 20, 1583, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the

use of the Senate, 2,000 es for the nse of the Eiou.sa, and 2,500 coples for
the use of the Bursamn.

The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows:

In line 6, strike out “Juns 30" and insert ' December 81."

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I move to concur in the
amendment of the Senate. If simply designates this report as
the re{ﬂrt for the calendar year, instead of the fiscal year; and
that change is proper.

The amendment was concurred in.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE,

Mr. WILSON of Ohio obtained indefinite leave of absence, on
account of sickness in his family.
LEAVE TO PRINT.

Mr. WEADOCK, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to
rint in the RECORD remarks on the repeal of section 40 of the
Eaviaed Statutes.
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS.

Mr. HARE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw
from the files of the House, without leaving coples, papers in
the case of Jacob Falkar, Filty-second Congress, no adverse re-
port having been made thereon. .

REPRINT OF BILLS.

On motion of Mr. CHICKERING, by unanimous consent, a re-
rint was ordered of House bills No. 4476 and 5931, the supply
fn the document room being exhausted.

NEWPORT BARRACKS, KY.

Mr. BERRY. I ask permission for the immediate considera-
tion of the bill which I send to the desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 2586) granting eertain property to the city of Newport, Ky.

Be it enacted by the Senate and Ious: of Represenlalives of the United States
of America in Congress assembled, That all the right, title, and interest of the

ted States in and to the lots and parts of lots and the appurtenances and
appendages thereunto belonging, comprising the old tary post or bar-
racks pro?cny situated at the eonfluence of the Ohio and Licking Rivers, in
mda{ Newport, in the county of Campbell and State of Kentucky, be,
and 18 hereby, granted and conveyed to the sald city of Newport, to have
and to hold for public purposes forever.

SEC. 2. That whenever sald city shall cease to use the said property for
public purposes, or shall use the same or any part thereof for any other than
public pur , all the right, title, and interest hereby granted and con-
veyed to sald city shall at once, and without any act whatever upon the part
of the United States, revert to and become the property of the United States.

The amendments reported by the Committee on Military Af-
fairs were read,as follows:

In line 10 of section 1, insert “‘a’ before the word “ public,” and strike
out the word “purposes " and insert * .

In line 2 of mnmkzz‘suma out * public purposes,” and insert *the pur-

poses of a
In lines

pazic.”

and 4, strike ont * public purposes,” and imsert “for a public

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask if this is a
House bill with Senate amendments?

Mr. BERRY. It isa House bill.

Mr. BURROWS. How much land does this bill give?

Mr. BERRY. It gives between b and 6 acres of land which
was ori y given to the Government by Gen. Taylor, the
owner of the froperty, in 1800. The land is nowsubject to over-
flow, and in 1884 there were 14 feetof water on the land. The
United States Government found it necessary to select higher

und, above the water level, on which the racks are now.

e simply ask that it be given to the city of Newport for park

purposes.
ul;'IIx}-. BURROWS. What is its value to-day?
3 8%&1‘. BERRY. Idonotknow. It was 14 feet under water in

Mr. REED, I hope this dialogue will be made publie, if not
I shall object.

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Speaker, I am trying to make it as public
as possible. Certainly the gentleman does not think I desire to
conceal anything.

Mr. REED. I do not have the slightest idea of that kind,
but the habit seems tobe irresistible to have aconversation with
the gentleman who seems to be op; to a measure when
unanimous consent is asked for its consideration.

Mr. BERRY. I will state for the information of the gentle-
man that this property is situated at the mouth of Licking
River, at the confluence of the Ohio and Licking Rivers, and
contains between five and six acresof ground. It was originally
ﬁ?&%ﬂ by Gen. James Taylor to the United States Government

For a number of years it has been subject to overflow. The
Government declined to extend its barracks at that point, and
bought a place three miles from the city of Newport, about 300
feet above the water level, which is now known as Fort Thomas.
This old barracks site is to be abandoned, and the city of New-
port asks, as the ﬁmperty cost the Government nothinieorigi-
nally, that it shall be given to the city of Newport to be used
for a public park. Ifis recommended by the committee.

Mr. BO 'WS. Now,Ishould like thegentleman toanswer
my question as to what is the value of this property.

r. BERRY. I expect $3,000or $4,000 an acre. I expect it
would be worth that. However, it is subject to overflow; and I
do not know what its value would be.

Mr. BURROWS. Then it would be some $18,000 or $20,000.

Mr. BERRY. Yes, sir.

Mr. BURROWS. You say it is subject to overflow?

Mr. BERRY. It has been under water to the depth of 14 feet
irfl 1884, and since that time the water has been up to the edge
of it.

Mr. BURROWS. Has it been over it since that time?

Mr. BERRY. It has been up to it, and the Government de-
termined o abandon it for the reason that it was subject to
overflow, and has bought elsewhere.

Mr. BURROWS. If it is worth $18,000 or $20,000, can not the
Government dispose of it?

Mr. BERRY, I suppose it could; but as it did not cost the
Government anything, we thought it could donate it to the ecity.

Mr:)PAYNE. How much did the new site cost the Govern-
ment:

Mr. BERRY, Fifty thousand dollars.

Mr. BURROWS. hy would it not be well to sell the old
site and apply it on the cost of the new one?

Mr. BERRY. Ifit had originally cost the Government any-
thing I should think that would be a very good argument, but
as the peoFle have built up the ground around the Government
property, I think it but fair that if should be given to the city
of Newport for park purpose, and that it should revert to the
Governmentshould that city failor discontinue to use it for such

purpose. .

ﬁ r. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of
order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is impossible to hear the gentleman,

Mr. DALZELL. I would ask the gentleman if the Secretary
of War recommended this bill?

Mr. BERRY. ¥Yes, sir; that is expressed in the report.

Mr. DALZELL. I asked that question because I made an at-
tempt to have a bill of the same kind passed for the city of Pitts-
burg, but the Secretary of War reported that, as the property
was not of any value to the Government, it ought to be sold and
the money turned into the Treasury. T donotsee why the same
principle would not apply in this case.

Mr. GROSVENOR. 1 desire to ask the gentleman how did
the Government acquire title to the new location?

__Mr. BERRY. It acquired title to the new location by pur-
chase. I want to say that since the new barracks have been es-
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tablished the people of that county have constructed a magnifi
cent highway to the barracks, and there has been an electric
road put on,and the property of the Government isworth
$5 to every dollar the Government paid for if, resulting from
theenterprise of the people of thatcounty. This piece of ground
runs down to the water's edge, and is ctly opposite the city
of Covington. 2

Mr. GROSVENOR. I know the ground verﬂ well. Itisim-
mediately opposite the city of Cincinnati, right on the banks
of both rivers, the Licking and the Ohio.

Mr. BERRY. Yes, sir.

Mr. GROSVENOR. And would be a very ornamental park.

Mr. BERRY. Yes, sir; and that is about all it is fit for.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Are these the premises that were
oceupied by the Government as a post and barracks twenty-five
or thirty years agof

Mr. BERRY. This land was ceded by the estate of Gen.
James Taylor to the United States in1800, and most of the build-
ings that are now on it were put there in 1820.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I know; but it wasoccupied by the
Government from 1850 to 1860, or thereabouts, as a post and bar-
racks?

Mr. BERRY. Yes, sir.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then I have secen it.

Mr. BERRY. Itisright at the forks of the Linki.:f.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. From what I recollect of its loca-
tion, while it may be proper that this bill should pass, and while
I am not prepared to sav that I would antagonize it if it was in
Committee of the Whole, I do not believe that it ought to pass

unanimous consent, and as this is FridayI hope we can reach
it later in Committee of the Whole, where we can get full infor-
mation on the subject.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Kentucky for the consideration of this bill?

Mr. CANNON of Tliinois. For the present I shall have to ob-

ject.
ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. BUNN. I demand the regular order.

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I ask the gentleman to withdraw
that for a moment that I may ask for the consideration of a bill.

Mr. BUNN. I withdraw the demand temporarily.

JOHN C. NUSS.

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent for the
consideration of the bill which I send to the desk, a bill (H. R.
6926) for the relief of John C. Nuss, private, Company C, Sixth
West Virginia Cavalry.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secmt.a.rmi ‘War be, and he is hereby, author-
e e sustenee il o
;‘ﬁig;io‘;me discharge as 'of the date of said order. :

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, has this bill been favorably re-
ported from the Committee of the Whole?

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Ithasbeen reported unanimously
by the Committee on Military Affairs.

W!fri JONES. But has it been considered in Committee of the
ole?

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Itcan not be., Itisreported,not
from the Committee on Pensions or the Committee on Invalid
Pensions, but from the Committee on Military Affairs. It in-
volves no expenditure on the part of the Government., It does
not even involve the question of the removal of a charge of de-
sertion. It involves merely the removal of a senience of dis-
honorable discharge passed upon this soldier after the close of
the war. I think that if the gentleman will hear the report
read the case will commend itsell fo him at once.

Mr. JONES. Would not the removal of this charge enable
the applicant to apply for a pension?

Mr, SOHNSON of Indiana.  To be frank with the gentleman,
I judge that it would. If he will hear the report I am sure
the bill will commend itself to him. It has been unanimously
reported by the Committee on Military Affairs.

r. JONES. Reserving the right to objeect, I will hear the
report read.
he report (by Mr. HULL) was read, as follows;

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.
m;rg% t.rlé.a relief of John C. Nuss, have had the same under consideration,

John C. Nuss enlisted as a Virginia
Volunteers, on the 6th day of &T?&l}nmp:%g ’oggim:g:sﬂice the
reglment was consolidated with the Sixth Regiment of West V: Cav-
alry, in which organization he continued to serve until the expiration of the
three years for which he had enlisted. Thereupon he reénlisted in said -
iment on the 1st day of E‘ehmg‘rl{. 1864, as a veteran, and was transferred

Company C thereof. Dnri.nf of this service the soldier was a faithful
memﬁ of his regiment, per| ormingmmdnm¥umm.mﬂmmm

. eensured, or a:nl‘rlymnmwr OF any act whatever. He
Was never absent from his comm except for a few days; was always

ready for duty, and participated in every engagement in which his regiment
took part. All of these facts appear in the records of the War Department,
After WAar was over, to

the , in July, 1865, his regiment was sent to St.
Louls, Mo., and there toolk passage on the Mollie Dozier. Duﬂnirf.ha Yoy-
ago the soldiers discovered from thie manifest of the boat that their destina-
on was ‘‘ Maximilian, City of Mexico,” which caused great excitement
among them, and they thereupon applied to the colonel of the regiment for
an explanation, whose only answer was: ** Don't you see what the manifest
sayat?'" Thereupon they made inquiry of one captain, who answered in the
same language.

They then sought an explanation of another cagshtam and informed him
that t B?wem notwilling to go to Mexico to establish a monarchy, and that
they had not enlisted for that purpose, and wers told in reply that the offi-
cers could take the regiment where they pleased and that the men couldnot
help themselves. When the regiment arrived at Fort Leavenworth, Kans.,
preparations were made for a long march, and the soldiers were under the
sincere belief that their destination was Mexico. The command was given
to h in the follo ia a: *“‘All who are glom;, ready to go,
and thosewho do not want to go will remainincamp nce toorders.”

Very few men responded to the order to go, whereupon a large number of
them were put in the guardhouse, and three soldiers, including Nuss, who
had not been t and had not heard the order given, were selected and
tried for mm%rore a general court-martial, which, accord w0
statement, refused to allow him to show that he wasnot present and did not
hear the order, and henece did not y it.

This court-martial found him guilty, along with his two comrades, and
sentenced them to be shot, which sentence was, howevér, commuted to dis-
honorable discharge from the service of the United States, with loss of all
pay due to become due, t for five years in the Missouri
ilenitant-!uy. Thereupon he was transported to G t street prison, at
St. Louls, where he was received August 29, 1865; and soon thereafter the
door of the place of confinement was left open, and he walked out and re- *
Jjoined his regiment shortly thereafter, on the day it was mustered out, on
which day he saw and conversed with his officers, who promised to go with
him to the governor's office to see if he could not secure a discharge, but
who subsequently failed to do so.

The committee, in view of all the facts and circumstances of this case, re-
spectfully recommend that the bill for the relief of the soldier be amended
by adding at the conclusion of the bill the words ** no pay or emolu-
ment shall become due by the pro of this act,” and that when so
amended the bill do pass.

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the requestof the gen-
tleman from Indiana for the present consideration of this bill?

Mr. JONES. I object.

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, Mr, Speaker—

Mr. BUNN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order.

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Did the gentleman hear one word

of that report read? He did not hear one word of if, notaword.
ORDER OF BUSINESS.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr.
BuNN] demands the regular order. The regular order is the
call of committees for reports.

UNITED STATES COURTS, STATE OF WASHINGTON.

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported
back adversely a bill (H. R. 58) to amend an act entitled ““An act
to provide times and places to hold terms of the United States
courts in the State of Washington;” which was laid on the table,
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed.

APPRAISER’S WAREHOUSE, NEW YORK.

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds, reported back with a favorable recommendation a
a bill (H. R. 4860) to amend an ‘*Act for the erection of an ap-
praiser’s warehouse in the cify of New York, and for other pur-
asea,”approvad Svg%bamber 14, 1888; which was referred to the

mmittee of the ole House on the state of the Union, and,
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee
on Pacific Railroads to report back a resolution instructing the
Judiciary Committee to investigate the question of the liability
of certain stockholders, directors, and others of the Central Pa-
cific Railway Company, and to ask that the committee be dis-
charged from further consideration of the resolution, and thatit
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, as it is a matter
which properly should go to that committee.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Mississippi.

Mr. REED. I ask that the resolution be read.

The resolution wasread. The Committee on Pacific Railroads
was disharged from further consideration of the resolution, and
it was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

PUBLIC STREET THROUGH NAVAL OBSERVATORY GROUNDS.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Iam directed by the Committee on Naval
Affairs to report back the joint resolution (H. Res. 32) declaring
Massachusetts avenue through the grounds of the Naval Obser-
vatory a public street, and to request that our committee be dis-
charged and that the resolution be referred to the Committee
on the Distriet of Columbia.
beThe SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, that order will

made.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Mr. CURTIS of New York, by unanimous consent, obtained
leave of absence for to-day, on account of sickness.
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ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. BUNN. I move that the House resolve itself into Com-
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose
of considering bills on the Private Calendar.

Mr. SPRI].g GER. I wish to state that I had expected to call
up to-day what is known as * the Brawley bill;” but in view of
the demand ol numerous gentlemen that business on the Pri-
vate Calendar be considered to-day, I will not call that bill up
until to-morrow, immediately after the call of committees.

The motion of Mr. BUNN was agreed to. :

' The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of th
Whole on the Private Calendar, Mr. HATCH in the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the
first bill on the Calendar.

The Clerk read as follows:

ﬁ-l bill (H. R. 222) to remit the penalties on the dynamite-gun cruiser Ve-
suvius.

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous
consent that this bill be passed over without prejudice, retain-
ing its place on the Calendar.

%‘ha SHALRMAN . Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. TALBOTT]?

Mr. BURROWS. Why does the gentleman make this request?
This bill stands at the head of the Calendar, and is from week
to week passed over. It has now been wssed overseveral times.
I think I must object fo the request. We had better take up the
Calendar in regularorder.

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Ihope the gentleman will not
insist on his objection. I am a member of a subcommittee
charged by orderof the House with the making of an investiga-
tion, and witnesses are coming before us at 1 o'clock to-day. I
cannot remain here: I will try to have the bill taken up next

Friday.
Mr.yBURROWS. Well, under the circumstances, as the gen-
tleman has an engagement elsewhere, I will not insist on my ob-

jection,

: The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the bill will
be dpuased over without prejudice, retaining its place on theCal-
endar.

HEIRS OF DR. NATHAN -FLETCHER.

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. Irisetoa gointof order. When
the Committee of the Whole rose on Friday, April 27, the bill
(H. R. 2767) for the relief of the heirs of Dr. Nathan Fletcher
was under consideration. My point of order is that that bill is
now the regular order of business.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will have the RECORD exam-
ined.

Mr. BUNN. The statement of the gentleman from Alabama
[Mr. WHEELER] is correct. I believe the House was dividing
on that proposition.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read the bill, which is now
in order.

House bill 2767 was read.

Mr.LOUD. Irisetoa parliamentaryinquiry. Doesthe Chair
decide that this bill is now before the Committee of the Whole?

The CHAIRMAN, Thisbill having beenunder consideration
when the Committee of the Whole rose at its last session, itnow
comes over under the rules as unfinished business, and takes
precedence.

Mr, LOUD. I do not think that rule has ever been followed.

The CHAIRMAN. Where the Committee of the Whole has
entered upon the consideration of a bill and it has been left un-
finished, such has always been the rule.

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand that general debate had not
been clozed at that time on the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has just sent for the RECORD.

Mr. DINGLEY. I think I was occupying the floor, and gave
way for adjournment.

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to know—and I make the in-

uiry—exactly what the status of this matter now is before the
mmittee of the Whole?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has been endeavoring to find
that out. As soon as a copy of the RECORD can be obtained the
Chair will state the parliamentary situation.

Mr, KILGORE. My recollection is, Mr. Chairman, that this
was under consideration when the committee rose at the last
Friday session,and I think that I was entitled to recognition b
the Chair to make one of the speeches of my life against the bill.
[Laughter.]

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will certainly give the gentle-
man an opportunity to make his speech when the matter is un-
der consideration again.

Mr. KILGORE. When the time comes I want to make a few
patriotic observations.

The CHATIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman

for that pu at the proper time.

Mr. G-(ng&IER. The status of this bill, Mr. Chairman, is
that the general debate has not been exhausted.

The CHAIRMAN. That is the recollection of the Chair.

Mr. GOLDZIER. Pending the general debate the committee
rose and the Homse adjourned.

Mr. BUNN. On page 4200 of the RECORD it will be seen that
when the committee rose the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DiNg-
LEY] was addressing the committee on this bill. He yielded to
me for a motion that the committee rise. General debate had
not been closed at the time.

Mr. DINGLEY. That is the fact, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. TheChairfinds that to be the fact by ref-
erence to the RECORD. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DiNG-
LEY] had been recognized and was occupying the floor at the
time the committee rose and the House adjourned.

Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve the remainder of the time, and let
the gentleman from Texas take the tioor now in order to make
the ** speech of his life.”

The CHATRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman
from Texas.

M&. B)URROWS. Will the gentleman yield to me for a sug-

ion?

Mr. KILGORE. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan,

Mr. BURROWS. { desire. to ask the gentleman from Ala-
bama [Mr. WHEELER] if he will not be willing to waive the point
of order to-day for the consideration of this bill, and let it go
over one week? There are some matters in connection with it
that I would like to examine, and T am apprehensive, if discussed
to-day, much time will be taken up. It will perhaps expedite
matters tolet it lie over for one week. In that case we can turn
to the head of the Calendar and consider other matters that
may probably be disposed of. But I am apprehensive il this
bill is pressed to-day it will occasion some de?a.y.

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The gentleman from Mich
knows that I always desire to yield to any request of my fellow
members, whether the request is made as a matter of conven-
ience to themselves or for the purpose of facilitating business,
and I particularly desire to Fﬂmt such a request when a fellow
member states that a delay is asked to give an opportunity for a
111111 and thorough examination into the matter under considera-

on. : :

The gentleman is aware that I have a great anxiety to secure
the prompt passage of the bill, which, in the regular order of
business, should now be taken up; but I am more than willing
that it should be subjected to the closest scrutiny, and therefore
on the mere suggestion of the gentleman from Michigan I will
assent to letting this bill go over for the present, it being under-
stood that it is not to lose the privilege that it now has, and with
the further understanding that it will be called up one week
from to-day.

Mr. BURROWS.
Alabama.

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I wish it to beunderstood that
this bill does not lose its present status, and that it simply goes
over for the present without prejudice.

Mr. BURROWS. The matter is one of very considerable im-
portance, and I want time to examine it.

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I haveno objection o itsgoing
over with that understanding.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Alabama——

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The gentleman from Michi-

gan—

The CHAIRMAN (continuing). That the consideration of
this bill be postponed for one week from to-day, the bill not to
lose its place on the Calendar or any right of consideration
which it now has?

Mr. KILGORE. Before unanimous consent is given, I want
to know what is to become of my speech?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will simply hold it for
another week.

Mr. KILGORE. I have already been carrying it around for a
good long time. [Laughter.]

A MeEMBER. Isitlikely to spoil?

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman [rom Texas ob{ect?

Mr. KILGORE. I think, at present, I will, Mr. Chairman,
until I know something more about the object of this.

Mr. BUNN. I hope the gentleman will not object.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman
from Texas to object.

Mr. KILGORE. I do, for the present.

Mr. McCNAGNY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a mo-
o not want to be heard upon ik

I am greatlyobliged tothe gentlemanfrom

ment, to offer a substitute? I
Mr. KILGORE. I will,
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Mr. MCNAGNY. Isend up a substitute for the bill, to beread
for information. I do not desire to be heard upon it.

Mr. DINGLEY. It issimply read for information?

Mr. MCNAGNY. Yes, sir.

Mr. DINGLEY. Because it is not now in order to offer an
amendment, general debate not having been closed. -

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the proposed substi-
tute of the gentleman from Indiana, for information.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That the clalm of the heirs of Dr. Nathan Fletcher for the pro-
ceeds of thirty-1wo bales of cotton which it isalleged are now in the Treasury
of the United States, and which cotton it is alleged was taken by the United
States forces in 1864 from the pls.nm}lcn %e;?nf téo1 :aﬂl&tggﬁ% gahm;l; l::
e in ahe ggetn%?sg:‘;.ﬁﬁfe;%:nﬁ'nndﬁlgcgtufa,ccs to this House in all
things as provided by law.

Mr. DINGLEY. That is read merely for information.

The CHAIRMAN. That isall. -

Mr. KILGORE. 1 believe I will yield to the importunities
of my [riends and withdraw the objection to having the bill go
over for one week. o

The CHAIRMAN. Is there further objection to the request
of the gentleman from Alabama?

There was no objection.

RALEIGH, N. C.

The next bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.19)
for the relief of the city of Raleigh, N. C.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

Mr. BUNN. That is a bill for the relief of the city of Ral-
eigh, N. C., and it involves a small appropriation, $700 or $300,
but there are other cities in the United States interested in it,
and my committee have instructed me, when the evidence isall
before the committee, to report a bill that will raise the ques-
tion as to whether the Government should pay for the improve-
ments around Government buildings. Thatis a bill introduced
by myself. I shall take no advantage of any member in regard
toit, but:shall put every claim of that character into one bill.
I therefore request that this bill go over, to be considered along
with the others. That is the reason I make the suggestion.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr.
BuUNN] asks unanimous consent that this bill be laid aside in-
formally, retaining its place on the Calendar. Is there objec-
tion?

There was no objection.

EDWARD HURLEY,

Mr. BUNN. That same state of facts applies also to the next
bill, and I ask that the same order be made with reference to it.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman makes the same request
as to the next bill, the title of which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 90.‘2 to Frovide for the claim of Edward Hurley for T:vmg‘
Second street in Sedalia, Mo, in front of the Sedalia post-office building.

The CHAIRMAN. Withoutobjection,the same order will be
made in this case. The Chair hears no objection, and the Clerk
will report the next bill.

DAMAGES TO CITIZENS OF PENNSYLVANIA,

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 286) to authorize the payment of damages sustained by citizens
of the State of Pennsylvaniafrom Union and Confederate troops during the
late war, as adjudicated and ll%uidated by the State of Pennsylvania under
the provisions of an act of the General Assembly of the sald State of Penn-
gylvania, approved the 22d day of May, A. D. 187

Mr. STONEof Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. BELTZHOOVER], who is in charge of that bill,
is not iere. and I ask unanimous consent that it be passed over
without losing its place on the Calendar.

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentlemanfrom Kentucky asks unani-
mous consent that this bill be passed over without losing its place
on the Calendar, stating that the gentleman who reported it is
not present. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

WILLIAM E. WOODBRIDGE.

The next bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1125)
referring to the Court of Claims the claim of William E. Wood-
bridge for compensation for the use by the United States of his
invention relating to projectiles, for which letters patent were
ordered to issue to him March 25, 1852.

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentlemanfrom North Carolina [Mr.
BUNNgs recognized.

Mr. BUNN. That bill comes from the Committee on War
Claims and not from the Committee on Claims?

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
RrrcHIE] has charge of the bill.

Mr. BUNN. It does not come from our committee.

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman

from Ohio [Mr. RITCcHIE] is not here, I ask unanimous consent
t.hgt. the bill be passed over without losing its place on the Cal-
ender. :

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr.
STONEi] asks unanimous consent that this bill be passed over in-
formally, retaining its place on the Calendar.

THOMAS B. REED.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.
R. 3150) for the relief of Thomas B, Reed.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, efc., That the claim of Thomas B. Reed, who served as ser-
geant, first sergeant, and first lieutenant Fifth Pennsylvania Reserve Corps,
and captain Two hundred and fifth Pennsylvania Volunteers of the United
States Army, in the late war of the rebellion, for a balacce of wages earned
by him in the suppression of sald rebellion, and during his entire time of
service in the said Army, and not paid to him, be, and the same is hereby,
referred to the Court of Claims for due investigation; and jurisdietion
hereby conferred upon sald court to render a j‘l-]. gmem. irrespective of the
lapse of time, for the amount, if any, found due by it of the United States
upon the said claim.

Myr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I should like tohave the
gentleman from Maine explain that bill. [Laughter.] :

Mr. TATE. Anexplanation from the gentleman from Maine
seems to be in order. ’

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I understand that that bill onl
carries 8600. I shall not accept it unless two ciphers are add
to it. ([Jlaughter.] y

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report. ’

The report (by Mr. MAHON) was read, as follows:

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 3150)
for the relief of Thomas B. Reed, report as follows:

This claim was ted in the Fifty-second Congress and was favorably
reported upon by the House Committee on War Claims, to whom it wasre-
ferred. After a careful investigation of the facts involved, your committee

adopt the report of the Fifty-second Congress, a copy thereof being hereto
attached made a part of this report, and recommend that the bill do
pass.

[House Report No. 1192, Fifty-second Congress, first session.]

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8607)
for the relief of Thomas B. Reed, report:

Reed served as an enlisted man in the Fifth Pennsylvania Reserve Corps
Volunteers. United States Army, from June B, 1861, 1o March 5, 1863, when he
was honorably discharged for promotion and co ssioned first lientenant
in sald eorps and served therein till June 2, 1865; next he was commissioned
gecond llentenant Twenty-ninth try, United States Army, July 22, 1867,
and from then to June 18, 1878, he serve& as a commissioned officer in the
United States Army. During the whole time he served as such commis-
sioned officer the following provisions of law were, respectively, in force:

*That every commissioned officer of the line or staff, exclusive of gen-
eral oMcers, shall be entitled to receive one additional ration per diem for
every five years he may have served or shall serve in the Army of the United
States.” (5 United Stales Statutes, section 15, page 258, act of July 5, 1838.)

* Thereshall be allowed and paid to each commlissioned officer below the
rank of brigadier-general, including chaplains ‘and others having assimi-
lated rank or pay, 10 per cent of their current yearly pay for each term of
gva yem)or service.”" (Actof July 15, 1870, now section 1262 of the Revised

tatutes.

He was xaid for his services in the said intervals of time between March
5, 1863, and June 18, 1878, merely what other officers of his grade were gener-
ally paid; and he was paid or allowed nothing whatever in these two inter-
vals of time on account of his sald I‘prior length of services in the United
States Army as an enlisted man. For this reason he alleges he was short

d for his services rendered during these two intervals between March 5,
#63, and June 18, 1878, partially in the suppression of the late rebellion, and
requests the passage of this bill, the sole object of which is to remove any
statutable limitation bar that exists, or may exist, to prevent the Court of
and dete his demand in the premises as if it

accrued within six years

The commutation value or price thus put in controversy, of the one addi-
tional ration per dlem for every five years of prior service, computes to
about the sum of $600, and your committee, having fully considered the mat-
ter, can see no reason why the gquestion involved should not be heard and
determined, as this officer requests, in the Court of Claims.

Your committee would further observe that this bill nowise asks Congress
to determine the justness of this claim (which is for a balance of wages for
military services rendersd by a distingunished officer); it only a.sstonFress
for what is frequently granted by it to the capitalists and property claim-
ant, and that is, *that the claimant may go beforea competent tribunal and
prove the justness of his claim if he can.’

The committee recommend that the bill do pass.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that
it do pass? The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAHON] is
entitled to the floor. 1

ﬁ[r. SAYERS. I would like to have some explanation of this
bill.

Mr. MAHON. This claimant claims there isdue him thesum
of 8600, under an act of Congress which allows additional pay
and rations for extended service. This officer was in the sqrvica
about ten years. He was first an officer in the Pennsylvania Re-
serve Corps. Soon after the war be%an he entered the regular
Army. He simply asks that he be allowed to go into the Court
of Claims to establish his claim.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If he is entitled to it under an act of
Congress, why has he not got the money?

Mr. MAHON. The War Department do not care sbout con-
struing this act of Congress. .
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Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then the difficulty is as to the construc-
tion of the act? :

Mr. MAHON. Simply on the construction of the act. They
do not deny the claim if he is entitled to itunder the act.

Mr. GSTON. Have you the act there?

Mr. MAHON, No; I have not the report.

Mr. MOMILLIN. Mr, Chairman, the gentleman may have ex-

ed the bill, but in the confusion 1 was unable to hear his
explanation. I desire to know why it was that this money was
not paid to him at the time.

Mr. MAHON. Because in claims of this kind the War De-
partment claims that this officer is not under the act. I will
read the clause of the act.

That every commissionad officer in the line or staff, exclusive of general
officers, shall be entitled to receive one additional ration per diem for every
five years he may have served or shall serve in the Army of iths United
Btates. (5 United States Statutes, section 15, page 258, act of July 5, 1538.)

That is the act of July 5, 1838. Now, the mustering-out office
of the War Department claims that this officer was not under
this act of Congress. We claim that he is, and he simply asks
to have this matter referred to the Court of Claims to determine
that one question alone. If the courtsays that he is not under
the act, that settles the matter. 1

Mr. KILGORE. What fact do I understand the Court of
Claims is to ascertain?

Mr. MAHON. It is simply to ascertain whether he is under
the act of 1838. That is all.

. Mr. KILGORE. Is there any controversy about that? .

Mr. MAHON. That is the controversy with the War De-
pariment.

Mr. KILGORE.

They sa.i he is not.
Mr. MAHON. They k he is not. They are not sure
about it.
Mr. KILGORE. Does this bill authorize the rendering of a

judgment, or only the ascertaining of the facts?

l\rﬁ?MAHON. To ascertain the facts, in their judgment, as
to whether he is under the act or not.

Mr. ERE‘I‘Z. This simply involves the construction of a
statute? 2

Mr. MAHON. Itsimply is to ascertain whether he is under
the act of 1838, II the Court of Claims finds that he is under
that act he will be entitled to $590; if not, that is an end of if.
I ask that the bill be laid aside with a recommendation that it

do pass,
he bill was ordered to be laid aside with a recommendation
that it do pass.

PAVEMENT IN FRONT OF PUBLIC BUILDING AT LINCOLN, NEBR.

The next business on the Private Galendar was the bill (H. R.
23) direcﬁn%t.ha Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the city
of Lincoln, Nebr., one-half of the cost of constructing certain
pavements in front of the Government square.

Mr. BUNN. Mr:Chairman, I ask that that bill go over. It
is & gimilar bill to those which I requested be pmseg over a lit-
tle while ago. Thers will be an omnibus bill covering that and
the other bills I refer to.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection that order will be
made.

Thore was no objection, and it was so ordered.

WILLIAM E. WOODBRIDGE.

My, STONE of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the bill H. R,
1125 was d over by unanimous consent, without losing its
place on the Calendar, a few momentsago. Iask thatwe return
to that bill, and that it be taken up.

The title of the bill was read, as follows:

A bill (H. R. 1125) referring to the Couri of Claims the claim of William E.
WOodh'riﬂge for compensatl%n for the use by the United States of his inven-
tion relating to %{‘ojecmas, for which letters patent were ordered to issue to
bim March 25, 1852

The CHAIRMAN. This bill was laid aside by the commit-
tee a few moments ago. The gentleman who infroduced the bill
has come in since, and asks that the bill may be taken up for
consideration. Is there objection? [After apause.] TheChair
hears none.

Mr. COX. What bill is that?

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title again.

The title was again reported.

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to reserve the right
it: }':{.150 the question of consideration on that bill when it is read

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, ele., That the claim of William E. Woodbridge for ean!:lfen-
sation for the use of his alleged invention relating to jectiles for rifled
cannon, for which letters patent were ordered to issue 25, 18582, a‘l&ha
United States Government, be, and the same is hereby, referred tothe rt
of Claims of the United States, which court is hereby vested with jurisdic-

premises, and whose duty it shall be to hear and determine, ac-

in the
o 1ts usual ruies of ure—
First. Whether the said Woodbridge was the first and original Inventor of
tent therefor,

the said invention and entitled to o

Second. To what extent the sald inventlon has been used by the United
States Government and what amount of com: tion, if , the said
Woodbridge ought to receive in equoity and ijom the United States
Government for the past nse of invention. And in considering and de-
termining the com tionto be made, if any, the sald court shall, if it find
that the sald Woodbridge was the fizst and original inventor of said inven-
tion. and entitled to a patent at the time of its order to issue, namely, March
25, 1852, proceed and be guided in all respects as though the aforesaid letters
E:I.I.EIH. had been actnal issued for the term of seventeen years from the

ate of the aforesald order to issie; the court to render judgment, -
tive of lapse of time, in favor of the claimant, with the same effect as 30&3«
ments generally of sald court, and all persons having a claim or interest ad-
verse to that of said Woodbridge may appear and defend in sald proceedings
in said conrt.

Mr. LOUD. I raise the question of consideration on this bilf
upon this ground: This bill was reported from the Committee
on War Claims. I saythat the bill contains nothing to indicate
that this isa war claim. It has been improperly referred to
that committee and improperlfv reported from ihat committee.
This case originated in 1852, It may be a questionfor the Com-
mittee on Patents to consider, or a question for the Committee
on Claims to consider; but I hold that in no case ecan it be held
to be a war claim. It isnot a claim growing out of the war.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California, as the
Chair understands, raises the guestion of consideration, because
this bill has been improperly reported by the Committee on
‘War Claims,

Mr. LOUD. Yes, sir.

The CHATIRMAN. The Chair will have to overrule the point
of order in committee. This bill is upon the Calendar by order
on the House,and the commiftee cannot change the orderof the

ouse.

Mr. LLOUD. Then I will move that it be recommitted to the
Committee on Claims. '

The CHATRMAN. That can come up later. The gentleman
can move at the proper time that the bill be reported to the
House, with the recommendation that it be referred to the Com-
mittee on Claims,

Mr. LOUD. Iwill move that the bill be laid aside and that
it be referved to the Committee on Claims.

Mr. MCCALL. Mr. Chairman, this bill is reported from the
Committee on War Claims. The member who reported the bill
is not now in the House, and I do not think any action should
be taken until he comes. I do not know much about this bill,
but I introduced it; and I have every reason to believe that the
claim is a just one, and that it should be sent to the Court of
Claims; buf T hgga the pill will be left just where it is on the
Calendar until the gentleman who has it in charge, and who
represents the committee, is here and can be heard upon it.

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. The gentlemanwhois in charge of
the bill [Mr. RITCHIE] is now in the Hall. Mr. Chairman, can
I be recognized to make a motion with regard to this bill¥

The CHATRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman
to make his motion, but the Chair will have to determine
whether the motion is in order after he hears it.

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Well, Mr. Chairman, a bill ex-
actly like this, the same in language, passed the Senate two
monthsago without asingle solitaryobjection, ThatSenate bill
is now here, and I move that if be substituted for the House bill.

Mr. DINGLEY. Can not we have the report read?

The CHAIRMAN. Tt can be done by unanimous consent.

Mr. DINGLEY. When the gentleman concludes I will take
the floor and have the mEort read in my time.

My, STONE of Kentucky. I have no objection to the read-
ing of the report, but what I was going to suggest was, that the
Benate bill being Bxa.ctllx; the same as the House bill, we should
let it take the place of the House bill and take action upon it at

once.

Mr. DINGLEY. Let us first know what the case is. Mr.
Chairman, if no one else claims the floor I ask to be recognized.

Mpr. HULL. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. HULL. The gentleman from California [Mr. LoUD] has
moved that this bill be laid aside with the recommendation that
it be referred to another committee. Should not that question
be decided before we go into the merits of the bill?

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Pennsylvania has
submitted a request for unanimous consent that the bill be laid
aside informally, retaining its place on the Calendar.

Mr. DINGLEY. Ihave no objection to that.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the parlinmentary
status of this bill. When it was first read in regular order the
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STONE] asked that it be laid
aside, for the reason stated by him that the gentleman who re-
ported it was not present, and the committee without objection
ordered that it belaid aside. Subsequenily the gentleman {rom
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mlmp ,and the gentleman from Kentucky[Mr. | cases referred to the Court of ‘Claims. It weould be almost im-
SronE] again asked unanimous consent toiake ‘the billup fer ible for us to take up each of those bills here and ascertain

consideration. To that there was noobjection. Then the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. LoUp] raised the point that the bill
was improperly reported by the Committee on War Claims,
which point the Chair overruled. Then the gentleman from
California [Mr. Loun]submitted hismotion that the bill be laid
aside, to be veported to the Housewith the recommendationthat
the Committeo of the Whole be discharged from its further
consideration, and that it be committed to the Cemmittee on
Patents.

Mr, DINGLEY. That may be done by unanimous consent,

but general debate has not yet tuken place.

The CHATRMAN. No. The Chair was -%:ingfto state that
the motion of the gentleman from California o, but the
Chair can not put it to the committee until general debate has
been-closed.

Mr. DINGLEY. If it is desired that this bill be passed over
without prejudiee, I have noobjection to that.

The TRMAN. The gentlemanirom Pennsylvania on the
1€t asks nnanimous:consent that the bill be laid aside, retaining
its place on the Calendar. Isthereobjection?

'There was no objection, and it was-so ordered.

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will report the mext bill.

The Clerk read asfollows: ‘

‘Miscellaneous Document No.82. Resolution asasubstitute for House bills
1414 01450, both inclustye,

‘The resolution was read, as follows:

Resolved, That the following bills (H. R. 1414, 1415, 1416, 1417, 1418, 1419, 1420,
1421, 1422, 1423, 1424, 1495, 1426, 1427, 1428, 1429, 1480, 1431, 1432, 1435, 1484,1485, .1
1457 1428, 1439, 1440, 1441, 1442, 1443, 1444, 1415, 1545, 1437, 1448, 1449, and 1450) for the
yelict of the heirs'of Robert J. Smith; Octavius A. White, trustee; Jolm F.

erner: Willlmm Wilson; heirs and devisees 0! Henry Mckes;, Evalina
Amn E, Fripp; John Duncan, survivor; hairs of Benjamin Chaplin; Thomas
White, executor and testamentary trustee of thelast will andl testament of
Joseph D. Edings, deceased; Baward M. Capers: heirs of Stephen White-
dead: Willam H. Connerat and ‘8. Connerat; Samuel A. Nelson;

of Richard N. Kittles; Frederick W. Claussen; Mortimer W. Ven-
ning; Stockton E. Slawson; heirs of Charles B. Capers; C.
'Wli%ia.m Neyle Habersham; "Willlam R. Herron: LouisaG.
Sened Fransis T, Oupets: Joseph S Haynars and oths
Pope; heirs of James ells; eirs of Josep James Pope, fr,; helrs of
Franklin P. Pope, deceased; heirs of James B. Sesbrook; heirs of Jolm A P.
‘Seott: ‘heirs and.devisees «of John J.T. Pope; heirs of Robert W. Fuler;
Gour[ge W. Williams & Co.; Robert'G. Lamar; Geo: Jacob Huthmacher;
and the heivs of Jsaac Newman, @eceased, together with all the accompany-
ing papers, be, and the same are hereby, referred to the Courtof Claims 1o
find the amount due, and report the same to Congress.

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman,I reserve the point of order
on that resolution until T understand how these claimscome to
betogetherin this way: thepeintbeing (until Thearfurther) that
these being separate claims so far aswe see on their face, they
are not a fitsu tﬂm for combination in thisway. I donotknow
the nature of these claims. I.do not know out of what the
grow, as they have not been read. So, till we can hear them,
reserve the point.

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, in the line of what the gen-
tleman from Tennessee suggests, it appears that this resolution

was never referred to the Commniittee -on War Claims. Thirty-

seven separate bills were referred to that committee, and in-
stead of reporting the bills back separately with some recom-
mendation, thé committee report a resolution embracing these
thirty-seven war claims. Claims covering amillion dollars are
reported in a single resolution by which it is pro to reler
them all to the Courtof Claims. I desire tosubmit to theChair
?E.e %ueation whether, under the rules, that proceeding isreg-
ars

‘The CHAITRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from
Tennessee on the point of order.

Mr. MOMT. . Mr. Chairman, I am not familiar with the
claims that are involved here, and as it issuggested by the gen-
tleman near me [Mr. MONAGNY] that he intends to ask unani-
mous consent to have this resolution laid aside until the gentle-
man who has charge of it comes in, I am entirely willing to
forego for the present the discussion of the point of order.

Mr. MCNAGNY. Mr. Chairman, these billsinvolve some im-
portant matters, and T ask that they be laid aside until the gen-
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. MCLAURIN] comes in.

'The EE[AIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina is
present. =

Mr, KTLGORE, Mr. Chairman, I would like to make ‘an in-
I;;uiry about this. I understand thatthere are thirty-seven dif-

erent bills here. Now, any member would have a right to de-
mand the reading of each of those bills, and I shall insist upon
the reading of the bills so that we may know what is in them.

Mr. MOLAURIN. The claims thatare embraced in this re-

‘are for cotton captured in Seuth Carolina fin the late war.

ere were several bills introduced and referred to the commit-
$ee, and ‘alter discussion in the committee it was agreed to em-
‘body them all in one report, so as to save ‘time and have the

e factsin each case; it would be an mmending job. As a rep-
resentuative «of the commitiee, I -went over the bills as wellas T
could, and it'seemed 10 me that the-cases were of such achar-
acter that the claimants ought to be permiftted to go'to the
Court-of Claimsand have their rights investigated amd the facts
reported to the House. As I have said, it would be impossible
to investigate the facts in all these cases in the House without
omu.p}gﬁ? more time than we can m

Mr. RROWS. Willthe gen nexplain to the Chair-
man, who has to pass upon the guestion, under what rule the
committes claim the right to consolidate thirty-seven different
bills and reporta resolufien, which was never referred to the
Committee on War Claims,referring all these cases to the Court
of Claims®

Mr. MCLAURIN. I wastold thatthathad been the prac tice
of the committee heretofore. The legal guestions governing
enc¢h one of these claims are the same, the elaim in each case
depending upon the loyalty of the claimant and the question
whether the property was captured and destroyed. The legal
principle is the same in all the cases, and the facts are very
nearlythe same.

Mr. BURROWS. Bat that does mot touch the question of
practice. If it wasthe desire ol the House to have the commit-
tee refer these cases to the Cowrtof Claims, it would be neces-
sary for the committee to report each case separately with a
recommendation that it be soveferred. The committes could
not consolidate thirty-seven claims any more thun they could
consolidate the whole number of claims, over two thousand, now
pending before the Committee.on War Claims:.and refer them by
a single resolution to the Court of Claims. Thaiis the peiut
that I make. -

Mr. MCLAURIN. There is & bill for eachclaim, and each
case went before the ‘Committee.on War Claims, and was inves-
tigated there; andas theyall depend upon the same legal prin-
ciple, the facts being substantially the samein all the cases,and
the Court of Claims. @ ftribunal instituted for the pu
of investigating matters ©f this kind, we thought we might

roperly embody them all in one resolution and et them come

fore tim House together.

Mr. KILGORE. The gentleman from South Carolina will al-
low me to suggest that while the same principle may obtain
throungh all these bills and a similar set of fadls exist, yet the
facts must be established by -entively different sets of witnosses.

Mr. MCLAURIN. That is very true; but the Court of ‘Claims
ismuch more able to-examine thewitnesses and obtain the facts
than this House sitting in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. HEARD. Isee thatthisresolutionembraces a number of
claims—forty-odd perhaps.

Mr. MCLAURIN. Thirty-seven.

Mr. HEARD, Iwish to inguire whether the vesolution em-
braces ‘?.Il-olaims of this character mow pending befors the com-
mittee?

Mr. MCLAURIN. No, sir; Ido not think so.

Mr. HEARD. Why pickouttheseparticnlarclaimsand leave
other claims of the same character pending and unattended to?

Mr. MCLLAURIN, I am motresponsible for the other claims.
These were placed in my hands by the War Claims Committee
for investigation and report. As asubcommittee ] investigated
the claims submitted to me. When others are sobmitted to me
I will try to pass upon them in the same way.

lgr. HEARD. 1 wanted to know the reason for this discrimi-
nation. .

Mr. MCLAURIN. Well, sir,I have mothing 1o do with the
other claims; Isimply passed on whatwereput in my hands. It
matters very little to me what dispesition may be made of these
matters. I wassimply trying to save the time of Congress. For
the House to take up each of these casesand acton it separately
would occupy the! ce of the session.

Iwill add that I have no interest in theseeclaims; none of them
come from my section of the State, nor do I know any of the
parties concerned. My idea in embodying all these claims in
‘one resolution was to save time. I move that this resolution be
reported to the House with a favorable recommendation.

Tany MEMBERS. ‘Oh, no.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman
from :South Carolina [Mr. McL:AURIN] that no motion can been-
tertained with reference to this matter until the point of order
raised by the gentieman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] is de-

cided.

Mr. BURROWS. One word in reply to the gentleman from
South Carolina. He has stated that all these claims are votton
claims. As to ‘that he isin error. Several bills embraced in
this vesolution are for rentand oecupation of premises, for the
use of property. Rills of ‘the latter class, carrying several hun-
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dred thousand dollars and in no way relating to cotton claims,
are embraced in the resolution.

Mr. KILGORE. Is it nota fact that these different classes of
claims would have to be referred to the Court of Claims under
two different acts—the Bowman act and the Tucker act?

Mr. BURROWS. I think so.

Mr. BUNN. Whatdoestheresolution propose in that re 7

Mr. BURROWS. It proposes to refer them all o the Court
of Claims.

Mr. BUNN. The gentleman from Michigan raises the ques-
tion that these claims can not be consolidated. Now, I do not
know anything about these bills, as they do not come from my
committee; but on that point I wish to inquire why bills can not
be consolidated in a resolution of this kind. Undoubtedly Con-
gress can pass an act referring one claim orany number of claims
to the Court of Claims, unless there is something in the Constitu-
tion to prevent it. [ ask the gentleman, why cannot the House
of Representatives include any number of claims in one resolu-
tion of reference to the court, provided theclaims have been ex-
amined and such action is considered proper? I do not know
zmythingI about the merits of these cases.

Mr. BURROWS. Ianswer the gentleman, because the House
of Representatives in this case never had control of the resolu-
tion reported. I do not think the committee had control of the
matter for any such purpose. If a resolution had been intro-
duced in the House referring to the Court of Claims these dif-
ferent bills by name or designation, and that resolution has
been referred to the committee, so as to confer upon the com-
mittee jurisdiction, then possibly they might make such a re-

rt.

PoMr. BUNN. Then the gentleman is not questioning the right
of the House of Representatives to make a reference in this
way?

Mr. BURROWS. These bills, thirty-seven in number, hav-
ing been introduced as se te measures and separately re-
ferred to the committee, I claim there is no authority on the
part of the committee to do anything but report the bills back
seg;.rabel with a separate recommendation in regard to each.

. BUNN. You think the committee can not make a con-
solidated report?

. Mr. BURROWS. I think they can not, any more than they
could reportaresolution to refer to the Court of Claims the 2,200
war claims now ;I)ending' before that committee.

Mr. MCLAURIN. Inreply to the point made by the gentle-
man from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS], I wish to say that I exam-
ined each one of these claims and that the bulk of them are
for cotton, though some of them may be for use or occupation of

roperty.
& Ml:'e BURROWS. Iagree with the gentleman that the bulk
of these claims are for cotton; but I understood the gentleman
to say they were all for cotton.

Mr, McLAURIN, Well, that is a mistake on my part. I
wish to say, however, that the legal principle underlying these
claims, and the facts necessary to establish them, are very much
the same; and as they all come from the same locality, it seemed
to me it would be not only a saving of time, but good common
sense and good business practice, to embody them in one resolu-
tion and let them go to the Court of Claims, where the facts can
be tuﬂﬁaﬂ'udicated.

Mr. BURROWS. Oh, yes; and it would save time to pass the
bill this afternoon and allow this $1,030,000 of claims.

Mr. MCLAURIN. I do notaskfor that. AllIask is—

Mr. BURROWS. But timeis not the essence of the question

ere.

Mr. MCLAURIN. I do not care whether a cent is allowed by
the court or not. I simply desire to get them off of my hands,
off of the hands of Congress and the committee in the most ex-
peditious way. :

Mr. BURROWS. Oh, certainly.

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman pardon me for an in-
quiry? But do I understand that all of these claims come from
one locality?

I think so.

Mr. MCLAURIN.

Mr. DINGLEY. Over a million dollars in one particular
locality of claims of this character?

Mr. MCLAURIN. They embrace the claims mainly from the
coast of South Carolina.

Mr. DINGLEY. What will they amount to, fromall other
parts of the country and from all other localities, at this rate?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state the condition
of the question. .

The Chair finds thata resolution is reported to the House by
the Commiftee on War Claims, which was not referred to that
committee by any action of the House, but ap to be a reso-
lution originating in the committee itself. It is entitled, A
resolution as a substitute for House bills 1414 t01450, inclusive.”

The Chair, upon an examination of some of these bills, finds
that here, for instance, is a bill introduced by the gentleman
from South Carolina [Mr. SHELL], * House bill 1414, for the re-
lief of the heirs of Robert J. Smith,” which was referred to the
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed; and so on
with each one of the bills from 1414 to 1450 inclusive, each sepa~-
rate bill having been introduced and referred to the committee
in the ordinary way. No report is made from the committee on
either bill separately. No bill is reported as a substitute for
any one of them, but the entire number of bills referred to in
the resolution is simply combined together in one resolution,
originating in the committee, and in that manner they report
the bills with the accompanying papers back to the House, with
the recommendation thatthey be referred to the Courtof Claims
for examination and report.

The report accompanying the resolution in question is a ver
short one, and simply recommends that these bills be referre
to the Court of Claims. ;

Now, the Chair would be ver p{vslsd to hear from any gentle-
man on the floor as to whether it is in order for the committee,
when separate and distinet bills are referred to it for investiga-
tion and report, to gather them into one omnibus resolution—
not even a substitute bill—and in that manner report them to
the House for its action. That is the point of order, and the
Chair desires to hear any gentleman upon it.

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, Iam clearly of the
opinion that the Committee on War Claims not only has that
right but that it is a right which has been recognized by Con-
gress heretofore.

In the Fifty-first Congress there was referred to the Commit-
tee on War Claims an omnibus bill, composed of a large number
of separate bills,which had been passed on by the Courtof Claims
and reported by that court to the House of Representatives and
by the House referred to the committee.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desire to ask if there is not a
special provision in what is known as the Bowman act under
which such bill are referred to the Court of Claims.

Mr, STONE of Kentucky. None whatever by which theyare
reported by the Committee on War Claims. ¥1‘he law simply
provides that when the court has passed on these claims they
shall be reported to the House and continued from Congress to
Congress until disposed of. But ithas noreference to the action
of the Committee on War Claims or to any other committee.

But not only have such claims been reported from the Com-
mittee on War Claims after such reference and passed by the
House, but claims of this character have been reported by the
committee back to the House in a body,and the whole number
together passed upon by the House.

Now, these claims were referred to the'committee; and under
the authority of the act of March 3, 1887, known as the T ucker
act, the Committee on War Claims felt that with the precedent
before them which had been.established by the Congress in-
dorsing the action of the committee in the t, that they had
the right to group these claims together and reportaresolution
to the House covering the whole of them and providing for
their reference to a Court of Claims. The act known as the
Tucker act gives each House the power to refer by resolution
any claim pending before it to the Court of Claims.

Now, the only question presented to my mind is as to whether
or not the committee h&d the power to report the claims back
together.

he CHATRMAN. That is the gsrticula.r point to which the
Chair desires the gentleman to address himself.

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. That is the point raised here, or
whether the committee was required to report each one back
separately. That seems to have been the only question raised
in the committee, and the only question now raised as to the
pending resolution as well. That question I claim is clearly set-
tled by the precedents nowexisting that were made in the Fifty-
first Congress, the first Congress at which any of these claims
eame back from the Court of Claims and were acted upon in an
omnibus bill. So I think there can be no question about the
right of the committee to put the claims in the one resolution
and so report it. ;

Furthermore, I think if the question could have been raised
at all it should have been when the reports were made to the
House. It will not do to say that these reports were not made
publicly to the House, because the rules provide that the reports
may be filed with the Clerk, and if the House had any desire to
take cognizance of the reports when they were made, that rule
should not have been adopted.

So to my mind, Mr. Chairman, it is perfectly clear that for
the expedition of the business of the House, and to keep these
mattersfrom being continually before the House and cumbering
its Calendars, the committee took the Ero&e)xr course of referring
all of these bills in one resolution to the Court of Claims, there
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to be investigated in the manner in which they can not be in-
vestigated by the House of Representatives.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state to the gentle-
man from Kenﬁuckﬁ [Mr. STONE] that the Chair does not ques-
tion the right of the committee fo report a resolution to refer
each one of these bills to the Committee on Claims; but the point
that the Chair is in doubt about is as to the right of the commit-
tee to report thisnumber of bills inan omnibus resolution. Now,
will the gentleman from Kentucky please cite the Chair to any
precedent where bills of this character, having their first con-

" sideration in the committee, have ever been reported from that
or any other committee of the House in an omnibus resolution?

The Chair understands that these bills, when once considered
by the House and sent to the Court of Claims and reported back
from the Court of Claims with their recommendation, have been
embraced in an omnibus bill; but that is not their first consid-
eration by the House. The Chair will be obliged to the gentle-
man from Kentucky if he can cite the Chair to any precedent
similar to the one now before the committee for consideration.

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I do not call to
mind just at this time any date at which such things have been
done, but in the Congresses that have gone before us, in the
Fifty-first and Fifty-second Congresses resolutions like this
were passed by the House of Representatives, referring to the
Court of Claims this very character of claims, possibly not so
many in any one resolution; but resolutions did pass the Fifty-
second Congress, and also the Fifty-first Congress, coming from
the Committee on War Claims, by which claims of this very
character were referred to the Court of Claims by resolution of
the House. - I had not expected the question to be raised and
consequently have not prepared myself with the references, in
order that I might be able to turn to them.

This isa new question with regard to this character of reso-
lution. Whenthey have been called up before they have been
aased simply by unanimous consent. During the Fifty-first

ngress members on the floor obtained unanimous consent to
pass resolutions of this character, including two or three or half
a dozen ¢ , and they have passed and the claims have gone
to the Court of Claims. Those things occurred as I know by
having been here and witnessed them, but, as I have said, I can-
not turn to the page of the RECORD because it would be a matter
of some considerable work. I had notexpected the point to be
made. Now, the question as to the right of the committes to
report an omnibus bill, to report findingsof the Court of Claims,
was referred to the Fifty-first Congress and was discussed for
several days, and it was decided that the committee had a right

to do itand the House sustained the decision and the bill was.

assed.
7 Mr. STOCKDALE. 1 should like to make a remark on that
proposition, if the Chair has not already formed his decisior.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from
Mississippi on the point of order.

Mr.STOCKD . Itoccurs tome inthe first place, as stated
by the Chair, that these bills were properly referred to the Com-
mittee on War Claims. There is no question but that the Com-
mittee on War Claims has a right to mﬁort back, either by bill
or resolution, a substitute for any one bill. The question recurs,
can they report back a substitute for two bills in the same reso-
lution, seeking the same purpose that the two separate resolu-
tions would accomplish? For instance, the War Claims Com-
mittee make a report upon a bill, and return to the House a sub-
stitute for that bill, or a resolution that that bill be sent to the
Court.of Claims for further consideration. The committee im-
mediately make a precisely similar report upon another bill,
properly before the committee. Now, the committee conclude
to consolidate those two bills, or three or four bills of the same
sort, the resolution referrin%he claims to the Court of Claims
for final disposition of these bills. It simplysends them out for
information as to loyalty and amount and brings the bills back
into the House for further consideration. Now, the guestion
would recur, if these were brought in by separate resolution,
could the House consolidate them and send them by one motion
to the Court of Claims? It is a resolution that the Committee
on War Claims submits to the House for the action of the House.

The question raised by the point of order is, is this such a res-
olution as the House or the committee can consider, or is it in
such violation of any rule of this House as to require the Chair
to withhold it from the consideration of the House? 'The point
of order is that the Chair shall not present this resolution for
the action of the House. If that be agood point of order, there
must be some rule that will prohibit the Chair from simply sub-
mitting this resolution to the House for its action. Now as far
as I know there is no such rule of this House. The House is
controlled by its rules, and the Chair would not hold that it was
restrained from taking action, except so faras restrained by af-
firmative anthority in the rules.

XXVI—331

The House has the right todoall things under general parlia-
mentary law that our present rulesdo not prohibit. Therefore,
I say that before the Chair can refuse to submit a resolution to
the House for consideration, the Chair must see some rule that
will prevent the submission of the resolution of the Committes
on War Claims to this commitfee; and I say that that rule does
not exist. As to the number, we often adopt here any number
of amendments on one motion. By one motion we may include
any number of amendments that are reported from the Com-
mittee of the Whole House and we find a large number of
amendments coming in conference reports. So that the multi-
fariousness has nothing to do with it. It is simply a consolida-
tion that courts may do. Any tribunal may consolidate similar
cases; and it can be done in this House unless the rules of the
House prevent this body from doing so; and there is no such rule.

Mr. DINGLEY. A single wora on the point of order made
by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS]. It is a well-
established parliamentary rule, as well as a rule of this House
that no private bill can, even by the House itself, be amended
by adding to it another private bill. What the House can not
do a committee of the House can not do. There is nothing bet-
ter established than that.

Mr. STOCKDALE. I would suggest that this is not dispos-
ing of the bill, but a mere reference of it, for consideration, to
the Court of Claims.

Mr. DINGLEY. Thirty-seven separate private bills were re-
ferred by the House to the Committee on War Claims. The
Committee on War Claims has no jurisdiction over anything
that has not been referred toit. It obtains its jurisdiction by
action of the House in referring matters to it.

Thirty-seven privats bills, each involving a separate claim,
resting upon a different state of facts, have been referred to

‘the Committee on Claims, and that committee can not consol-

idate those bills and report them. In thiscase they report back
a resolution sending these bills to the Court of Claims, and it
is shown by the Calendar that this resolution never was relerred
to that committee. If such a resolution had been referred to
the committee, the committee would have obtained jurisdiction
of it and could have reported on it; but there having becn no
such resolution referred to that committee, the only jurisdie-
tion they have is over thirty-seven different private bills, on
which they must make a separate report. They have not done
s0, but they have taken and bunched the whole thirty-seven
bills in one report, and that a resolution to refer them,consol-
idated, to the Court of Claims.

Now, in reference to the suggestion of the gentleman from
Kentucky [Mr. STONE] that under the Bowman act the House
may refer any number of bills to the Court of Claims for con-
sideration. There is no doubt about that; if there was a bill or
resolution E!‘Operly before this House for the reference of any
number of bills, they could do it; but the House must act under
its rules. The House can not, except by unanimous consent, af
any time take up a resolution referring thirty-seven bills to the
Court of Claims. That resolution must have been introduced
referred to a committee, considered by a committee and reported
back favorably. It is not claimed t.{at such a resolution has
been introduced and reported here.

I think what has been stated by the Chair clearly covers the
whole case, and certainly est.abli.sﬁes the point made by the gen-
tlemen from Michigan, that this committee had no right to re-
gm-t such a resolution, and that they mustreport on the separate

ills that are referred to them.

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that I can add
anything to what has been already said by the gentleman from
Maine; but it does occur to me that inasmuch as this resolution
which has been reported from the Committee on War Claims
was never introduced in the House, if it can come here at all it
must come in the shape of a substitute for the different billsthat
have been introduced and referred to the committee and upon
which it is based. We have no evidence that these bills have
been reported back with this substitute.

I think it comes in, as was stated by the gentleman, as an orig-
inal proposition from the Committee on War Claims. But there
isanother reason, Mr. Chairman, which isnota technical reason,
thatshould influence the Chairin its decision, and thatis whether
or not it is sound policy, in the absence of any precedent upon’
this subject and of any positive rule upon the subject, to permit
any committee fo rgroup together a series of bills or resolutions
upon different subjects and bring them into this House thus
thrown together.

Mr. DINGLEY. Private bills.

Mr.SAYERS. Private bills. Now, what would be the effect?
Suppose there are twenty gentlemen who have separate bills—
each one a separate bill. Each bill is referred to the Commit-
tee on War Claims, or to the Committee on Claims, or fo any
other committee of the House that may have jurisdiction, Sup-
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pose we find that separately these bills can not pass the House,
or that there will be trouble in the way of their passage. The
bills are then consolidated, with a view of passing them through
the House. Now, without stat it, everyone will at once ap-
preciate the influence bills will have in the House when thus
grouped together and brought in under one resolution.

A sound policy would, therefore, direct us not to establish the
precedent which is sought to be established by the gentleman in

of this resolution.

.Mr. BYNUM. I remind the
private bills ean not be combin
as an amendment to another.

Mr. SAYERS. As suggestedg)g the gentleman from Indiana,
private bills can not be combined, nor ean one private bill be
amended by adding to it another private bill; and it makes no
difference whether an appropriation iscarried ornot. The reso-
lution calls for action by the House, and the fact that itcontains
no appropriation should not affect the decision of the Chair in
any way.

Mr. MCLAURIN was recognized and yielded to Mr. STONE of
Kantuckll.v.

Mr, STONE of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman,in reply to the gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS]—who is usually so very lueid
on all subjects, whose opinion carries so much weight in this
House, and who is scarcely ever wrong on a question of parlia-
mentary law, aided and abetted by the gentleman from Indiana

; B!mm\ij and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE]
la.u,g-ht-er; want to say that he has entirely mistaken the sit-
uation, e says there is no evidence that these bills have been
reported to the House. In fact, every one ef them has been re-
ported to the House. The resolution itself is a report on every
one of those bills.
hng’. SAYERS. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt

m?

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Yes, sir.

Mr.SAYERS. TheCalendaristheonlyevidenceastowhether
they were reported or not. r

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. No, sir; it is not. The resolution
itsell is evidence. Each bill is set out in the resolution, and no
one bill is offered as an amendment to another, and if there is
any bill included in that report which the gentleman does not
desire to have referred to the Court of Claims he can move to
amend the report by striking that one out. So, I repeat, the
genfleman has entirely misapprehended the situation.

Mr. SAYERS. Does the gentleman concede the point that,
in the consideration of this resolution, we can call for a separate
vote upon each bill?

Mr.STONE of Eentucky. You can move to amend the reso-
lution. Can not you amend an appropriation bill?
Mr. SAYERS. Certainly; but this is not an appropriation

bill.

Mr, STONE of Kentucky. Any number of matters are re-
ferred to your Committes on Appropriations, and the names of
the benefieiaries are not even mentioned. Every year there
comes down from the Departments a great mass of matters that
are referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and youbunch
them together in a bill and do not even give the names-of the
individuals concerned. Your committee violates the very rule
which you invoke—if violation it is, which I deny. Now, the
truth is that the Committee on War Claims have reported back
every one of these bills, have named them specially in the re-
gﬁrt %nd in the resolution, and have made a report accompany-

g them. ¥

Mp., ELLIS of Kentucky. AsI understand, all that is asked
is that these claims shall be referred to the Court of Claims.

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Merely thattheyshall be referred
to the Court of Claims, and it has been done time and again by
the House.

hMr; ELLIS of Kentucky. What objection can there be to
that:

Mr. STONE of Kentucky, There can be no objection exeept
for the purpose of delaying action on these claims.

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. When the court passes upon these
cases they come back to the House, as I understand?

'HM!'. STONE of Kentucky. Certainly; they come back to the
onse.

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. And even then the House is not
obliged to make an appropriation?

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Certainly not. The court investi-
gates the facts and reports the cases to the House, favorably or
adversely, according to its judgment. Now, Mr. Chairman,
in reporting this resolution we have set out every separatebill,
80 that objection is removed. Again, we have notattempted to
amend any one bill by adding any other to it. Each bill stands
out distinetly in the report, and if anyone objects to any one of

ntleman that under our rules
at all, nor can one be offered

these claims he can move to amend the resolution by striking
out that case. ? A

Mr. MCLAURIN. Mr. Chairman, it scems to give a good
many gentlemen here a fit of cold shivers when it is to
esta a new precadent, but I submit that if the precedent is
a good one, whieh will save the time of this House and facilitate
the dispatch of business, it ought to be established. The gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] says there is nothing to show
that the committee has ever acted upon these bills. I hold in
my hand the report from the Committee on War Claims which
says: *“The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred
Hounse bills (giving the number of each bill), have had the same
under eonsideration and beg leave to re as follows.” Gen-
flemen on the other side utterly fail to riminate between a
bill appropriating money to pay a claim, thus fi disposing
of the case, and a bill under the Bowen act or the Tucker aet,
which does no more than send the claims to the Court of Claims .
to have the facts investigated and reported by that courf back
to the House.

Now, I do submit that when a large number o! bills came be-
fore our committee, each one huegeupon the same legal In-!.n-
ciple, with the facts inall the eases almoat identical, it was within
our power and our right fo take up those bills, consider them,
and reporf them back to the House, aswe have done in thisecase,
each bill being set forth by number in the report, thus giving
ample opportunity to any gentleman who objects to any particu-
lar claim to move to strike it out.

I have failed to find any rule of this House which forbids it.
And if there is no rule forbidding it, I submit it is good busi-
ness sense to bunch thess claims ther, bacause everybody
knows that if one of these bills were brought up here as a sepa-
rate measure it would not be considered with anything like the
degree of certainty that it will be by the Court of Claims. All
t.hnt‘the;eb p lt;gldehaslk is a;iamplgd an o;zhpor&unity to go before a
court es is. aw uce the nece: to es-
tablish their cla.i.ma.y &} sty

Mr. COOMBS. Referring to the remarks of the gentleman
from Seuth Carolina [Mr. McLAURIN], it seems to methat he
omits one very important factor. This House before utting the
rights of the Government in jeopardy by referring these claims
to a court is certainly entitled to have full consideration of each
one of them.aa}l?ﬁ%teJy by the committee to whieh it is referred.

Mr. McLAT : A.leaw me to ask the gentleman whether
the Court of Claims is not a court established by the Govern-
ment, and whether the Government puts itself in jeopardy by
referring a claim to its own court?

Mpr. COOMBS. Yes, it does.

Mr. MOLAURIN. Then we had better abolish the court.

Mr. COOMBS. The very fact that the House insists on the
right to refer these claims to the Court of Claims is evidence
that it expects they shall bs examined here before sending them
to the court. And we have no evidence that this committee has
doneanything else than take these claims, bunch them together,
and report this resolution sending them to the court for adjudi-

cation.

Mr. BUNN. Thereportof the committee shows the contrary.

Mr. MCLAURIN. The gentleman from New York [Me.
CooMBES] can not have examined the report or he would nof
make such a statement.

Mr. COOMBS. The gentleman in his opening remarks said
that this reference to the court was the best way of securing an
examination of the claims, intimating that the committee had
made no examination on their own account. -

Mr. McLAURIN. Isaid also in my opening remarks that I
had examined each one of these claims as a subcommittee ap-
pointed by the War Claims Committee.

Mr.BYNUM. Have youstated tothe House the result of your
inguiries? Is ihere anything here from which we can have
knowl of what may have been ascertained by the committee?

Mr. COOMBS. Wefindthat the House is entirely without in-
formation in relation to these various claims.

Mr. MEREDITH. I want to ask the gentleman from New
York this question: Does he undertake to say that he is afraid
to trust this court appointed by the Government for the special
purpose of passing upon claims of this kind? Isit notrightthat
these claims should go there?

Mr. COOMBS. I do not think that is a proper question. If
the House of Representatives has provided that committee
shall examine claims of this character before they are sent to
the court, I claim the committee should perform that duty.

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Will the gentleman produce s:ﬁ
rule or authority showing that the eommittee must examine
the fa;at.s in these matters before proposing to refer them to the
court?

Mr. COOMBES. As]I understand, the object of the formation
of committees is that they may give examination to the subjects
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referved to them. 'Why have a committee atall,unless it is to |
ascertain whether or not there isa probable .case for the action
of the court? There must be some reason for the existence of
the committee.

Mr. HOOKER of Missisgippi. Mr.Chairman, those of us who
have served in 1his House {for some years knowthat a resolution
of this kind is not infroduced to-day for the first time. On the
contrary, under the Bowman act and under the Tucker act (an,
amendment to the Bowman act), it has been very common for
the Committee on War Claims to present to the House—not
each claim seristin, but & number of cases which have been re-
feried by the House to that committee for consideration. Un-
der the law the committes has the right to refer those cases to
the Court of Claims—for whatpurpose? In order that thecourt
may investigate the facts and ascertain what are the conditions
or circumstances upon which each claimagainstthe Government
is founded, and report the case back to this House, which at
last must have the right to approve the finding of the courtas
to the amount which may be due in each case. I say this isnot
the first time 'this has been done.

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. Will the gentleman from Missis-
gippi state the Lilt‘;risdiction of the Court of Claims in these mat-
ters, in order that there may be no mistale as to whatcan or
can not be done if claims be referred to that court? /

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. The jurisdiction of the couri is
defined in the Bowman act primarily, and also in what is known
as the Tucker act, which wasan amendment to the Bowman act.
Congress, in conferring jurisdiction on that court, intended to
give it power to ascertain the facts in reference to each partic-
ular claim. When a claim is thus referred, the Government is
represented before the court by itsattorney—one of the assistant
attorneysof the Departmentof Justice—and that position is now
filled by avery distinguished gentleman from my own State,
whose gdelity to the interests of the Government will not, I

resume, be contested, but will be most cheerfully acknowledged
gy the present Attorney-General, Mr. Olney, whose immediate
assistant he is.

These cases are referred to the Court of Claims that the facts
may be ascertained. The Bowman act and the Tucker actgrew
out of the fact that no committee of the Housa, however able as
to its chairman and its memberghip, could havesuch appliances
for ascertaining the facts in cases of this kind as a eourt has.
This tribunal has been organized as courts ordinarily are, with
power totake depositions, with power to receive proofs proand
con, which is very difficult foracommittee to do; to make a pre-
cise and accarate finding as to the character of the case, and, as
the act was originally constrned, as to the loyalty of the cla.im-
ant, and to make report back to the House showing the amount
justly due in each case and the facts under which the claim ac-
crued. And if this court is not to exercise its Tunctions, then,
as has been well said by the gentleman from South Carolina, we
should repeal the act organizing the court and clothing it with
%m jurisdiction, and leave the matters for determination by the

guse.

Mr. COOMBS. Will the gentleman allow me a guestion?

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Certainly.

Mr. COOMBS. I wish to ask if it is necessary that these
claims should be first presented to Congress before they are re-
ferred to the Court of Claims?

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Certainly; they can not be re-
ferred without pursuing that course.

Mr, COOMBE. Then is there not some reason why they
should be first investigated by the House before their reference?

Mr. HOOKER of issippi. Notat all. -

Mr. COOMBS. Is there not some implied reason?

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Notat all. Thereisno reasen
either expressed or implied why they should be, and nothing in
the terms of the law to warrant thatconclusion. The law gives
the committees of the House the power fo refer these cases to
the Court of Claims for a hearing and determination of the facts.

‘What is the purpose of such a reference? Why, to ascertain
whether or not the party has a just claim against the Govern-
ment; and report the particular factsand circumstances gathered
by the Court of Claims in its hearing of the case to the House for
the subsequent action of the House. That is the method. The
court was established for that purpose. Why, it was well said
by one of the most distinguished jurists who ever presided in a
tribunal in this country, and who was long distinguished as an
associate justice of the Supreme Court of the United States, be-
fore the creation of the Courtof Claims with its gualified jurisdic-
tion, Judge Storey of Massachusetts said, that while in the most
despotic countries of the Old Werld a citizen could gointo court
and establish his claim against the Government, yet here in this
free and enlightened country no such power was given to a citi-
zen. And this led, among other things, to the establishment of
the Court of Claims with its qualified jurisdiction, and led to the

paasa%a of the Bowmsan act fo enlarge its jurisdiction to the ex-
tent that it did enlarge it, aswell as tothe Tucker amendment to
that act, which still further increased it.

Judge Storey said it wasa disgrace to this great Government,

| which claimed to be the freest on earth, that it made no provi-

sion whereby a citizen of the Govarnment could have a proper
hearing of his case before any tribunal,

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. %‘Vill the gentleman state what the
provisions of the Tucker act were?

My, HOOKER of Mississippi. I have not the act before me
and have net had occasion to examine it for some time; but in
a general way it made provision for the referenceof these claims
to the Court of Claims by the committees of the House.

The CHAIRMAN. ill the gentleman from Miasiaa'gl)icite
to the Chairany precedent where the Committee on War Claims,
or any other committee oi the House, has reported back a large
number of bills in an omnibus resolution for such reference as
here proposed to the Court of Claims?

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I think, Mr. Chairman, thatit
has occurred quite frequently. 3

The CHAIRMAN. But will the gentleman please cite the
Chair {o any instance whereit has been done? e Chair would
be glad to have the record produced.

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I understand what the Chair
means. Of course I have not had occasion to examine the rec-
ord, and ean not cite the Chairtoany specificinstance; butwhile
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STONE]| was chairman of the
Committee on War Claims similar claims were reported in a
body for reference to the Court.of Claims, and when they all to-
gother came back for the consideration of the committee, T re-
member well objection was made that the House had to again
go into an investigation of the matters and they objected to the
fact of the certification or return from the Court of Claims of a
multitude of cases. I have a distinet recollection -of the cir-
cumstance, and I thinkit iswell remembered by gentlemen pres-
ent.

Mr. BYNUM. But that I think wasa bill embodying all of
the claims that had been reported from the court. .

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Yes; it embodied all that had
been decided. The same principle was involved. It involved
the question of the right of the commititee to embody all of
these bills together in one general bill.

The Tucker act expressly paga that the committee shall have

wer to refer thess bills, and ever since the passage of the

ucker act this has been going on, and Ican not see any differ-
ence in the principle of reporting one bill or two or three or
twenty or thirty-seven, The same prineciple would cover each.
If the principle gives the right to refer one it gives the right
torefer many. The action of the committee is taken in regard
to the matter of reference simplyon the ground that these
cases should go to the court for adjudication, because the court
is possessed of the paraphernalia for properly considering and
investigating the claim.

The court, forinstance, has the means of taking depoesitions pro
and con, and giving notice of its hearings, and obtaining the nee-
essary testimony on which to substantiate or refute the claim.
I domot see, therefore, why a number of cases should not be re-
ferred as well as one case.

Mr. BURROWS. Will the gentleman allow a question?

Mr, HOOKER of Mississippi. Certainly.

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to call the attention of the gentle-
man to the exact point in controversy. He is so clear on this
question that I should be glad to hear from him on that. -

Now, it is a well settled principle of parliamentary law, which
the gentleman will not controvert, that you can not amend a
Privu.t.e bill by adding the substance of another bill for the re-

ief of another party. That is a settled principle of law, so that
you can not, ralport the thirty-seven bills back in a single bill
carrying relief to each one of the beneficiaries.

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. You mean reported back [rom
the committee?

Mr. BURROWS. You can not report them all back as one
bill. That is a well-established parliamentary principle. If
that be so, how, under the Bowman act, and before a resolution
is introduced in the House for that p , can you report a
resolution from the committee by which the bills are bunched
Eggetger, any more than you can report a single bill bunching

em?

Now, remember the language of the act:

committes of
e Senate on Hiouse of Repracentativos, ar bators elther House of Congret,
which involves the investigation and determination of facts—

The same may be referred to the court. :

Mr. BUNN. What act is the gentleman referrini::?

Mr. BURROWS. Now, I contend if a resolution ‘been in-
troduced in the House,and the jurisdiction of the House invoked
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to refer certain claims pending before the Committee on War
Claims to the Court, of Cpl:.ims, then the committee would have
had jurisdiction; but no such resolution having ever been intro-
duced in the House, the Committee on War Claims had no ju-
risdiction of any such resolution, and they could no more report
a resolution referring all the claims to the Court of Claims than
they could report all the bills.

r. HOOKER of Mississippi. If my distinguished friend will
send me the book, I will give him an answer to what he has sug-

gested.

Mr. BURROWS. I would be very glad to have you give an
answer.

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I can not see
that what the gentleman from Michigan has suggested makes
any difference in what I have stated to the Chair. The actcom-
monly known as the Bowman act, that was approved March 3,
1883, the act I have read, was to relieve the Congress and the
Executive Departments of the investigation of claims and de-
mands against the Government. That was the title; that was
the object; that was its purpose.

That whenever a clalm or matter is pending before any committee of the
Senate or House of Representatives, or before either House of Congress,
which involves the investigation and determination of facts, the committee
or House may cause the same, with the vouchers, 8, proofs, and docu-
ments pertaining thereto, to be transmitted to the Court of Claims of the
United States; and the same shall be proceeded in under such rules as the
court may adopt. When the facts shall have been found the court shall not
enter judgment thereon, but shall report the same to the committee or to
the House by which the case was transmitted for its consideration.

Now, it will be observed, therefore, that the power to refer to
the Court of Claims exists not only in the House itself, but ex-
ists in the committee by the very terms of the act. By thevery
terms and stipulations expressed in it the power is expressly
given to the commitiee as well as to the House; and therefore
the point made by my distinguished friend from Michigan is not
a good one. If it was simply a power given to the House, then
the commitiec would have to ask leave of the House to do it;
but there is no such necessity, for the law clothes the commit-
tee with power to refer every one of these cases before the Com-
mittee on War Claims to the Court of Claims.

Mr. BURROWS. But it must have the leave of the House.

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. It does notreguire to have the
leave of the House at all, because the power is given by ex-
press terms of the act to the committee as well as to the House.

Mr. BURROWS. But the gentleman does not undertake to
say that the committee, of its own motion, can refer all these
claims to the Court of Claims, without coming into the House,
under a resolution referring thirty-seven bills, which resolution
never was introduced into the House and never referred to the
committee.

Mr. HOOKER of Mi&siﬁsip{;i. I say that my understanding
is that each one of these bills was introduced in the House.
Each one was presented to the House, and each one referred to
the Committee on Claims. What for? When each claim is re-
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, the distinguished gen-
tleman himself says that Committee has the right to refer them
to the Court of Claims; but instead of doing that the committee
refers a numberof claims back to the House, and asks the House
to adopt this resolution referring them to the Court of Claims.
In other words, it has done what is proposed now. It calls upon
the House to adopt this resolution. The law gives the power
both to the committee and to the House. Now, section 2 reads
as follows:

That when a claim or matter is pending in any of the Executive Depart-
ments Which may involve controverted questions of fact or law, the head of
such Department may transmit the same, with the vouchers, papers, Bmol’s,
and documents pertaining thereto, to said court, and the same shall there
be J: ed in under such rules as the court may adopt. When the facts
and conclusions of law shall have been found, the court shall notenter judg-

ment thereon, but shall report its findings and opinions to the Department
by which it was transmitted for its guldance and action.

So that this act was designed and intended to relieve Con-
ress in this matter, which they could not investigate. I have
ong since believed, Mr. Chairman, that we ought to have a
court which would have original and absolute jurisdiction over
claims against the Government; and this was intended to that
extent to accomplish that fact. And if the Chairman will read
the whole of this act, he will see that its purpose, its object, the
very reason why it was ({Jres-exited and adopted by the Congress
of the United States and made a part of the statutes, or the law
of the land, was to do what this bulky body can not do of itself.
Mr. STOCKDALE. It is stated that this committee could
have transmitted these cases to the court, and that that would
have given the court jurisdiction. Now, this resolution simply
asks the House to do what the committee could do under the
law and which it is said by our rules we can not do. I would
like to hear my colleague on that proposition.
Mr. HOOKER of ﬁssiﬁaip’pi.- El 't.gc: committee could have

referred one case, it could have referred two; and if it could have
asked the House fo refer two, it could have asked the House to
refer many cases. The act by specific terms gives the commit-
tee absolute jurisdiction, and they could have referred them all.
Now, they have exercised the precaution to refer these cases
back in bulk, 37 in number, and ask that they be referred to the
Court of Claims for the purpose of reporting all the facts, in
order that the House, before it finally passes upon the questions,
may have the findings of facts after the court shall have made
the investigation; and that was the design and intent of the act,
that the court should make a report of their findings of fact and
the liability of the Government.

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky was recognized.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman to ad-
dress himself to the point of order. The Chair isready to rule.

Mr. BURROWS. I want to say one word before the gentle-
man begins.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hasrecognized the gentleman
from Kentucky. i

Mr. BURROWS. I simply want to state to the gentleman
what claims against the Government can be referred by the
committee. The only cases that can be referred are for stores
and supplies; and these claims are for cotton,and cannot ba re-
ferred. I ask the gentleman to bear in mind that they can not
be referred by the committee, and that the only way the court
can have jurisdiction is for the House to refer them, and that
is what this is for.

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. My, Chairman, Ionly wish to make
two suggestions with reference to this point of order. The first
is in response to the point raised by the gentleman from New
York, that it was necessary for the House, or for a committee
of the House, to consider and pass upon these claims before they
can properly be referrable to the Court of Claims. An exami-
nation of the Bowman act discloses the fact that no examination
or consideration of the claims is necessary, either by a commit-
tee of the House or by the House itself, before they can be re-
ferred. The first section of the Bowman act provides that on
the motion of the committee these claims are referrable to the
Court of Claims, so that the point made by the gentleman from
New York is unsound.

The second sugﬁest-ion I desire to make is in response to the
question propounded by the Chair as to whether or not these
claims could be grouped and referred to the Court of Claims.
I discover nothing in this act which prohibits the House from
referring any number of claims at one and the same tfime.
There is nothing in the act which, even by implication, raises
a presumption that only one claim may be referred at a time.
The provision in the first section of the Bowman act broadly
and expressly says that these claims may be referred, one claim
or many claims; so I take it for granted that no valid objection
can be raised to the proposition submitted by the Committee on
War Claims to refer a number of these claims together,

Reference has been made to the Tucker act, which seems to
be an amendment of the Bowman act. Under section 14 of the
Tucker act these claims are referable to the Court of Claims.
And how can it be argued that if the committee or the House
has jurisdiction to refer a single claim, it may not, at one and
the same time, refer many claims? I take it for granted that
there is nothing in any of the provisions of either of these acts
which will prevent the House from referring a number of these
claims at one and the same time. Moreover, in conclusion, it
certainly is desirable that these claims should be investigated
by a court. A court can investigate them more accurately and
thoroughly than the work can possibl){)be done in this House.
An investigation and determination by the Court of Claims
nelther establishes nor adjudicates the claims in such a way as
to make them a charge on the Government, or to bind the Gov-
ernment to provide for their payment.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, as I understand the ques-
tion, it is whether this resolution which has been submitted by
the Committee on War Claims can be adopted. I desire to sub-
mit one specific reason to the chairman and to this committes
why the resolution should not be adopted, and that is that it
fails t6 comply with the provision of Rule XVIII, which re-
quires a report to be submitted in writing on the return of any
bill to the ﬁouse. and that that report shall be printed. I sub-
mit that the so-called ‘* report” in reference to these bills, this
omnibus proposition, is not in any proper sense such a reportas
is contemplated by the rule.

It is not a full and fair compliance with the terms of Rule
XVIIT, and I desire to give notice that I shall ask for a vote on
that question. I contend that this *‘ report,” not being in full
and fair compliance with Rule X VIII, we have a right to decide
that it is no report. What is a report? A report in cases of
this kind is a statement of the facts and circumstances under
which each particular claim arose, terminating with some rec-
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cmmendation. In this case we have no statement of facts or
circumstances—none whatever. We havesimply arecommenda-
tion, in one line at the end of this so-called report.

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Will the gentleman permit a
question?

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes, sir.

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. The gentleman says it is the
%Iuty of the Committee on War Claims to report the facts to the

ouse—

Mr. BARTLETT. Isayitis their duty, under Rule XVIII,
to submit a report in each case.

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. If it is the duty of the commit-
tee to report the facts and circumstances, what is the use of re-
ferring the cases to the Court of Claims? I thought the refer-
ence to the Court of Claims was in order that that court might
ascertain the facts.

Mr. BARTLETT. I am againstany such proposition as this.

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Then you are against the law.

Mr. BARTLETT. Iam against any proposition to forestall
the action of this House by grouping together a lot of claims
arising under various ecircumstances and rushing them through
in one measure, and thus getting a snap judgment against the
United States. I am opposed to any such legislation.

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Then you ought to repeal the
law which authorizes it.

Mr. BARTLETT, But the
Chairman, is that this so-called report is no report, that it is
merely a general recommendation. When Rule XVIII was
adopted it was evidently the intention of the House that the facts
and circumstances of each claim should be set forth in a written
report to the House.

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I only wish to call atten-
tion to the fact that this resolution is not a proposition to refer
these bills to the Court of Claims for the purpose of getting in-
formation. The proposition is to refer them to the Court of
Claims for the purpose of getting a judgment, for the purpose
of having that court adjudicate the claims under section 1059 of
the Revised Statutes, which is especially referred to in the re-
port. Thatsection gives the Court of Claims jurisdiction tohear
and determine a certain character of claims against the Govern-
ment of the United States, claims of a class to which these do
not belong. Most of these are old war claims. Some of them
are twenty-five or thirty years old; some of them arose during
the first year of the war.

Now, the section of the Revised Statutes which is expressly
referred to in this report provides that no suit shall be enter-
tained by the Court of Claims which is over six years old. The
committee, under the Bowman act, might very well have re-
ferred these bills from the committee room to the Court of
Claims in order to find out what the facts were—in order that a
report of the facts might be made to the House by the Court of
Claims. But the committee understood exactly what it was
doing. It did not want the facts. [Laughter.] It wanted the
case referred from Congress in order that there might be a
jutgfment.

r. BURROWS.

int of order that I make, Mr.

Will the gentleman allow me a question?

I understood the gentleman to say that these cases might have |

been l'eéerred by the Committee on War Claims under the Bow-
man act—

Mr. CULBERSON. To ascertain the facts.

Mr. BURROWS. My recollection is that the claims of which
the court may take cognizance under the Bowman act are re-
stricted simgl to stores and supplies—

Mr. CULBERSON. No, sir; 1 do notunderstand it that way.
I understand that whenever a proposition is pending before the
House or any committee of the House, it is in order for the House
or the committee to refer the claim to the Court of Claims for
the purpose of §etting information.

Mr. MCNAGNY. I have here the section limiting the juris-
diction of the court.

Mr. CULBERSON. Any one who wishes to refer to the law
will find it on page 290 of the Digest.

Mr. McNAGNY. May Tinterrupt the gentleman a moment?

Mr. CULBERSON. Yes, sir.

Mre. MCNAGNY. The section of the Bowman act conferring
Jjurisdiction upon the Court of Claims is as follows:

SEC. 8. The jurisdiction of said court shall not extend to or Include any
claim against the United States growing out of the destruetion or damage
to property by the Army or Navy during the war for the suppression of the
rebeilion, or for the use and occupation of real estate by any part of the mil-
1 or naval forces of the United States in the operations of said forces
during the sald war at the seat of war; nor shall the sald court have juris-

diction of any claim aguinst the United States which is now barred by vir-
tue of the provisions of any law of the United States

Mr. CULBERSON. What date is that?
Mr. MCNAGNY. That is the act of March 3, 1883.
Mr. CULBERSON. That is not the section to which I re-

ferred. Will the gentleman please read the other section—the
section which authorizes the reference of claims to that court?
Mr. MCNAGNY. I presume that the provision to which the
gentleman refers is the following:
That whenever a claim or mastter is pending before committee of the
Senate or House of Representatives, or before either House of
which involves the investigation and determination of facts, the committes
or House may cause the same, with the vouchers, papers, proofs, and docu-

ments pertaining thereto, to be transmitted to the Court of Claims of the
United States.

Mr. CULBERSON. Thatsustains whatIsaid. The Iangua.ga
of the provision is, “ whenever a claim or matter is pending,”

ete.

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman,as a member of the Committee
on War Claims I wish to state, pending this point of order, why
this resolution was reported, as the statement may throw some
light on the subject. The first question presented is, whether
the committee could refer cotton claims to the Court of Claims.
Now, I read from a compilation of notes and decisions on the
Bowman and Tucker acts:

The first section provides that when any claim or matter 1s pending before
any committee of the Senate or House of Representatives, or before either
House of Congress, which involves the investigation and determination of
facts, the same may be referred to the court and be l1;)1*0(:93(10311 in undersuch
rules as the court may adopt. It will be seen that the power of a commit-
tee of either House to refer to the determination of the court a claim made
to Congress is broad and comprehensive. The word “matter® was in-
tended and by construction is determined to embrace every possible inter-
est in the citizen which is comprehended in the broad limits of the right of
petition, which may be redressed in and by compensation.

The committee has held thatthisword ‘* matter ” covers every
claim that a citizen of the United States may have against the
General Government. Now, these claims embraced in a num-
ber of bills bafore the committee involved an outlay (if judgment
be found sustaining them) of a milliondollars. Icontended that
the question was of so much importance that the Committee on
War Claims should nof send these claims directly to the court,
but that in view of the magnitude of the question, we should
report this resolution to the House so that the Committee of the
‘Whole House mightsay whether these claims should be referred
or not.

If this point of order is to be sustained by the Chair, the result
will be that these claims will remain in the committee, and I

resume that the committee, under the provision of law which
Eas been cited, will refer these claims to the Court of Clgims.
I say it is better that the question as to the reference of these
matters should be settled here on the floor of the House.

Mr. DINGLEY. If I understand the gentleman, it has been
held by the Committee on War Claims that any “*claim or mat-
ter* pending before that committee may be referred by the com-
mittee to the Court of Claims under the Bowman act, notwith-
standing section 3 of that act declares that ** the jurisdiction of
sald court shall not extend to or include any claim against the
United States growing out of the destruction or damage to prop-
perty by the Army and Navy during the war for the suppres-
sion of the Rebellion.”

Now, if it is true that the committee is construing this act
without any reference tosection 3, and referring to the court all
matters coming before them, notwithstanding the bar of section
3 of the Bowman act, of course that is a very serious matter, and
one which calls for some action by the House to make clear the
intention of the Bowman act. I happen to have been in the
House at the time that act was passed; and I know it was dis-
tinctly argued that section 3 would operate as a limitation upon
the language of section 1,that the whole act was to be construed
together. But if I understand correctly the statement made
here, thousands of cases are now being sent to the Court of
Claims by the Committee on War Claims, although not embraced
in the intention of the framers of the Bowman act. If the act is
being construed inthatway, the sooneran amendment is adopted
by Congress the better.

Mr. MAHON. I desire to suggest to the gentleman, take a
case where time is an element, there may be a question as to
whether the statute of limitations runs or not. That is a fact
which is found by the court.

Mr, DINGLEY. But take the case of some of these items
which the jurisdiction of the court does not include; as, for in-
stance, *‘ the destruction or damage to property by the Army or
Navy during the war for the suppression of the rebellion, or for
the use and occupation of real estate by any part of the military
or naval forces of the United States.”

Supposing the things mentioned, as excluded from the juris-
diction of the court,are there referred? What I wish to know
is if the Committee on War Claims have referred matters that
may come before them under the act, notwithstanding thatthey
are excluded by the language of the law from consideration by
the Court of Claims at all. N
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The CHAIRMAN. These are mattersof law which will come
up on investigation of the merits of the question. :

Mr, BUNN. I desire, Mr. Chairman, to send up one author-
ity on this question. -

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. WisEe. I callup thebill (H. R. 8002) providing for certain light-houses
and other alds to navigation.

The bill was read, as follows—

The CHAIRMAN. It is not necessary for the Clerk to read
the bill, as the Chair is familiar with it and does not desire to
hear further on that particular point.

Mr. BURROWS. That, however, was a bill introduced cov-
ering all of thesa light-houses.

Mr. DINGLEY. And a public matter, too.

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. I would like to call the attention
of the Chair to the fact that on the 16th day of September, 1890,
Fifty-first Congress, the House sed a re=olution exactly like
this one now under consideration, on which the point of order
was made. It will be found by reference to the RECORD of that
date that—

On motion of Mr. MORGAX, %aunanimous consent, the Committee of the

m the further

ation of House Mis-
cellaneous Document No. 183, viz:
‘Resolved, te., That the claims of Calvin Chairs, Louis F. Morat, C. C. Far-

TAr, a tor of Gray W. Smith, deceased; R. H. Parham, admin-
istrator of G Gorman, deceased: Sarah O McLemore, administra-
trix of John C. E. Dowdy, E. G. Tomlinson,

cLemore, deceased; k
uegutrix %! Wf E. -‘l’onﬁlimn. and W. A. Gautm'ﬁ, h;! whjtgh bﬂ:enm
of Claims has found the liminary question of lo; t.
I:;:war of t-t{n? rebellion 1:1]r ta?or of the claim-
ants, be, and they are hereby, referred to the t of Claims to find and re-
the facts in each case as provided in the act of March 3, 1883, known as
e “Howman act,” and as amended by section 14 of *“An act to ;yrovide for
bringing snits against the Govermment of the United States,” approved
March 3, 1887
Again 1
of Louisia.na, passed a resolufion of the same character, in the
following terms:

Resolved, That the following bills, H. B. 777, 783, 1051, 1061, and 1970, for the
rellef of I. B. Beard, the estate of T. M. Tucker, Sarah Powell, William Law-
head, administrator of John Lawhead, and E. Mon together with
all the accompanying papers, be, and the same are hereby, referred to the
Court of Claims, under the provision of the act of Congress to provide for
mwa suits against the Government of the United States, approved

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques-

tion right there.

My, STONE of Kentue Yes, sir; I yield.

Mr. KILGORE. Was thereany pointof order made on either
resolution?

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. There was not. It was done by
unanimous consent, when everybody had a chance to make a
point of order and nobody thought it necessary.

Then, Mr. Chairman, I find further——

Mr. STOCKDALE. Let me ask if the court regarded their
jurisdiction over the cases, and considered and decided them?

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. They did; they took them under

nizance and into consideratiomn.

find, further, that the House of Representatives itseli justi-
fied the action of the committee in bringing in a report includ-
ing a number of claims, because in the Filty-second Congress,
second session. as will be seen by reference to Miscellaneous
Document No. 20, entitled a—

Communication from the Court of Claims, transmitting copiesof the find-
ings of the courtin the cases of the followlng-named persons against the
United States: W. S. Bewley, \v. Y. Fain, W. A. Galloway, B. M. Parham,

deceased; J. C. Scroggins, deceased; A. T. Phelan, S. B. ft, deceased;
Chism, deceased; J. T. Bone, deceased; Jaber Russell, Peter Crosby,

deceased; Henry Gallaher, deceased.

The House took similar action, these claims having been intro-
duced, referred to the Committee orn War Claims, and ordered
to be printed.

Now, there is one other matter I wish to call the attention of

e Chair to. The gentleman from Texas, and I deem him the
groatest lawyer in the House, his name is CULBERSON, made a
statement to this House that if allowed to have its due weight
would carry out the idea of an insinuation against the Commit-
tee on War Claims that they were attempting to take advantage
of the fact that the claims were before them, and were in favor
of referring them to the court for the purpose of finding a judg-
ment by this very resolution.

I only want to state that that is entirely incorrect. The ref-
erence to the resolution will show that it is not correct. The
resolution starts out that the said claims, mentioning them, shall
be referred to the Committee on War Claims, together with the
accompanying papers, ** to find the amount due, and report the
same to Con e

‘We did know what we were doing, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. And did notask for a judgment?

on June 4, 1892, the House, on motion of Mr, BOATNER |

Mr. STONE of Kentuc No, sir, we did not. We knew
what we were doing, and did nof refer the claims to the court
for a judgment. That committes has never attempted to take
advantage of the House nor of its ition, nor to use any sort
of cover to get any advantage in thelegislation proposed by that
committee, and this resolution expressly states that these claims
are to be referred to the Court of Claims for the purpose of find-
ing the facts and rting them back to Congress.

Mr. CULBERSON. I wish to say a single word. I did not
mean to say that the Committee on War Claims had attempted
any such thing as the gentleman intimated. I said that the
Committee on War Claims had brought in a resolution here,
which did not ask the Court of Claims to find the facts, but
which asked the Court of Claims to adjudicate these claims, and
to do so under sections 1059, 1060, 1061 of the Revisued Statutes.

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I want to say, in
reply to that, the resolution says distinctly that these are re-
ferred to the Court of Claims to find the amount due, and report
that amount fo CongNraga

Mr. CULBERSON. That is not the language of the reso-
lution which I have.
thMr. STONE of Kentucky.

en.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. HaTcH), The committee will please
be in order. The Chair is ready to rule on this peint. The
Chair does not desire to hear any more argument.

The resolution on the Calendar is reported by the Committee
on War Claims as a substitute for the bills H. R. 1414 to 1450,
both inclusive, a large number of bills relating to different sub-
'q-'i:lta. The Chair will direct the Clerk to read three of the

ills. ‘

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 1414) for the relief of the heirs of Robert J. Smith.

Be it enacted, efc., That the Secretary of the Treas be, and he hereby is,
authorized and directed to pay,out of any money in the not other-
wise a%ﬁpﬂnﬁaﬁ. to Julia A. Smith, widow, James P. Smith, Robers C.
Smith, Murdock F'. Smith, and Constanee B, Smith, the widow and children
of Robert J. Smith, deceased, being his heirs at law, the sum of 810,000, in
full paymentand satisfaction of all claims dueand aris to the said Robert
J. Smith or his heirs by reason of the seizure and sale of cotton belonging
to the said Robert J. Smith, by the United States.

A bill (H. R. 1420) for the relief of John Dnnoan, surviver.

Be il enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is,
aunthorized and directed to gzy to John Duncan, surviving partner of the
firm of Archibald Duncan & Son, the sum of 2,100, in full payment and sat-
isfaction of all demands due and arising to the sald firm of Archibald Dun-
can & Son for the use and occupation of workshops and material in the city
of Charleston by the United States.

You have not got the right one

A bill (H. R.1434) for the relief of William R. Herron.

Beil enacted, ete., That the Secretary ol the Treasury be,and he hereby is,
authorized and directed to pay to W m K. Herron,. out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of #3.143.42 in full pay-
ment and settiement of all demands arlsing to the said Willlam R. Herron,
on acconnt of services rendered to the United States,

The CHATRMAN. These bills, while of the same general
character, do not in every instance relate to the same species
of property; and when the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BUR-
ROWS | made the point of order that the committee had no au-
thority under the rules to report, in a single resolution, this
large number of bills, with the recommendation that they be
referred to the Court of Claims under existing law, the Chair
WaSs Very stronglf' inclined tothe opinion that the point of order
wasnot only well taken, but the Chair had no recollection of
ever having seen a raport considsred by the House, reported
from that committee of exactly this character.

But the Chair finds on investization that in the Filty-sec-
ond Congress, in reports G458 and 649, Mr. STONE, from the
Committee on War Claims, reported two resolutions embodying

uite a number of bills to be referred to the Court of Claims, in |
almost similar terms to the resolution now before the committee.
Neither of the reE}I)orts was acted upon by the Committee of
the Whole or the House of Representatives, but on June 3, 1892,
in the House itself, on motion of Mr. BOATNER, that the Com-
mittee of the Whole be discharged from the further considera-
tion of a similar resolution reported from that committee, it was,
without objection, conside and ed by the House. The
Clerk will read the proceedings which took place:

The Clerk read as follows:

On motion of Mr. BOATNER, by unanlmous consent, the Committes of the
FFhola House was discharged from the consideration of the following reso-

ution:

Rezolved, That the following bills (H. . 777, 783, 1851, 1981, and 1870) for the
relief 1. B. Beard, estate of T. M. Tucker. Sarah A. Powell, William Law-
head, administrator of John Lawhead and Mary E. Monahan, together with
all accompanying papers, be, and the same are hereby, referred to the Court
of vlaims under the provisions of the act of Oou%-_eas to provide for the
hring‘u%f of suits against the Governmentof the United States, app
March 3,1887.

The same was considered, and agreed to.
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In the oflier case, cited by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr.
STOoNE], similar action was taken by the House, and the Chair
feels constrained to follow the precedent set by the House itself,
and the Chair overrules the point of order.

Mr. BURROWS. Mr, Chairman, the pending motion, I be-
lieve, is that this bill be laid aside and reported favorably to
the House. p

The CHAIRMAN. That motion was made by the gentleman
from South Carolina, pending the consideration of the point of
order. The Chair did not entertain the motion, but that will
follow as the pending motion, ,

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to be heard upon this matter.

The CHAIRMAN. Of course the Chair, in overruling the

int of order, lays the resolution before the Committee of the

ole for its consideration. It is open for debate, and the gen-
tleman from South Carolina will first be recognized, he being in
charge of the bill. ¥

Mr. McLAURIN. I reserve mytime,Mr.Chairman. I think
the House understands this matter fully.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman
from Michigan.

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, the resolution now under
consideration comes from the Committee on 'War Claims, and
invokes the judgment of this House upon a proposition to refer
to the Court of Claims, for its consideration and adjudicaftion,
thirty-seven separate bills,

The first bill, for the relief of the heirs of Robert J. Smith,
claims an allowance of $40,000 for cotton taken in the State of
South Carolina.

Thebill H. R. 1415 is a claim for cotton, stated to be for §15,000.

The bill H.R. 1416 is a claim for cotton amounting to 81,250,

f?llge%icu H, R. 1417 is a claim for cotton aggregating the sum
of %15,650.

The bill H. R. 1418, also.embraced in the resolution, isa claim
for cotton amounting to $28,000.

House bill 1419 is a claim for cotton, amounting to $18,000.

House bill 1420 is a claim for the use and oceupation of a work-
shop, and material used and occupied by the Federal forces in
the city of Charleston, amounting to $18,10.

House bill 1421 is a elaim for cotton, amounting to $7,000.

House bill 1422 is a claim for cotton, demanding $21,000,

House bill 1423 is a claim for cotton, amounting to $7,200.

House bill 1424 is a claim for cotton, amounting to $12,000.

House bill 1425 is a claim for the seizure and sale of certain
property, amounting in the total to $153,000.

House bill 1426 is a claim for cotton of $9,000.

House bill 1427 is a elaim for cotton of $12,000.

House bill 1428 is a claim for cotton, amounting to $51,558.11.
The computation seems to have been made in this case with
great particularity.

House bill 1429 is a claim for cotton amounting to $8,800.

House bill 1430 is a elaim for cotton of $25,000.

House bill 1431 is a claim for cotton of £30,000.

House bill 1432 is a claim for cotton of $18,000.

House bill 1433 is a claim for cotton of 828,000.

House bill 1434 is for services rendered the United States Goy-
ernment by William R. Herron, amounting to $3,143.43.

House bill 1435 asks the Government to pay to the beneficiary
therein named, which bill is embraced in this resolution, for

' cotton, $40,000.

House bill 1436 is a claim of 817,000 for cotton.

In House bill 1437, the beneficiary asks $8,000 for cotton.

In House bill 1438, the beneficiary seeks $50,000 for some cotton:

House bill 1439 is a claim of $33,000 for cotton.

House bill 1440 is a claim of $35,000 for cotton.

House bill 1441 is a claim for cotton aggregating $49,000.

In House bill 1442 the claimant asks $42,000 for cotton.

In House bill 1443 the claimant demands $16,000 in payment
for cotton.

In House bill 1444 the claimant asks $45,000 for cotton.

In House bill 1445 the claimant demands $35,000 for cotton.

_In House bill 1446 the claimant asks to be paid the amount of
$50,000 for cotton.
t'011:1 House bill 1447 the claimant seeks torecover19,727 for cot-

.

In House bill 1448 the claimant wants $31,000 for cotton.

In House bill 1449 the claimant desires $3,800 for cotton.

And in House bill 1450 the claim is made for property appro-
gﬁ:ﬁ?c} aénd destroyed by troops of the Union Army amounting

23,150,

tol\éf_; SAYZRS. Will the gentleman state what is the sum

Mr. BURROWS. Yes, sir. Thess are the bills, Mr. Chair-
man, enumerated and embraced in the resolution under consid-
eration, which it is proposed to refer to the Court of Claims for

.

final &udgment.. The aggregate of these claims is $1,040,000 in
round numbers.

Mr. KILGORE. Where do all these claims come from, can
the gentleman tell me?

Mr. BURROWS. The bills do not disclose in every case, but
I understand from some gentlemen in the course of debats that
they come from a single locality in South Carolina or North
Carolina.

Mr. MCLAURIN. From the coast of South Carolina.

Mr. BURROWS. These bills aggrecate the sum of $1,040,000,
and it is proposed, without consideration or examination into
the merits, to refer thess bills to the Court of Claims, and au-
thorize that court to at ones enter upon their consideration and
proceed to final determination and judgment.

My. COOPER of Texas. It is notthe design of the bill that
they shall be finally determined. They are to be referred to the
Court of Claims to find the amount due and to report the same
to Congress.

Mr. BURROWS. It is immaterial. I took the statement of
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON], who said that
judgment was tobeentered.

r.CULBERSON. I have here the report of the committea
and I will read it if the gentleman desires.

Mr. BURROWS. Itisimmaterial. The courtis to find the
amount due, and whether it is to render judgment or to report
the facts back to Congress makes no difference.
~Mr. CULBERSON. Let me read from the report of this
committee:

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred House bills 1414-
1450, have had the same under consideration, and beg leave to report-as fol-

lows:
on that these clalmsshould be referred to the

Your committee are of
Court of Claims for adjudication in accordance with the provisions of sec-

tions 1059 and 1080 and 1061 of the Revised Sta

Which sections authorize trial and judgment.

Mr.BURROWS. Itseems, then, thatit is the intention, or
if not the intention, the effect will be to authorize the courtto °
enter final judgment.

Mr. SAYERS. Do I understand my colleague [Mr. CULBER-~
SON] to say that the provisions of those sections of the statute
authorize trial and judgment?

Mr. CULB ERSOIJ\T. Certainly. _

Mr. MADDOX. That isthe report of the committee, but the
resolution on which the report is based only refers the claims,
to the Court of Claims for the purposs of ascertaining the
amountsdue and reporting them back to Congress—not for judg-

ment.

Mr. BURROWS. Itigof no consequence. The purpose of
this resolution is to secure $1,040,000 out of the Treasury of the
United States for cotton destroyed and for the use of certain
property in the late seceded States. Now, Mr. Chairman, upon
the very threshold of this discussion I wish to say that I think
this House ought to make a stand against thess claims.

The House—and if not the House, the country—ought to be
alarmed at the pendeney of these claims for property destroyed
used, or taken thirty years ago in the prosecution of the civil
war. When we consider the number of claims pending in the
various Departments of this Government, when we contemplate
the number of claims pending before the Committee on War
Claims, when we consider the number of claims pending before
the Court of Claims, we ought to call a halt, unless we are pre-
pared to bankrupt the Treasury and, instead of reducing taxa-
tion, to enter on a scheme for greatly increasing taxation.

Gentlemen will say in reply: *This is simpfy referring the
matter to the Court of Claims. Thatisa veriharmiess proced-
ure. . That is one of our own courts. Let the court pass upon
these matiers, and then let Congress take such action as it shall
deem wise and prudent.”

Senator Spooner, in the Senatie of the United States, speaking
on this question on the 20th day of August, 1888, said:

The state of facts out of which grows the necessity for this information ia
one Which perhaps I may properly bring to the attention of the Senate.

This was on the consideration of a resolution to inquire into
the pendancy of claims in the various Departments.

The Senator from Missouri states correctly, and his statements ave usu-
ally accurate, that there have besn rejected by the Quartermaater's Depart-
ment about 45,000 of these Southern claims. -

There were rajected also by the commissary of subsistence about 10,000 of
these claims. That makes 55,000 elaims made by alleged loyal claimants in
Tennessee and other States called noninsurrectionary States, which hava
been carefully investigated by the Department and rejected. Under the
law as it stands to-day bills for the payment of these rejected claims are in-

uced in Congress, accom; by petitions very simple in form. They
are referred to the committee, and referred by the committee to the Court
of Claims for inves tion.

Sixteen hundred of these claims were reforred to the Court of Claims by
the War Claims Committee of the House of Representatives, or Claims in
the Senate in the last Congress, and four thousand of them have been re-
ferred to the Court of Claims at this session of Congress, mostly by the com-
mittee in the House of Representatives. It will happen, unless someo means
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are taken to prevent it, that every one of these claims, presented under the
law to the artment, invest: by the Department and decided l&
adversely by the Department will be referred to the Court of Claims by Con-

ional committees, and bills passed upon the report from that court by
gress, so that, uotwithstnnd.&g the adverse action of the Department,
they will all be paid.

Mr. ENLOE. T would like to ask the gentleman a question.

Mr. BURROWS. I shall not have time to yield.

Mr. ENLOE. I wish to ask him just one question.

Mr. BURROWS. Isitin connection with this point?

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, sir.

Mr. BURROWS. Very well,

Mr. ENL.OE. I wish to ask the gentleman if he is aware of
the fact that that prediction hasbeen contradicted by the record
of the court, which shows that only about 8 per cent of these
claims are allowed?

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman canmake his answer to this
declaration of Senator Spooner in his own time. I cannot yield
now for that purpose. The Senator proceeds:

I have looked somewhat into the record by which these claims are investi-
gated In the Court of Claims. What I say on this point does not reflect at
all upon the court, because the court must upon the evidence which is
presented here. Itis not the fuanetion or the duty of courts to hunt up wit-
nesses or superintend the taking of testimony.

In many cases which I have examined, cases which have been reported
upon by the court, I have gone to the trouble to through all the testi-
mony, which in some cases is.very elaborate, and have given attention to
the method in which the witnesses were examined cross-examined, 8o
as to see to what extent and with what efficiency the interest-of the Govern-
ment was represented, and I will venture to say that no citizen of the United
States would be willing to pay a claim adjudicated against him upon such
testimony. Testimony so produced, elecited by such methods of examina-
tion and cross-examination as that which in most of the cases I have exam-
ined, is the foundation of Jarge claims against this Government.

Some of these claims have been investigated by the Quartermaster’s De-
partment and by the Commissary Department and reported adversely,
which probably are just claims; and they ought perhaps to have some
method of reviewing the action of these departments nupon them. But to-
daithe House of Re tatives hold that as the Government has estab-
lished a tribunal before which it invites its eltizens to go, it ought to be
bound by the decision, and that if therefore the Court of Claims finds in
favor of the claimant he should be paid.

I have read this much of the remarks of Senafor Spooner in
anticipation of and in answer to the statement which will be
made that it is entirely safe and harmless to refer these rejected
claims to the Court of Claims.

In February, 1893, a little over a year ago, the following reso-
lutioud was introduced in the House of ﬁapresentat.ives and
passed:

Whereas claims amounting to many millions of dollars growing out of the

late war for the suppression of the rebellion have been and are now pend-
mﬁ before Congress, the Executive Departments, and the Court of Claims;

an

Whereas it has been asserted in the public press and charged upon the
fioor of this House that many clalms of this character, some of doubttul
validity, have been allowed and paid, while others of equally doubtful
validity have been allowed but not paid; therefore,

Resolved, That the Secretaries of the Treasury, War, Nav?. and the At-
torney-General be directed to report to this House with as little demf as
possible the number, amount, and particulars, inclu the place of or: ﬁi.n
and whether presented by States or individuals, of cla; growing elther
directly or m?umcmy out of the late war for the suppression of the rebellion
pending before sald Departments respectively and the Court of Claims.

Mr. Chairman,I hold in my hands the report of the Secretar
of the Treasury Mr. Foster, in response to that resolution; an
I ask leave to embody it in my remarks.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. ByNuM). If there be noobjection, the
gentleman will have that privilege. ;

There was no objection.

Mr. BURROWS. I will then embody this report entire in

my remarks:
WAR CLAIMS IN THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT,

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
Washington, D. O., February 28, 1593,
THE SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES:

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the following {Jr&
amble and resolution adopted by the House of Representatives on the i6th
ultimo, to wit:

‘“Whereas claims amoun to many millions of dollars, growing out of
the late war for the suppression of the rebellion, have been, and are now,

before Congress, the Executive Departments, and the Court of

aims; and whereas it has been asserted in the public press and charged

upon the floor of this House that many claims of this character, some of

doubtful validity, have been allowed and paid, while others of equally
doubtful validity have been allowed but not paid: Therefore,

“Resolved, That the Secretaries of the Treasury, War, and Navy, and the
Atrorney-General. be directed to report to this House, with as little delay as

ble, the number, amount, and particulars, including the place of Orililll-

and what-heflgresenwd by States or individuals, of claims growing, either

directly or indirectly, outof thelate war for the suppression of the rebellion,
before said De]%nrtments. respectively, and the Court of Claims."

The foregoing preamble and resolution were réferred to the heads of bu-
reaus and divisions in which *claims growing, either directly or indirectly,
out of the late war for the suppression of the rebellion,” were believed to be
pending, with instructions to report the facts shown by their office records,
and the letters or reports of the First Comptroller, Second Auditor, Third
Auditor, Sixth Aunditor, and the chief of the miscellaneous division of the
Secre 's offlce, are hereto annexed.

The leti from heads of other bureaus, reporting that no claims which
might be strictly defined or classed as * war claims " were pending in their
mﬁiw offices, are not given, for the reason that no information was fur-

The letters or reports of the officers named are as follows; -

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, FIRsT COMPTROLLER'S OFFICE,
Washington, D. C., January 27, 1593.

Sin: I have the honor to return herewith copy of House resolution, dated
Janu 16, 1893, and submit the following report:

The c growing out of the late war now pending or unsettled, thatare
known to this office, are claims arising under the direct-tax refunding act,
approved March 2, 1891,

(1) The direct tax collected from the following-named States, claims for
‘Wwhich have not yet been presented for payment:

ORI ot s e R 08100
Dakota (North and South) . i A, = 3,241.83
Nebrasks .- .. . . 00 r 4, 281,60
Breton .
Waaligton -t s e S T E S e a1

e e T e e e T pive b S 313, 506, 33

(2) The amount suspended and withheld in the settlementof the direct-tax
claims of the following-named States and the Distriet of Columbia, on ac-
count of charges standing against them on the books of the War Department
for the value of arms, etc., overdrawn by them under section 1661, Revised
Statutes, prior to February 12, 1887:

g

un-'cn_iﬂoo;lu-q
gz
FRISREER

-
=3

5

8 on
2EE

82, 896. b0s

(3) The amount of penalties and interest and the surplus arising from sale
of land for direct taxes in excess of the charges agalnst the same in the fol-
lowing-named States, which is intended to be paid to the governors of said
States for the benefit of the persons from whom the same were collected or
their legal representatives when the amount can be ascertalned from the
accounts of the direct-tax commissioners and the records of this Depart-
ment: Arkansas, Florida, Mississippi, South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas,
Virginia. The amount ean not be stated, but probably will not exceed #175,-

(4). Claim of the State of West Virginia for the amount deducted in the set-
tlement of her direct-tax account as a set-off against her proportion of the un-

divided indebtedness of Virginia for Indian trust funds invested in Vir
State bonds )glor to the division of the State, £153,978.75.
Total, #725,3¢1.58.
Very respectfully,

A. C. MATTHEWS, Complrolier.
Hon. CHARLES FOSTER, Secretary of the Treasury.

TREASURY DEPART MENT,
OYFICE OF THE SECOND AUDITOR,
Washington, D, C., February 4, 1593.

SIR: By your reference of the 26th nltimo, I am in receipt of a copy of a
resolution adopted by the House of Representatives on January 16, calling
for a report as to ‘"the number, amount, and particulars, inc the
place of origin, and whether presented by States or individuals, of
growing, either directly or indirectly, out of the late war for the su
sion of the rebellion,” pending before certain Departments and the Court of

Clalms. "

Inreply I have the honor to say that the claims pend in this ofMce,
gro out of the war of the rebellion, may be classed as follows:

1. Claims of soldiers and their heirs for arrears of pay and bounty. The

culars and place of origin of these claims can not very well be given:
neither can the amount be stated, for the reason that, as a rule, clalmants
do not and can notspecify the amount claimed. They usually ask for bounty
under various acts of Congress and for any arrears of }my and allowances
to which they may be entitled under exis laws. A formal settlement is
therefore n to determine the amount involved. I have. however,
n;:ademan estimate of the amonnt of unsettled claims of this class now before
the office.

2, Claims connected with collecting, drilling, and organizing volunteers.
These claims originated in States where volunteers were raised. They are
for subsisting, transporting, an g recruits, advertising, rent of ren-
dezvous, and other expenses of recruiting.

3. Claims for m services, medical and hospital supplies, care of sick
and wounded soldiers, ete. These claims or ted in various places, but
none of them belong to the class of what are commonly called Southern war
claims,

4. Claims of heirs of deceased soldiers for commutation of artificial limbs
and appliances which accrued prior to the death of the soldiers and belong
to their estates.

5. Claims for refundment of bounty taken from soldiers under the provi-
sions of General Orders, No. 305, of 1804,

6. Claim of Schuylkill County, Pa., for repayment of mone& advanced on
allotments of soldiers from sald county. (Act February 14, 1891.)
= 7. Miscellaneous clalms for ann.s scouts and guldes, extra-duty pay, ete.

The following statement shows the number of claims pending and the

amount involved:
Class of claims. No. Amount.

Arrears of pay and bounty in current files. Amount

estimat.edp?sea ROBAY il i ae e e | - 33,04 91,790,501 42
Arrears of payand bounty insuspended files. Amount

estimated (seenote B) ... . zcc.cemcmnmencneceaenn. ----| 100,000 | 4,000,000.00
Volunteer recruiting elalms in current files._______.___ ] 2,740.50
Volunteer recruiting claims in suspended files (

note B)..... SN S R e S e e £z, 105 32, 454,49
Medical services, supplies, etc.. clalmsin current flles. 26 4,443.78
Medical services, etc., claims in suspended files (see

e e e e e ALy 115 6, 500, 80
Commutation of artificial limbs, ete....... 15 978,00
Refundment of local bounty—current flles. . ........c.. 2 160.00
Refundment of local bounty—in suspended files (see

B B i L L e e S A R 13 2,5854.50
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Ciass of claims. No. Amount.
Claims of Schuylkill County, Pa . .ccacueaovaan e e 1 £37, 000. 00
Hiscaﬂmou&ms. Amount stated in one case only. ] b2, 85
Total - oocn e o o gl mmamm i nnsansseune sasenn el (18 000 | EECT, TO1. &3

There are no State claims before this office.

NoTeE A.—The actual number of pay and bounty claims in the current
files 1s 44,204, of which probably 1 per cent, certainly not more than 500 in
all, originated elther prior or su nent to the late war. To fix the ex-
act number of claims originating d said war would reguire the hand-
ling of all the 44,264 claims and involve more labor than would be justified
by the result. The estimate of the amount of these claims is based on the
following figures: During the last five years 128,518 claims for arrears of pay
and bou.ut]y avebeendis d of, including cases disallowed, and the amount
paid to claimants was $5,196,547.26, an average of $40.43 claim. At this
rate the 43,704 claims on hand will amount to $1,790.501.42, The amount
claimed, however, or the amount to which the claimants think themselves
entitled, may be several million dollars in excess of these figures.

NoTte B.—Prior to 1882 the Auditor summarily disallowed claims in cases
where it was not apparent that arrearages were due. The paperswere then
sent to the disallowed or s nded flles, and no further action was taken
unless claimants requested that thelr cases be referred to the Second Com;
troller. It has been for many years and still is the practice to send all
claims to these files in cases where the claimants fail or neglect to furnish
necessary evidence within three years after such evidence has been called
for. “There are now in these files about 100,000 informally disallowed and
dormant cases which may be called up and placed in the currentfiles atany
time. In fact, such cases are being called up almost every day. For that
reason I have included them in this report. t the rate of $40.43 each these
claims wonuld involve in round numbers $4,000,000. I have also included all
miscellaneous claims which have been summarily disallowed or laid aside
because they have not been completed within three years. These claims
are liable to be called up at any time.

Respectiully yours,
J. N. PATTERSON, Auditor.

The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY.

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE THIRD AUDITOR,
Washington, D. C., February 8, 1833.
SIR: In response tothe resolution of the House of Representatives, passed
January 1 m and your comm tion of February 2, 1803, I submit a re-
ort of claims in this office, either pending or disallowed, which originated
uring the late war,

For the purpose of the resolution it seems proper to consider claims ot

officers and soldiers and Army employés, and claims growing out of the
hire or loss of boats in the tary service, as originating ‘‘in the Army.”
Pending claims.
Number | Amount
of claims. | claimed,
Claim of officers and soldiers for their horses lost or

bought by the Government, for commutation of ra-

tions to prisoners of war, and for other Army allow-

ANCeS o eceae s em e aan csemssmmcssssassssavmmans 4,074 | 430, 683
Charter of boats, balances claimed 25 157, 480
Loss of boats in service (claims for insurance 7 31, 500

O e i o Rn s A e S A n A e e e Pt 5,006 | 628,663
Amounts g in State war claims:

New York..... A 624, 24

Pennsylvania. M 79

80, 056. 03

Pending claims for army supplics bought or taken, hire or use of property, etc.

. Amount
Number, alabried

§71,368

440 68, 419

181, 930

508 241,322

2,845

81 24, 567

105 15, 618

45 31, 640

12 21,233

20 14, 327

46 50, 541

o4 3,846

55 4,244

14 4,042

22 2,061

19 2,040

24 524

24 650

3 2,411

13 539

12 804

South Carolina __ 13 298

Minnesota 7 6090

7 1,828

8 991

7 818

6 213

Total.......... s i e 2,521 811,558

Summary of pending claims.
Number. 3moun|

By officers, soldiers, and army employés = 4,074 $430, 688
Balances claimed on charters of boats ..._........ .... 157, 480
Losses of boats—claims by insurance companies_.... 7 81,500

Amounts in State war clalms—New York and Penn-
AYIOANIR. oo snmnins B o 2 e e =] 2 £0, 050
Individual claims in various States._.... 2,511 811,558
7 Y e o e S e S A A e e el By e e 7,629 1,520,282

DISALLOWED CLAIMS.

It is possible to state with precision in respect to claims for the value of
horses, boats, ete., loat in the military service and in re: t to the war
claims of States. Being governed by special statutes, they have been kept
each as a distinct class; moreover, the latter cluss originated exclusivel
during the war, and the former in a great proportion. But, in respect to the

t number and varlety of miscellaneous claims, a distinction as between .
those which ori d the period of the war, and those which have
originated subsequently, could be made only by a great expenditure of
labor, involving a delay which I understand could not be allowed. I can
submit, therefore, in respect to them only an approximate estimate.

Amount

Number. | gaimed.
Claims for horses lost in the military service.._...... 10,791 | 1,023,810
Claims for boats lost in the military service.......... 94 1,070,063
e ey T 10, 885 2,603,882

Disallowed amounts in State war claims (including interest claims).
LD e R s o

nte ..o
West Virginia .
Eentucky - .oooceaanen
Swmmary of disallowed claims,
Amount
Number. | c1aimed.
For horses lost in military service ............. B Empee 10,791 | §1,623,819
For boats, ete., lost in tary service.. o4 1, 070,
Disallowances in State warclalms.___._.... 26 7,508, 247
Estimated in miscellaneous claims .......__ B X b e 85,000 | 13,000,000
1y 78 o ey RN I I e (e ) 45,811 | 23,287,129
Very respectfully, ¥
W. H. HART, Auditor.

The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY.

TREASURY DEPARTMENT,
OFFICE OF THE AUDITOR OF THE TREASURY
FoR THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT,
Washington, D. C., February 14, 1593,
Sir: In compliance with a resolution of Congress dated January 16, 1
as construed by your letter of the 2d instant, a copy of which was recei
at this office on the 9thinstant, in which youdirect, **so far as the same may
be practicable, to state the number of war clalms presented and the amounts
involved now on flle in your office, which have been lowed, in whole or
in part,” I have the honor to state that I am somewhat in donbt whether or
not claims for the transportation of the mails prior to May 31, 1861, can
prggerlywbe classed mags hgm LRI outt of the#t% War. "
ports concern ese claims have frequen een made to Congress,
and on the 3d of March, 1877, an appropriation of 8;?5.000 was made for their

payment.

éml John Sherman, Secretary of the Treasury, construed the act making
sald appropriation as follows: “The appropriation should mot be drawn
upon in excess of accounts stated and anabia under the provisions of the
law, nor should money be paid out of this appropriation until the whole of
the claims are received and adjusted, and if the appropriation is insufficient
they should then be paid pro rata.' The result was that but few of the
claimants complied with that provision of the act reqs proof of non-
payment by the Confederate States government, consequently no payments
;f;': mjde out of sald appropriation, and the same was covi into the

Sury.

The above action was not considered by this office as a disallowance of said
claims, and they still remain on the books of this office as unsettled. The
amount stan to the credit of ante bellummail contractors for service per-
ay 31, 1861, is estimated at £450,000, but I am clearly of the
opinion that nearly, it not all, of said service has been for by the Con-
federate States government, as there is evidence on file in this office that
¥564,544.22 was actually expended for tha%}:urpoee by that government. In
the absence of a record of payments of individual claims by the Confederate
States government, it is impossible to determine which of these claimsare
valid and which are not.

There is such a record in the handsof private parties, asyou have already
been advised, and it is understood that Congress has made provision for its
purchase, Assoon as this office tin possession of sald record, measures
can at once be taken to ascertain what claims remain unpaid and the mum-

formed prior to
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. ber and amount of thcsa which have already been paid by the Confederate
States government, and which will, of course, be disallowed in this office.

Vi respectinlly,
o 2 ' T. B. COULTER, Audifor.

Hon. CHARLES FOSTE
Secretary of the Treasury.

TREASURY DEPARTMERT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
Waskington, D. C., February 16, 1893,
Sir: Pursuant to House resolution of the 16th ultimo and the Secretary’s
tructions of the 2d instant, I have the honor to furnish the following
statement of cotton claims (of which papers are on file in this division)
Yiywhich have been disallowed, either in Whole or in part.™

Statement of cotlon claims presented lo and rejected by the Depariment prior to
the act of Alay 18, 1872.

Number
Number
Origin. Claimants. of bales
of claims.| oo vmad
10 8, 027
2 1,082
10 015
4 7
14 004
20 2,861
25 2,576
1 1,319
6 1,199
10 333
Texas 7 928
Total.... ot 130 18,821

Statement of cotton elaima (of which papers ars on file in this division) “which
s 'rdisaﬁowud. cﬂﬁu{ in 10 o

haes been hole or in part,” under the act of May 18,
1572,
Number
origin. Claimants. | NOmPeT | of bales
AIADRINA. e o is e masiin s 323 22, 614
Ark HEEL 6 19,703
Goargs. - 55| 81
+ | VA ——
Louisiana ... %57 22, 369
Mississippl ... 2 453 32,17
North Carolina. S i o 4 08
Sonth Carolina 17 1,926
Tennessee .... 1 387
PETRN. L, o ann . e aa 103 25, 585
North e S 5 s s e 2
Totw%_under ach of May 18, ... e 1,287 | 133,040
Total prior to act of May 18, |..c....... MEE o 130 18,821
1672, f
G (R ANEL RO ik LI AR T 1,417 | 152,470

These claims are for the a];ror:eeds of sale of cotton seized and sold by the
Government, the money value not beingeghren. About the lowest estimate
of the valueof the cotion has generall n conceded to be B100 per bale. At
this rate the claims wounld aggregate §15.247,000

The tenth and final report of the Southern Claims Commission shows that
22 298 clalms were presented to it for adjudication, amounting in the aggre-

te to $00.258.150.44. The amount allowed was 34,638,020.00, leaving disal-
owed, §55.621,2:9.70.

From the so-called * captured and abandoned pr%}ert records ™ it is ap-
parent that a class of claims exist which are not identical with ‘‘cotton™
and ** stores and sapplies,” above mentioned, consisting of rents for prop-

in New Orleans, La., Memphis, Tenn., and other places, and for selzure
aml sale of miscellaneous property. Itis aved that of the §10,-
000,600 of eaprured and abandoned property found in the Treasury at least
one-fourth was realized from these miscellaneous sources, say £2,500.000,

The cotton tax levied by the act of July 1. 1862, an act to provide internal
revenus, etc., was entirely under the control of the Office of Internal Rev-
enue. t Secretary C. S. Falrehild, in a letter dated April 23, 1885, in
m?el to some ing conce the tax, says:

];y the report of the CommIissioner of Internal Revenne, it is found that
the sum of money realized to the Government was as follows:
“ For the year ending June 30—

This is all this data in this division relative thereto.

SUMMARY.
Cotton claims e —eee $L5, 247, 000. 00
Stores and supplies ... SR , B21, 220,75
Miscellaneous it 2, 500, 000. 00
Cotton tax SRR 68, 072, 388. 01
R e e T S s e e A o o A 141, 440, 618, 66

4. W. THOMPSON,
Miscellaneouns Divigion.
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY.

From the foregoing letters orreports from the First Comptroller, E.emmgi
Third and Sixth Aﬁﬁmm and the chief of the m.'l.wellnngnna division
the Secrengs office, it appears that the total number and amount of claims
“pending ' in the Treasury Department '‘growing, either directly or indi-
f:;:rtly. out ;:lf the late war for the suppression of the rebellion," is as fol-

s, namely:

Oifilce of l-yirat Comptroller: Number not stated; amott;# 381.58.

OmMmece of Second Auditor: Number, 144,085; amount, &, 877,791

Office of Third Auditor: Number 71,7562; amount, 826,827 688,25, The fore-
g{gmg includes twenty-six State war claimsdisallowed, amounting vo §7,543,-
247.22 (Including interest), but which, like other disallowed claims, are sub-
Ject to revision (or reopening) and allowance in whole or b

Offlce of the Sixth Auiditor: Numbernot stated; amnum?::umawd; $450,-

These clalms are for transportation of the mails prior to May i, 186f.
and have been classed both as anfe-bellum and “ war claims."” The actof
March 3, 1877, npprooprmtn the sum of $375,000 for their payment (Statutes
at Large, volume 19, page 3062) states that it was for “* mail service perf
in Southern S.ates (named) in the years 1850, 1880, and 1861, before
said States e in war against the United States.”

The treaty of Washington fixes April 13, 1861, as the commencement of

the civil war, and the SBupreme Court, in the prize cases (2 Black, 636),
held that the war commenced in A 1861, 8O that, au least, a lportion
of the service performed was prior to May 31, 1861. The sald appropriation
of #375,000 was covered into the Treasury aud the on the

books of the Sixth Auditor’s Office as ‘unsettled.’

Secretary's ofiice, miscellaneous division: Cotton claims, $15,247,000; cot-
ton tax, $08,072,358.91; miscellaneous, §2,500,000; stores and supplies, 53.021.-
22075, to §141,440,618. 66,

As stated in the report of the chief of the miscellaneous division, 130 cot-
ton claims, aguregating 18,821 bales of cotton, Were presented to and re-
Jjected by the Treas: partment prior Lo the act of May 18, 1872; under
sald 1,287 cotton clalms were presented, aggregating 133,649 bales of cot-
ton, ch have been disallowed, either in whole or part, are now on the
files of said division.

These claims are for the proceeds of sale of cotton seized and sold by the
Government, the money value not being As the lowest estimate of
the value of cotton has been gquite generally conceded to he 8100 per bale (a
very moderats estimate), the claims wonkg thus nﬁegm but &
whereas the actual value was undoubtedly considerably more.

The eotton tax lavied by the act of July 1, 1862, entd “‘An act to provide
internal revenue,” was rendered ni ry by the action of the so-called
“seceding States,” and was imposed like other taxes to secure means to
suppress the rebellion then threatening the nation’s life, and like them was
distinctively a ** war tax."

It was absolutely necessary to meet the steadily increasing costof the war,
to meet the rapidly angumen blic debt, and to preserve the public
eredit at home and abroad. It wasbut a tithe of the taxation imposed on
the people of the ‘*loyal States,” who bore their burdens uncomplainingly
and loyally, and, like most of the taxes by said act, was sweptawa,
when the authority of the Government had beenfully established, its Habil-
ties determined, and its financial capacity and responsibility fully provento
the world. It was imposed and collected as a *‘war tax,” and was so consid-
ered when it was repealed. Whatever may be the future policy of the Gov-
fsmmem with respect to its refund, it was, and s clearly a ““war tax," and

50 mportad.

The item of §2,500,000, stated as “* miscellaneous claims," grew out of what
is known as "calpw.rad. and abandoned property,” which are distinct from
“eottonclaims ' and * stores and supples," They com: rents for prop-
erty mosily in New Orleans and Memphis, and for seizure and sale of mis-
cellaneous Tty.

The tenth and fin t of the Commissioners of Claims (known as the
Southern Claims Co on) shows that 22,208 claims were presented to it
for adjudication, smotmun%‘lfz the agrogm.s to 260,258, 150.44.

The amount allowed was %m , leaving the sum of $55,621,220.75 as
“disallowed.” Of this Iast-named amount, a considerable portion has been
paid by Congress, estimated at 3,000,000, as the exact amount can not ba ac-
curately ascertained. A considerable number of these ciaims have re-
ferred to the Court of Claims under the so-called * Bowman act,” and will ba
stated or accounted for probably by tbe Attorney-General in his report to
the House of Representaiives.

Office of First Comptroller: Direct tax, including surplus from

R O I s e i e e s e S IOL. D
Ofee of Second Anditor... 5, 877,791.43
Office of Third Aunditor.._. 28, 327, 688, 25
Ofee ot Sixth Auditor..._... il et A s 450, 000. 00

Ofce of Secretary, miscellane ous division:
nanmnmmsemvnen S10y 24T, 00000
aemmssmm=e= 08,072 588.01
2, 500, D00, 00
Stores and supplies .o enee.. 05,021,220.75 -
141,440, 618. 60

zem---= 174,821,500, 92
8,000, 000. 00

Tota s i et i A S e Ho M T = S g
Less claims allowed and paid by Congress (estimated).....

Sttt U BRI W e e e e LB TR T

In view of the importance of the subject, involving as it does the possible,
it not probable, expenditure of hundreds of millions of dollars for r.hgfpay—
ment of *war claims,” by a reversal of the well-established policy of the
Government in respect to that class of claims, 1 deem it proper to cite
what was said by President Grant in three annual messages, and by several
of my predecessors on this subject in their reports to Congress.

In fifth annual mem%e to Co: , made December 2, 1873, President
Grant, inre t to the subject of clalms against the Government (espec-
ially war cl ) and the facilities afforded by existing laws for thairpros-
ecution, said as follows, viz:

“Each of the Departments of State, Treasury, and War have demands for
many milllons of dollars upon their files, they are rapidly accumulat-
ing. “To these may be added those now pending before Congress, the Court
of Claims, and the Southern Claims Commission, making, in the gate,
animmense sum. Mostof those grew out of the rebellion, and are intended
to indemnify persons on boih sides for their losses during the war, and
afew of them are fabricated and supported by false tesimony. Projects
are on foot, it s beliaved, to induce Congress to provide for new classes of
claims, and to revive old ones through the repeal or modifcation of the stat-
ute of limitations by which they are now barred.

"1 pr these scl if proposed, will be received with little favor

Congress, and | recommend that persons having clalms against the
nited States, cognizable by any tribunal orde :.mamthamor.herﬂ:h'ed
to present them at an eavrly day, and that legislation be directed so far as
practicable to the defeat of unfounded and ust demands upon the Gov-
ernment; and I would suggest as a means of preventing fraud, that wit
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upon in person to testify before those tribunals
having said claims before them for adjudication.

"I"rohabg the largest sa to the national Tr can be secured by
timely legi at‘loq‘on these sub; , of any of the economic measures that
vwill be pro

1n his seventh anuual message, made December 7, 1875, he further said:

1 will s“ﬁ?‘ﬂ or mention another subject bearing upon the problem of
‘how to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to accumulate balances.” Itis
to devise some better method of verifying clalms against the Government
than at present exists throngh the Court of Claims, especially those claims
growing out of the late war.

"nglng is more certain than that a very large percentage of the
amounts passedand paid are either wholly fraudulent or are far in excess
of the real losses sustained. The large amount of losses proven—on good
testimony, according to existing laws, by afidavits of fctitious or unscrupu-
lous persons—to have been sustained on small farms and plantaiions are
not only far beyond the possible yield of those places for any one year, but,
as every one knows who has had experience in tilling the soil, and who has
visited the scenes of these spoliations, are, in many instances, more than
the individual claimants were ever worth, including their personal andreal

estale.

“*The 1 of the Attorney-General. which will be submitted to Congress
atan early day, will contain a detailed history of awards made and of clalms
pending of the class here referred to.”

In hﬁa eighth “{nml last) annual message, made December b, 1876, appears
the following, viz:
© 7 invite your special attention to the following recommendation of the
Becretary of War:
“+That the claims under the act of July 4, 1884, for su § taken by the
Army during the war, be removed irom the offices of the Quartermaster and
Commissary Generals and transferred to the Southern Claims Commission.
These claims are of precisely similar nature to those now before the Sonuth-
ern CL Commission, and the War Department Bureaus have not the
clerical forece for their examination, nor proper machinery for investigating
the loyalty of the claimants."”

The follo extract from the annual r of Secretary Bristow, made
mber 6, 1875, states so fully and clearly the state of the

to Congress on
law respecting claims against the Government (mainly relat: to war
chim;pgn it is quoted entire as contal t a;{ul valuable infor-

mation on the subject of the inquiry of the House of Representatives, viz:
CLAIMS AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT.

“The gtate of the law relating to the examinationand payment of certain
classes of claims against the Government should receive the attention of

“The Third Aunditor and Second Comptroller, accounting oficers of tha
Treasury tment, are required by law to adjudicate and settle clalms
upon the United States for the valus of property lost or destroyed whils in
Fmeﬂslnn of theGovernment, elther by contract or impressment, and claims

or stores recelved or taken and usoi.’f‘ by the Army. The power conferred

upon these officers is an anomalous one, Before the year 1816 claims ofthis
nature were presanted directly to and when found to be just and
Eropar. were provided for by special legislation. By theact approved April
3 ﬂsgnwus made for t to owners of prog:rl.y lost or de-
atng‘mm the war between the ted States and Great B

" uant to this act, a commissioner was appointed by the President,
with the advice and consent of the Senate, whose duty it was to decide all
cases & under the act, and upon his adjundication the amount found
due the clalmant was paid out of the Treasury. By an amendment to this
act, made the next year, the commissioner was req’ to report the facts
in each case to Congress, to the end that provision might be made for the
rellef of the clalmant, and all cases in which the amount allowed exceeded
#200 were required to be revised by the Secretary of War and confirmed by
him before payment.

“By the act approved April 20, 1818, all claims under the act of 1818 and its
amendment not acted on by the commissioner were transferred to the Third
Auditor, who, in his adjundications, was to be governed by the rules pre-
scribed for the commissioner. Again, in 1822 it was enacted that the ac-
counting officer of the Treasury Department should audit and settle, with-
out limitation, claims of officers, volunteers, and other personsin the cam-

n_against the Seminole Indians, under rules to be prescribed by the
lldenl;. }Vhen. h?wwer. in l?.t 2 esni ed a similar %cnt& §or the
settlement ol claims for property los exped: against tha anson
the frontier of Illinois and Mgan. the Third Anditor of the Treasury was
required to exa allow, and pay them, whatever the amount, as similar
claims were req to be allowed and under the acts of 1816 and 1817.

* But again, bgmeact of June 30, 1834, 1f a claim of this ter exceeded
#200, instead of deciding the same, the Third Auditor was required to re
the whoie proof to Congress. B{ the subsequent acts of January 18, 1837;
March 2, 1847, and March 3, 1849, all of which were enactments in relation to
property lost or destroyed in the military service of the United States, the
Third Auditor had the power to decide and pay, without provision, under

rules ribed by the Secretary of War, with the assent of the President,
all el 8, whatever the amount. By an amendment to the actof 1849, made
July 23, 1808, the Auditor was required to transmit his adjustment to

the Second Com ller for his decision. 4

“By the act of July 4, 1854, as amended by the acts of February 21, 1857;
December 23, 1860, and March 3, 1871, and section 300 éﬁandix to Revised
Statutes, the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims was d red not to include
any claim against the United States growing out of the destruction, or ap-
propriation of, or dsmage 10 property by the Army or Navy engaged in the
suppression of the rebellion, but claims of loyal cltizens, in States not in re-
be!uam for guartermaster stores and subsistence received or taken for the
use of the Army are to be reported to the Third Auditor by the Quarter-
master-General or Commissary-General, with a recommendation for settle-
ment.

* Whileno uniform rule has been adopted in the settlement of these claims,
it is not easy to perceive the reasons which induced Congress to de
from that first established in the act of 1516, But whatever may have %
the reason, experience has shown that the accounting officers of the Treas-
ury are not the proper persons to have the duty of pa upon such claims.
In almost every case these settlements req an inves on which prop-
erly belongs to a court of law. In practice, this investization is often not
manade elther by the Third Anditor or the Second Comptroller, but is neces-
sarily intrusted to subordinates not accustomed to consider and weigh evi-
dence. Thus great injustice is done the Government by thé allowance of
claims u evidence \aken ex parie. which would not be admissible ina

court of law nized for the ascertainment of truth.

“The act of March 30, 1868, uced in section 191, Revised Statutes,
makes it at least doubtful whether the Secre of the Treasury has power
the quam:lonagloe re-

to prevent this evil, unless he should take n?mn
bility of refusing to sign warrants for the payment of adjudicated

“'Clalms against the Govermment have been permitted to sleep until the

officers connected with the transactions out of which they arose have died,
or gone out of gervice, and then been revived and by ex parts tes-
timony of such character as to cause their allowance by the accounting offi-
eers. F v

“As o partial remedy for this evil, it is recommended that all such claims
be barred if not presented within a specified time. There is, cally, no
Hmitation now. It will be seen that the act of 1818 barred ms not pre-
sented within two years. Perhaps this period is too short. Six years is
adopted in the legislation of most of the States as the time inwhich actions
on simple contracts are barred.

“Cinims against the Government should not be valld for a longer time
than this, and there are strong reasons for requiring them to be nted
ina shorter time. But o better and more effectual remedy for, the evil
would be the enactinent of a law requiring all such c to be presented
in the United States circult couris of the districts where they arise,

rocecdings in the nature of snits against the United States, under suc

mitations and restrictions, both as to the right to institute the suit and as
to the mode of procedure, as Congress may see proper to im

* It may besaid that such acourse would be at variance with theideathatthe
sovereign should not be snbject to suit. The United States, as a 80
power, however, has practically subjected itself to sult by the legislation
already cited, as well as by the establishment of the Court of Claims. The
theory of exemption from sult has been long since abandoned in England
by the allowance of the petitlonof rightin any one of the superior courts of
common law or equity at Westminster.

"Ba;ide«la, im just gov‘:rnt%ent. can now afford to withhold from its ldﬂi
gens the right to present and prc t P demands upon it
some form or other; and it is better both for the Government and the hon-
&5t claimant that the claim should be passed npon by a competent tribunal,
armed with power to ascer the truth and to prevent fraud. The advan-
tage to the Government of such a course is manifest. Claims. instead of

£ paid on partial and ex parte testimony, would be subjected wthormﬁh
examipation by a court and jury, and the interests of the Government would
be protected by its attorneys.

* The highest test of the credibility of a witness consists in cross-exami-
glzl\tionhi:y opposing counsel in the presence of thetribunal which is to weigh

e evidence.

“ Experience has shown that as a rule no claim subjected to the scrutiny
of a court in the vicinity where it arises is likely to be sustafned if it is un-
founded in fact, while on the contrary such claims are often carried through
the Department without attiracting the attention of those who either know
them to be false or have the means of them to be so, and not until
they are made mdpnbuc- after payment is evidence of their fraudulent char-
acter . Ithas happened that ciaims have been the
oflcers which were su/

coun
fi

engaged in the fraud.

*In Eugland, by an act passed in 1880 to amend the petition of right against
the Government, it 15 provided that, so far as applicable, the eourse of pro-
cedureinthe trial of suits between subject and subject should be extended

thereto.
“Trial in the vicinage is no less imporiant to the Government than tothe
honest claimant. a citizen from a distant part of the Union
to come to Washington bring his proofs with him to try his claim
against the Government often rates oppressively on him,

corresponding beneflt to the Government. It is difficult to perceive why
such a case snould not be tried in the vicinity where it arises, and where,
said, if tried with the publicity attending a jury trial,
present to undergo ¢ tion, the establish-
melnb of false and fraudulent claims would certainly be rendered more dif-
cult.

“The Government would be placed at no disadvantage by the remoteness
of the place of trial from the Departments where the public records are kept,
for the statute already makes certified copies of such records competentev-
idence, and they could as well be sent to distant parts of the country as to
the courts sit in Washi City. In rare and exceptional cases the
production of original records may be reguired, but those could be sent in
the charge of a proper custodian.”™

In his annual report to Congress, made December 3, 1877, Secretary Sher-
man sald, in respect to clalms ngainst the Government, as follows:

“The attention of Congress is called to the laws nn?oslng u this De-
partment the adjndication of a multitude of elaims. Its org'n.nmion is ad-
mirably adapted for the investigation and statement of accounts accruing
in the ordinary conrse of current business, but it is not adapted to the in-
vestigation of claims long since accrued, and supported, in most cases, by
ex parte afidavits.”

'he Department has no authority to cross-examine witnesses, no agents
to send to examine into alleged facis, and no facilities, such as are in com-
mon use by courts, to ascertain truth and expose falsehood. It is respect-
fully snggested that this class of elaims not already acted wpon be trans-
ferred from the Treasury Department, and fits lmsiiess of accoun be
confined to current accounts, payable from appropriations made wi a
short period of time.

Most of these clalms are paid out of what are classed as * permanent an-
nual a ations,"” contained in section 3889, Revised Statutes, which do
not-come under the annual sufmr\-iaion of Cno;ﬁraas. These appropriations,
though declared to be annual, have been for the payment of claims,
however old, includingnearly every case of frandulent or ex: rated claims
paid by this Department. [t is respectfully urged that this important see-
tion be carefully revised: thau the appropriationscontained therein bemade
annually; and that only such claims as accrue within a brief period be pald
by the Department. ess pra?er evidence in their [avor ap upon the
public records, as in the case of the principal or interest of the funded debt.

" . £ o " ] ®
Under the act of July 4, 1884, and acts amendatory thereof, and section
300, Appendix to Revised Statutes, claims of loyal citlzens, in States not in
rebellion, for quartermaster's stores and subsistence supplies received or
taken for the use of the Army, are to be reported by the Quartermas -
eral or Commissary-General, ifsatisfled that they are ust, to the Third Au-
ditor for settlement. The action of the accoun ofilcers of the
Department upon this class of claims is required by the act of June 16, 167

to bereported by the Secretary to Congress at the commencement of each
session for consideration before payment by appropriation. The number of
claims 1s very large. and the amount a.u.oa.s'r ;;‘od thereon and

of
rted in the Digest of Apgropriauon.e for 1877 is $270,357.
= er classes of u':lmimgY under the jubz;tsd!caon o; the same accoun of
cers, butnot required by statute to be reported for specific appropria
include those for co jon for horses and egui] ts lost in the mil-
tary service, and for nse and loss of steamboats other railroad
e etc., under the act of March 3, 1849, amended and construed by
of March 8, 1883, and June 22, 1874, and sections 3482 to 8489, Revised
Statutes. These claims are numerous and involve o large amount in the

re;
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May 25,

By the act of May 18, 1872, section 5, the Secretary of the Treasury was au-
thorized and directed to pay to the lawful owners. or their legal represent-
atives, the net proceeds actually paid into the Treasury of all cotton seized
after the 30th day of June, 1865, by agents of the Government unlawfully
and in violation of theirinstructions. The Secretary was invested with sole
jurisdiction asto theconstruction of the act, and the methods by which the
facts should be ascertained.

Under certain regulations of the Department, 1,333 clalms were filed,
ﬁ&sil%lﬁ otd!aa proceeds of 135,000 bales of cotton, the estimated value of which

These claims have bzen acted on as follows:
Number of claims rejected 1,189
Number of claims dismisse 80
Number of claims allowed. 40
Number of claims pending __ 2
The amount paid on allowed St e et e A UL

The act is strictly limited in its scope. and was apparently intended to
afford relief in a comparatively small number of cases not disposed of by

the Secretary before the proceeds of captured property was covered into the
Treasury, under the joint resolution of March 30, 1868, and in which wrong-
ful or erroneous seizures were made by the agents of the Government en-
gaged, after the close of active hostilities. in collecting and g the
mm.t{l thousand bales of cotton scatterad through the Southern States,
which had been sold by its former owners to the Confederate States.

“The amount of cotton taken was known to be greatly in excess of that
which came into the hands of authorized agents of the Government subse-
buent to June 30, 1865; and in view of the facts that almost all of the 50,000 bales
of cottcn collected after that date, the proceeds of which reached the Treas-
gg. had been sold to the Confederate States during the war, or was unlaw-

Iy wgnjred by companies formed for the purpose of running the block-
ade, and that the restrictions of the act whereby the power of the Secretary
to grant relief was conflned within very narrow limits, the reason for the
Eﬁymantoi so small an amount, as contrasted with the vast sum demanded,

a ren!

“Upon the summary statement thus made, the Secretary respectfully
recommends that all anthority or power in this Department to pass upon
claims that do not accrue within a brief period before they are presented,
and which are not nmdllygrosacuted by theclaimants, be talken away; that
no clalm once passed upon by the Department shall be reopened, and that
the decisions heretofore rendered shall be final.

*“1t is possible that, in acting upon the multitude of claims growing out
of a great war, injustice has in some cases been done, and that honest claims
have not been paid, while some fraudulent claims have been paid. But
freat.ar injustice would be done bf’reogenlngcla.ims growing outof the war.

t is the best policy to consider all such claims notheretofore pald as closed,
n?eles?g!ongress, by special acts in particnlarcases, shall extend appropri-
ate relief.

“There should be a limitation of time within which a claim should be pre-
sented, and a like limitation within which a suitin behalf of the United
States should be commenced. Such a limitation is especially needed as to
suits brought by the United States agalnst sureties on oficial bonds. In
some cases, claims against the principal debtor, long delayed by the neglect
of the Government, are unjustly pressed against the surety. Nearly allthe
fraudulent and exaggerated cla.{ms that have been presented to this De
ment are alleged to have accrued lonﬁ since, and the evidence of the facts
that would be a comgleta defense is lost by time. Such claims are sup-
Rorted by plausible affidavits, and, in some causes by forgery, and perjury.

statute of limitations in all cases would be a proper measure, not only as
to claims between citizens, but as to claims for or against the Government.

“The Secretary recommends this subject to the attention of Congress."

In his annual report for 1878, Secretary Sherman further said:

“The attention of Congress is again called to the necessity of some 13513-
lation as to the adjudication of claims which are now within the jurisdiction
of this Department.

“While the Department is well organized for the investigation of ac-
counts accruing in the ominardy course of current business. it1s notadapted
to the examination of old and disputed claims of a different character.

“ For the proper investigation of such claims the methods adopted in all
our courts for ascertaining the truth are undoubredly the best. For this

a tribunal which will require the best evidence of which the nature
of the case mit, the production of al pg})era rather than pre-
tended copies, the sworn statement of the witness himself to facts in his
own knowledge and not the hearsay of third parties, the examination and
cross-examination of the witness, not his ex parte statement E}rivaaely taken,
a pubg;ltfeariug. and a public record of proceedings open to inspection, is
essen

* These are some of the safe ds which the experience of the wisest leg-
islators has placed around the judicial investigation of questions of law and
ac

fact.

“It is evident that this Department can not furnish those safeguards; and
a provision of law which will relieve the Department of all important dis-
puted questions of law and fact is recommended. The Court of Claimsisa
tribunal well qualified for such jurisdiction. 1t has the prestige of a court
of justice; its Judges are appointed for life, and transact their business de-
ﬁbembal{asyswmaucau , and publicly. Theyare foverncd by the ordinary
rules of law, and their decisions are of record, with an appeal in proper
cases to the énpreme Court of the United States.

“In this connection, your attention is invited to the Iimportance of pro-
viding some limitation of time within which claims against individuals and

ainst the Government shall be prosecuted, or, for want of such prosecn-
tion, be forever barred. Such limitations, which form part of the codes of
all eivilized nations, rest partly upon the theory that public peace demands
an end of litigation, but mainly upon the well-founded assumption that a
delay beyond a reasonable time to prosecute a clalm furnishes a presump-
tion that it is unfounded.
» * - ® * * *

*‘All legislationupon this snbjectshould look to the guiet.lng of old claims,
whether against or in favor of the Government. A decision, made as final
by the accounting ofcers, or.tl]aly the Secretary or other officer of this Depart-
menthaving jurisdiction, should be regarded as final, both in the Department
and in all other tribunals; and all propositions providing for the revision,
in the Court of Claims or elsewhere, of such decislons are opposed to the
true Efslnciples of legislation.™

In annual report made to Congress December 6, 1880, Secretary Sher-
man further sald:

‘‘The necessity of legislation for the adjudication of claims now within
the jurisdiction of this Department has been called to the attention of Con-

in several formerreports. Itisdeemed unnecessary torepeatindetail

he reasons which exist for the enactment of the measures which have here-

tofore been recommended. It will be sufficient to call the attention of Con-

ﬁ?ﬂf condensed statement, to the objects which it is proposed to ac-
com;

“As suggested in a formsar report, the great object of leglslation on the

subject of claims is, to render thair adjustment speedy and final and to dis-
ooumgat.he allowance of old demands or the reéxamination of thosa alread

settled. A general provision of law by which all important disputed qtug-
tions of law or fact may be referred to the Court of Claims for trial would
g}‘?auil&guam the officers of this Department, and tend to promote the ends

“That tribunal ngts the methods used by all courts of justice for ascer-
taining the truth, which include the requirement of the best evidence which
the nature of the case admits, the cross-e; tion of witnesses instead of
ex parie statements, and public hear and public record of proceedings,
In such legislation axms:s provision should be made against the rehearing
of clalms which have been once adjndicated in mycour% or by Congress, or
by the acconnting officers of the Treasury, or that have n{arr by any
statute of limitations.

**The former recommendation that some limitation of time within which
claims against the Government shall be prosecuted, or, for want of such
prosecution, be forever barred, is renewed. For the reasons which have in-
troduced statutes of limisation into the codes of all civilized nations, it 1s

ain recommended that it be provided by law thatno claim pending in any
of the Executive Departments shall be allowed unless presented for payment
within six years after such claim has accrued. with the nusual exception in
the case of those prevented by infancy or otherwise from presenting their
claims within such time. and that provisions of a similar character in favor
of those agalnst whom the Government holds claims may be enacted.

“The Department is well organized for the investigation of claims aceru-
ing in the ordinary course of current business, and decisions thereon by the
accounting ufficers made final by existing laws should not be referred to the
Court of Claims or any other tribunal for exa tion."

In his annual report made to Congress December 7, 1885, Secretary Man-
nmﬁ said, as follows:

*The necassl;{uror a general statute of limitation upon the presentation
of demands against the United States becomes every year more apparent.

“The policy of all enlightened natlons protects the individual against de-
mands set uE under cover of obscurity created by lapse of time. But the
Government has even more need of such protection. Usually the individ-
ual has auch personal knowledge of his business as will warn him against
unjust claims and guide him to the evidence which may protect him.

“The vast business of the Government is carried on entirely through
agents, and many causes tend to uce frequent cha among them.
Even when an ex officer can be reached, his memory is likely to be imperfect
in respect to some long past transaction, which was only one among a great
number within his supervision, and many ex officers, in view of the multi-
tude of i.naujries addressed them, have been compelled to decline the unre-
munerated task of researches in their retalned papers.

“The Government is a debtor always to be found, and ever ready to pay
itsdebts; and lo delag ought to ralse a presumption, as readily in its favor
as in favor of an individual, against the rustice of a demand.”

In my annual report made to Congress December 7, 1801, 1 sald:

“The importance of providing some limitation of time within which claims
against the Government shall prosecuted, or for want of such prosecu-
tion be forever barred, is urged ulpon the attention of Congress.

“1t may be assumed that any claim in behalf of an individual whoisina
situation to present it will, if well founded, be ted for payment within
slx years from the time when the claimant’s right first accrued. Such limi-
tations form part of the codes of all civilized nations, and experience has
shown that, as between individuals, less injustice is done by the conclusive

resumption that claims thus delayed beyond a reasomable time are un-

ounded or have been adjusted than by allowing them to be prosecuted after
witnesses to the transaction have died or have been lost sight of and other
evidence has been destroyed.

“The presumption is much stronger in case of a claim against the Gov-
ernment than io one against an individual. The Government is always sol-
vent and can always be found, and it is difficult to suggest a reason why a
valid claim against it should not be presented within the term of six years

“Under the present circumstances, it is impossible to administer equal
justice to those who present old clalms.

“The Comptrollers and Commissioner of Customs have by law the final de-
termination of all claims coming within their jurisdiction, and while one of
them, or the Auditor who first considers the claim, may reject it because its
gosecuuon has been for many years delayed and he therefore believes it to

unfounded, another officer fesls it his duty to examine it upon such evi-
dence as may still exist, becanse Congress has not interposed a statute of
limitation in bar of its allowance. The First Comptroller in his report has
csltlE'ed special attention to the importance of some limitation of this char-
acter.

“It is recommended, therefore, that it be provided by law that no claim
pending in any of the Executive Departments shall be allowed ess pre-
sented for payment within six years after such claim first accrued, with
the usual exception in favor of clalmants disqualified by age, or otherwise,
from prosecu claims within such time.”

THE BOWMAN ACT.

The “*Bowman act” (March 3, 1883) was intended to relieve the over-
burdened committees in Congress by taking from them the labor of in-
vestigating in detail a great mass of claims; and perhaps, also, it was
supposed that a more thorough and less ex parfe examination would thus
be secured, the United States being represented in the Court of Claims by
the Department of Justice.

But, as prior experience might have suggested, it became chlefly a vehicle
by which claimants and attorneys could carry into the Court of Claims a great
number of already adjudicated cases, wholly or part. disallowed, against
which the doors of the court had previously been closed.

These were largely claims under the act of July 4, 1884, for quartermaster’s
stores and commissary supplies taken for United States forces in the loyal
States and Teanesses. Another class were claims partially or wholly disal-
lowed by the so-called Southern Claims Commission.

It is not probable that the Bowman act was designed to afford to claim-
ants this indirect appeal to the court; but such is its practical operation.
By the process of presenting a petition to Congress, and having it referred
t0 a committee, and by then procuring the committee to send it to the court,
the desired end is reached.

For the examination of claims nnder the act of July 4, 1864, the Quarter-
master's Department had in the fleld a corps of able and experienced agents
who visited the localities where the claims accrued, and collected and col-
lated a mass of information invaluable in the consideration of these claims.

Much of this information was obtained by the personal incinlry. inspec
tion, and judgment of the several nts, and often they were largely alded
by statements of persons who would not consent to give formal testimony

inst claims of their neighbors. These examinations were made in a pe-
riod from twenty-eight to ?onneegdyeara ago, when the details were fresh
in the memory of the witnesses, and no investigation at this late date could
possibly secure a tithe of the information then accessible.

The examinations by the commissionersof claims were not only conducted
in the same manner, but also by special commissioners in localities, and
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they were made long agl;.-. when information was in a large degree more ac-

I “bge am ?Eiatmsltgi ts made by the inves agents and
n the 0 @ reports made

much of the testimony secured by themn are notadmmduﬁgﬁgem. Sub-

stantially the pr there are ex parle, for In very few cases can

counter evidence be secured by the Government at this late day, and a cross-

examination which rests upon no beyond the chance of a claimant fla-

grantly contradict: himself, is a feeble check.

These claims were in apt time fully considered by tribunals a?eclauy con-
stituted for the pu:%%se. and Eacnliariy able to ascertain the facts and to
deal out justice to both parties. An ag};eal from their findings after so
great a lapse of time precludes reasonable probability of a fair ascertain-
ment of the truth, amg is contrary to the long-settled judicial as well as leg-
islative policy. Its tendency necessarily is togive undue advantage to un-
serupulous clalmants and attorneys, and places the Government at a great
disadvantage, and in effect accomplishes a complete reversal of the well-

established policy of the Government in respect toclaims growing outof the

civil war. 3
For these reasons I respectfully recommend to the House of Represent-
atives the propriety of repealing the act of Congress of March 3, 1853 (Stat-
utes, volume e 435), entitled “An act to afford assistance and relief to
and the Executive Departments in the investigations of claims
and demands against the Government” (commonly known as “ Bowman
act’’), and that claims referred tothe Court of Claims thereunder bestricken
from the docket of said court, and that the findings of said courton cases

heretofore referred to them betreatedas null and vold, or, if that be deemed

inadvisable under the circumstances, that a joint resolution be passed sus-
D s i A for bonch s S ooty rosutts, oo
s (2 bl CHARLES FOSTER, Secrelary.

Mr. KILGORE. Thestatementwhich the gentleman hasbeen
reading in regard to these claims takes no account, as I under-
stand, of forty or forty-five million dollars of claims arising un-
der the law providing for payment for depredations committed
by the Indians.

Mr. BURROWS. No sir.

Mr. KILGORE. Iwish toask another quest.ion—ale%al ques-
tion—whether the reference of these claims to the Court of
Claims does not have the effect of removing the bar of the stat-
ute of limitations?

Mr. BURROWS. Undoubtedly.

1n response to the same resolution to which I have referred,
the Attorney-General of the United States made a reply, a copg
of which I hold in my hand, which is very brief, and which, wit
permission of the committee, I will embody in my remarks. In
estimating the cases pending before the Court of Claims he
says: Inreviewing the history of the reference of these cases it
appears that up to January 17, 1893, there have been referred to
the court 9,231 claims.

Hon. Benjamin H. Brewster, Attorney-General of the United
States, in his annual report for 1884, says:

TUnder the act of March 3, 1833, the committes of tha Senate have trans-
mitted to the court 22 claims and the committees of the House of Repre-
sentatives 317 claims, amounting in the aggregate to about $4.000,000.

Hon. A. H. Garland, Attorney-General, in his annual report
for 1885, said:

Under the act of March 3, 1883, committees of the Senate and Hounse of Rep-
resentatives have transmitted to the court 304 claims, amounting in the
aggregate to abont 9,000,000,

In 1886 Mr. Garland further said: * During the last term 84
of these cases (after stating that they had referred 1,238 cases),
amounting to $765,000, were acted upon by the court and re-

rted to Congress. Of this number 41 cases, agregating about
ggez,ow, were dismissed for want of jurisdiction. There are now
pending 1,140 cases, involving, in so far as can be ascerfained
from th,e petifions and other papers received, upwards of $30,-

,000.

In 1887 Attorney-General Garland further says: “ There are
now pending about 1,819 cases, involving, so far as can be ascer-
tained, upwards of $50,000,000.”

Tn 1888 Mr. Garlandsays: ‘‘ Thereare now pending 6,062 cases,
involving the sum of $250,000,000.

In 1889 he further reported: ‘‘ There are now I:I:lj)::z:ndin,rg; 6,417
cases, involving an allowance of $350,000,000." e Attorney-
General said further, that is, in 1890: ** There are now pending
7,136 cases, involving, so far as can be ascerfained, a sum aggre-
gating $400,000,000."

Mr. ENLOE. Who said that?

Mr. BURROWS. The Attorney-General, Mr. Miller,

Mr. ENLOE. And he said it aggregated what sum?

Mr. BURROWS. In1889 Attorney-General Garland said these
claims aggregated $350,000,000.

In 1890 Attorney-General Miller stated that there were then
pending in the Court of Claims 7,136 cases, involving, so far as
could be ascertained, upwards of $400,000,000.

M?ltlr. ;S;AYERS. That was the report of Attorney-General
er?

Mr. BURROWS. Yes, sir.

i L‘Iirg. SAYERS. Subsequent to that of Attorney-General Gar-
and?

Mr, BURROWS. Yes.

These are the amounts, accordin,
Attorney-General, pending in the

to the statement of the
ourt of Claims which, to-

ther with those in the various Departments, amounting to
141,000,000 more, make in round numbers anaggregate of claims
now pending in the Departments and before the Courto!l Claims
of 541,000,000, :
I append here the communication from the Attorney-General
covering these figures. They are as follows:

Letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting, pursuant to House reso-
lution, dated January 16, 1833, information relating to claims growing out
of the late war.

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE,
Washington, D, C., Januwary 25, 1593,

SIR: Thave the honor to make the following answer to the resolution of
the House of Representatives, under date of January 16, 1833, ** Thatthe Sec-
retaries of the Treasury, War, and Navy, and tho t.tomeg-Genenl, be di-
rected to report to this House, with as little delay as possible, the number,
amount, and particulars, including the place of origin, and whether pre-
sented by States or individuals, of claims Frowln either directly or indl-
rectly out of the late war for the suppression of the rebellion, pending be-
fore said Departments respectively and the Court of Claims."

For reasons hereafter stated, Iam at present able to give only a general
answer. There are no claims ‘ﬁ:n.d.tng in the artment of Justice proper,
£ either directly or indirectly out of the late war for the suppression
of the rebellion.” The only connection of the Department of Justice with
such is their defense. The Court of C have the custody of all
pa relating thereto transmitied under the Bowman act. ;

hat are claims growing * directly  or “indirectly " out of the “late war
for the suppression of the rebelllon is not determinable with accuracy.

There are pending claims for stores and supplies taken and used the

Army of the United States. These are transmitted to the Court of Ciaims

under the act of March 3, 1883, chapter 118, and commonly known as the

“Bowman act.” A sult for £100.000 in gold alleged to have been seized by

the Army of the United States has since the date of the resolution been

tried. The clalmants allege that the ownershég was individual, while the
defendant says it was the property of the late Confederate government.

The elalm of the Chesapeake Female College of Virginia, involving a de-
mand for $100,000, is by act of Congress sent to the Court of Claims, with au-
thority to give a im;ment. for the use and occupation of premises bel
to the claimant at the seat of war, although by the Bowman act a judgmen
is unauthorized, and a claim for compensation for such use occupation
is without the jurisdiction of the court. These claims may fairly represent
a class growing directly out of the war,

To another class belong claims for refunding direct taxes under the act of
March 2, 1891, of which large numbers have been transmitted by the Treas-
ury Department under the provisions of section 1063, Revised Statutes, and
also the claim of the State of New York to recover $130,000 interest on bonds
issued by that State to raise money to equip troops to assist in the suppres-
sion of the rebellion. The latter case is pending in the Supreme Court of
the United States on an appeal by the defendant from a judgment in favor
of the State of New York for #91,820.84. These cases may be said to grow
**indirectly " out of the war.

Jurisdiction over these various classes of claims is therefore acquired un-
der the Bowman act, the Tucker act, and special acts of Co 8S.

In an exhibit to my report for 1892 it will be seen that on November 1, of
that year, there were pending in the Court of Clalms, transmitted under the
Bowman act, 7,863 cases. Filed since November 1, 1892, to January 17, 1898, 4;
total, 7,872; disposed of since November 1, 1802, 68; pending January 17, 1898,

7,804,
"The following table shows the number of cases transmitted by Congress
under the Bowman act heretofore:

3

1802 :
Since November 1, 1892, to January 17, 1803_.._... e e S b

Total number referred to the court _.__._. Ak o
Total number pending January 17, 1808 . oo e e cmem s e

The foregoing tabulation is made from the dockets of the Court of Claims,
As seen, claims gra directly and indirectly out of the late war for the
suppression of the rebellion are not confined to Bowman-act cases, nor are
Bowman-act cases made up alone from war claims. Other matters are
transmitted for investigation by Congress under the Bowman act and are
included in the numbers given above. No attempt has heretofore been
made to segregate from the number pending under the Bowman act such
as are strictly war clalms.

A reference to the annual reports of the Attorneys-General since 1884 m
afford some information upon the subject of the methods adopted in estl-
mating the sums claimed in cases transmitted under the Bowman act.

Hon. Benjamin Brewster, Attorney-General, in his annual report for 1884,

said:

. “Under the act of March 3, 1883, chapter 116, committees of the Senate

have transmitted to the courts 22 claims and committees of the House ol

Representatives 817 claims, amounting in the aggregate to a.boubugiﬂ.nm."
on. A. H. Garland, Attorney-General, in his annual report for 1885, sald:

** Under the act of March 3, 1883, chapter 116, committees of the Senate and
House of Representatives have transmitted to the court 394 claims, amount-
ing in the ag%}'egaw to about 9,000,000,

In 1888 Mr. GGarland, in his annnal report, said:

“Under the act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act, committess
of the Senate and House of Representatives have transmitted to the court,
to date, 1,238 cases. The amount claimed can not be accurately stated, but
involves a very large sum.

“During the last term 84 of these cases, amounting to upward of &764,000,
were acted on by the court and reported to Congress. Of this number 41
cases, aggregating about £362,000, were dismissed for want of jurisdiction.

“There are now pending 1,140 cases, invol , In so far as can be ascer-
tained from the petitions and other papers received, upward of £30,000,000."

In 1887, in his annual rlgcg{;m, Mr. Garland sald:

‘‘Under the act of Mai 8, 1883, known as the Bowman act, there have
been transmitted to the court to date 2,033 cases. The amount claimed can
not be stated, but involves a very large sum.

“During the last term 147 of these cases, claiming about #1,260,000, wers
rted to Congress., Of this number 34 cases,

acted on by the court and re
, were dismissed for want of jurisdiction.

aggregating upward of 8670,
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“In 063 cases the findings of the court were favorable to claimants, but

for reduced amounts.
‘“There are nOW pen about 1,819 cases, involving, in so far as can be as-
certained from the petitions and other papers received, upward of #50,000,-

In 1888 Mr, Garland, in his annual report for that year, said:

*Unpder the act of March 8, 1883, known as the Dowman act, there have
been transmitted to the court to date 6,507 cases. The amount claimed can
not be stated, but involves a very large sum.

“ During the last term 278 cases, abount $2,704,824.75, were acted
on by the conrt and rted to Congress. Of this number 144 cases, clalm-
ing 81.%%&44, wera dismissed.

**In 134 cases, claiming 81,079,501.31, findings favorable to the claimants
were filed by the eourt, 8o far as is shown by the findings, for §237,080.13.

“There are now pending 6,062 cases, involving, so far as can be ascertained
from the Em‘.il:.ions and other pa%era received, u] of §250,000,000."

It is not stated, except generally, upon what data Mr. Attorney-General
Garland based these estimates, but as the earlier cases were tried nnder his

tration, it 1s a reasonable presumption that the sums involved in

such were assumed as fair criteria of the amounts involved in other | end-

cases. Whatever they may have been my reports have adopted substan-
tially the same ratlo.

Inmy annual report for 1882, I sald:

“1Inder the act of mruh“& lssi,nknawn &s the Bowman act, there have
been transmittel to theco to date 7,232 cases. The amountclaimed can
not be stated. but involves a very sam.

“During the last term 270 cases, cl about §1,488,752.49, wereacted on
by the court. and have bsen or will be reported to Congress. Of this num-

ber 161 cases, $780,786.04, were
“In 118cases, $i07,056.45, findings favorable to the clalmants were
filed by the court, 80 far as is shown by the findings, for 8105,600,10.

“here are now & 6,417 cases, involving, so far as can be ascer-
taml.nuﬂl m%r?m mr.ga petitions and other papersrecaived, upwards of £330,000,000."
sald:

“Under the act of March 3, 1833, kmown as the Bowman act, there have
been transmitted to the court to date 8,006 cases. The amount.claimed can
not be gtated, but invelvesa very large sum.

“During the last term 144 cases, cla.immgw?ibom #998,250.82, were acied on

the court, and have beenor will be re; o Congress. Of this number
cases, £345.900,53, were d.
“In 10 casss, £32,680.20, L tavorable to the defendant were
flled by the court; and in 563 cases, £510,508.79, findings favorable to
C

laimants were filed for !lt?,:;a.m. STl a0 § i i
pending 7,130 cases, Involving, so far as.can be ascertained
Atention to the &tme s&?iam
a on pay tantattorneys
), it is said: “The war claims alonenow pendi!{lt
nre abont 8,000 in number, and estimated upon the basis of amount claimed
in cases tried earlier in their history, will aggregate at least $100,000, 000,

In my annual report for 1801, exhibit 8, page 4. states the total number of
cases “pending November 1, 1891, 7,393. amount claimed can not be
stated with aceuracy, as in many instances no sum is mentioned in the pe-
titlon. Former reports of the Attorney-General have estimated it as 8400,-

000,00 (Page?d.

November 1, 1802, there were in the Court of Clalms 476 more such
claims than on November 1, . Iadoptedthe amount which had hitherto
been assumed.

Every report of this Department has fully stated in connection with the
estimated amounts of Bowman-act clalms, the number of suits p ssed upon

Jthe Court of Claims, the amounts claimed in the same, the amounts
allowed and disallowed, so that the ratio of sums claimed to sums allowed
has been at all times an easy matter of mathematical calculation. That the
sums recovered have not been larger is not to be attributed toclalmants and
thelr witnessas. The extravagant claims in thecases transmitted nnder the
go;\'man act are ordinarily contended for in the testimony adduced by

aimants.

From the foregoing résumé if will be seen that while there.has been no

retense to state accurately the detalls or aggregate of these elaims, in the

ater reporis the amounts stated have rested upon substantially the same
data and ratio asthose of the earller reporis, especlally the reports of m
prodecessor, in which theaggregate is placed at ** upward of £50,000,000." l)xr
this statement him is erroneous, then thoze subsequently made are
prob-ably so for reasons. If his statement is approximataely correct,
then the latter ones are,

The attention of Congress has been called to the number and assumed
amoimts claimed in Bowman act cases, not for the purpose of disparaging
any particular class of clalms, bat to m'g}g upon that body the necessity of

oviding the Department of Justice with assistants and money adequate

the proper defense of the Government against clalms which, in any event
a8 made, have assumed enormous proportions. The ma‘L]or art of the a;
propriation for the defense of cases in the Court of expended
CASes.

war claims
The resolution calls for the agfregn.:e and * particulars® of the claims
“including the place of origin, and whether presented by States or individ-
uals.” The amounts can not be stated with the ace required by the
resolutlon, except t&v a detalled examination of the petitions filed in the
Court of Claima. Nor can the and the States of the
claimants be found except by such exa tion. In thisway alone canitbe
datermined how many war claimsare included in the Bowman act cases, and
how many are pending by virtue of other sources of jurisdiction.
This will be attempted; but 1 have no warrant for saying it can be accom-
lished at an early date. To comply with this request I will requira the
of each of the 7,804 claims under the wman act, and
also those transmitted by Departments and authorized by ial acts of
Congress. The oris‘l.nnclnfmws sent tothe Courtof Claims by
be examined for g-.n-u args, and such papers are very
an intelligent understanding of the matter taere oUgNU 8150 1o be added
O may be stated ganorally, that by far the greater mumber of peutd
may be s gene , that by far eater num etitions
filled in strictly war claims cases are in hahnftror individuals, are
instances in which corporations, mun.mgn.l. business, literary, and elee-
mosynary, have pending claims. I am not able without inspection to state
" the ns‘lf_mher filed by citizens any particular State.
ery res

; W. H. H. MILLER, Aftorney-General.
The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF HEPRESENTATIVES.

“Thers are now
from Lmaami!ona and other
in same report cal
in theCourtof Claims (

Mr. ENT.OE. Will the gentleman allow me—
5 g;e BURROWS. Iw my friend would not interrupt me
11 r. .

Mr, ENLOE. I am trying to get information.
Mr. BURROWS. I understand what the gentleman is trying |

fodo. 1If he has any answer to make he can make it in his own
time afterwards. 1 am only reading from the official reports
touching the pending of war claims in the several Departments
of the Government.

Mr. ENLOE. Isupposed,as the gentleman seems so full of
information, he might also give us some on another point that I
wanted to interrogate him about.

Mr, BURROWS. Iam readingthe reports of officials of gen-
eral 'character, Democratic secretaries, and attorneys-general,
gﬁ Republican attorneys-general showing the amount of these

ms.

Now, Mr. Chairman, with this vast mass of ¢laims against the
Government aggregating $541,000,000 pending in the various de-
Emhmsnta and in the Court of Claims, unless a halt be ordered

the presentation and allowance of these claims, as I said in
the beginning, the Treasury of the United States can not pos-
sibly withstand the strain.

Butnot only this. If you will take up the Calendar of this
House you will find on the Private Calendar 16 pages of claims
reported from the various committeés of the House and one-half
of these pages—eight in number—are filled with reports from
the Committee on War Claims.

I have been a little curious to ascertain just how many c¢laims
were pending before the Commifiee on War Claims, Sending
for the bills introduced in the Fifty-third Con s, I find that
there are now pending or have been introduced and referred to
the Committee on War Claims during this Congress, 2,195 bills
for all sorts of claims—horses, mules, cattle, rails, lha.rmms,
bridles, rent of premises, cotfon, supplies, and everything that
the Union soldier may have taken by accident or destroyed.
These are now pending ‘before thatcommittee and the House. I
was also a little curious to ascertain how much these bills re-
ferred to the Committee on War Claims carried on their face,
and upon a careful examination and computation, Ifind thatthe
gsl%[ra:@ pending in this Congress aggregate the sum of $35,318,-

ankdy

Mr. STALLINGS. Let me ask the gentleman how many have
been allowed of these claims?

Mr. BURROWS. I domnotknow.

Mr. STALLINGS. None at all. .

Mr. BURROWS. But Iam speaking of those pending before
the Committee on War Claims.

Mr. MEREDITH. Did the gentleman say this property was
taken by accident?

Mr. BURROWS. That iswhat I said, facetiously of course.

Mr. MEREDITH. I thought the gentleman could not have
been in earnest.

Mr. BURROWS. Now, these claims are pending before the
Commitfes on War Claims. The gentleman asks how many of
them have been allowed. I do not know, though the Calendar
discloses that some two hundred have been favorably reported.
The fact that they are presented is a menace to the Treasury
and the Government, and I think the country should understand
what is going on in the matter of presentation of war claims.

Mr. STONE of Kentucky., Now, Mr. Chairman—

Mr. BURROWS, I can not be interrupted. The State of
Lonisiana——

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. You would not dare to, just along

‘there.

Mr. BURROWS. I acceptthe challenge of the gentleman, if

it comes in at this point. ; d

“Mr. STONE of Kentucky. I thought you would. I should
like to ask the gentleman if there is any way on earth by which
these claims can be prevented from being pending?

Mr. BURROWS. Ido not know of any way, except to furn
the party out of power that presents them.

Mr. STONE of Kentucky, Well, Mr, Chairman, I want to
ask another question.

Mr. BURROWS. What is the other question?

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. The Republican party wasinpower
when the vast majority of these claims that were pending were
referred to the Courtof Claims. I want to begin with that state-
ment. Now, if these claims are pending, and if there is no
chance to prevent their being pe g, or to prevent their be-
ing presented, no difference il there were a thousand milllons
of them at one time, will you admit or will you not admit that
a court that has allowed less than 7 per cent of those already
adﬂxdica.ted.ia the progr lFlaoo for them to be pending?

r. BURROWS. ell, I desire to say once for all to the
entleman, in rapL%to this whole matter, that if I had my way
%would repeal the Bowman act to-morrow.

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Repeal it, then, and you will get
rid of these claims.

Mr. BURROWS. I would stop this reference of claims to the
Court of Claims. I would strike the cases already referred from
the calendar of the Court of Claims.
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Mr. STONE of Kentucky. I am satisfied you would.

Mr. BURROWS. lagreewith the Attorney-General. Iagree
with Secretary Bristow and Secretary Manning that t
claims ought to be barred.

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. I agree with that, too; but so long
as they are nof barred, answer my question, which is, whether
the Court of Claims is not the proper place where they should
be adjudicated and considered?

Mr. BURROWS. If Congress refers them to the Court of
Claims then it is the tribunal authorized to consider them: but
they ought not to ba so referred, in my judgment. The presen-
tation and consideration of this class of claims should cease.

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. But the fact exists there is a law
by which they are referred, and if they are referred to a court
authorized to investigate them, with its machinery for con-
ducting the investigation of these claims, will you notadmit that
that is the proper p for them to be pending?

Mr. BURROWS. I will admit that the law authorizes their
reference to the Court of Claims, and the law having authorized
it, they probably go to the Court of Claims if Congress shall see
fit 8o 1o determine, but we are resisting the proposition to refer
these claims to the Court of Claims.

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. For what reason?

Mr. BURROWS. Because we believe they will not have a
fair and proper hearing.

Mr, STONE of Kentucky. You do not believe the court will
give them a fair and honest hearing?

Mr. BURROWS. I did not say fair and honest. [ said fair
and proper hearing. Now, Mr, Chairman, I object to being
further interrupted. I wish to go on in theline of my argument.

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. If youcannot stand the fire, 1 will
withdraw.

Me. BURROWS. Oh, the fire is very harmeless.

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. It may be harmless, but itis hot
enough so that the gentleman can not stand it.

Mr. BURROWS. The object of the gentleman is to take me
away from the consideration of these claims pending before the
Committee on War Claims, and I do not propose‘to be further
diverted. Of these claims presented there comesfrom tha State
ol Louisiana a elaim for $4,314,879.91. The State of Mississippi
asks to have to her citizens $3,357,337.90.

Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman yield—

Mr. BURROWS. Iwill not. IthinkI canstate these fizures

without the assistance of the gentleman from Tennessee.
" Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman might be polite. I wish fo
know of the gentleman what he is reading from? Ihave a right
to ask him what he is reading from, and if he is a gentleman he
will answer.

Mr. BURROWS. Every member of the House understands
perfectly well what I am reading from. I stated that of the
amounts pending before the Committee on War Claims in this
Congress certain sums were demanded by the citizens of cer-
tain States, as follows:

L 81

Misslissippi_. .80
Tennessee. . 16
M %
Arkansas............ 260, 62
South Carolina 21
MATThRR = 95574
Georgla...::'- 583.28
Ty e LTI LM e L S o L LR T oty WIS 213, 968. 64
North Carolina e e e s i e 174,618. 68
‘West Virginia = 103, 478. 80
I e e e b e b e e R 92, 685. 00
O o e e e i S e L 27,006. 46
o T T 220 R SR S PSRl My i L L W e 2 e 19,201, 574. 82

Add this to the 8540,000,000 pending in the various Depart-
ments and in the Court of Claims, and you have the enormous
u.gﬁregate of the demands on the public Treasury. :

r. COOPER of Texas. I would like to know what Statesthe
other claims come from. What isthe amount of the claim of the
Btate of Pennsylvania?

Mr. BUNN. I would like to ask the gentleman a question, for
information.

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly.

I would state to the gentleman who asked the question where
the other claims came from, the claims above mentioned are
for property destroyed or taken, the use of buildings, occu-
pancy of churches, and claims of that sort in the States which
were in rebellion against the Government.

Mr. BUNN. That is not the States themselves, but the in-
dividuals.

Mr. BURROWS. For individuals residing in the States.
Now,some gentleman asked me about theclaims from the other

States. California is claiming—I do not know that it grows out
of the war—an ‘amount aggregating over $6,000,000, part of i,
I think, for expenses for Indian wars.

Mr, HERMANN. Notexceeding $3,500,000.

Mr.BURROWS. The wholeamountof the claim is 86,403,000,
a part of it for Indian wars or claims arising out of Indian wars,

r. COOPER of Texas. What about Pennsylvania? -

Mr. BURROWS. Pennsylvania presents a claim for some-
thing over 84,000,000, a large part of which is for result-
ing from the invasion of the State by the Confederate forces,
The &gﬁgeg&t& of all the claims pentding before the committee
is 826,000,000,

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Where do they come from?

Mr. BURROWS. What all these claims are for I do nob
know. The other claims I alluded to are claims for property,
claimed to have been destroyed, belonging to loyal citizens in
Louisiana, Texas, Mississippi, and other Southern States, aggre-
gating about 820,000,000,

Now, in addition to this, Mr, Chairman, I desire to that
of these 2,192 claims pending before the Committea on Claims,
124 of the bills do not state any amount, but they simply refer
the demand to the Court of Claims with authority to examine
and adjudicate the matter therein named; and, therefore, what
these bills carry or what expenditure they involve can not be
accurately ascertained. Eleven of the bills authorize a settle-
ment by the Quartermaster's Department without stating the
amount involved, and 24 bills confer upon the Treasury Depart-
ment the authority to adjudicate and pay the amount found due
without indicating the sum involved.

Now, I have alluded to this, Mr. Chairman, solely for the pur-
pose of calling attention to the fact that the presentation of thess
claims in the various Departments, in the Court of Claims, be-
fore committees, aggregating such an enormous amount, ought
to fill this House and the country with alarm; and theonly way to
meet it is to meet it as Secretary Manning said itshould be met,
and other Secretaries have said it should be met, by enforeing
the statute of limitations, and put an end to all these claims,
unless you desire to expose the Treasury of the United States to
eomplete bankruptey. I have stated this much solely,asI have
said, for the purpose of presenting the actual condition, so far
as these claims are coneerned; and I am gratified to chserve a
spiriton the other side of the House, with some atleast, toresist
the passageof theseclaims. And Itrust, Mr.Chairman, thatthe
House will vote down the proposition now pending to report fa-
vorably a resolution referring thirty-seven claims to the Court
of Claims with authority to find the amount due and report it
to the House, carrying as it does $1,040,000. I believe the reso-
lution should ba defeated, and will be &efeawd, in the interest
of deserving claimants and the publie Treasury. [Applauss on
the Republican side.]

Mr. STOCKDALE. I would like to ask the gentleman from
Michigan a question before he takes his seat.

Mr. ENLOE. I have heard the gentleman from Mich——

Mr. STOCKDALE. I was asking the gentleman from Michi-

a question.

Mr. ENLOE. I believe I have the floor.

Mr. STOCKDALE. I wouild rather hear the gentleman from
Michigan than the gentleman from Tennessee right now.

[Laughter.]
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee has the

floor. 2

Mr. ENLOE. I will yield to the gentleman.

Mpr. LIVINGSTON. There is one thing I would like the gen-
tleman from Michigan to explain, if the gentleman from Ten-
nessee will permit me. There have been some sneers thrown
on these claimants, on the ground that they were loyal ¢laim-
ants. I want the gentleman to answer this question—if that was
not one of the unds on which the war of the rebellion was
predicated, that the United States forcesshould protect the loyal
peﬂ:\le of the South?

r. ENLOE. That question, Mr. Chairman, answers itself.
So far as the speech of the gentleman who has just taken his
seat is concerned it is not a new speech in this House, but he is
making it to a new House. [Laughter.] He has been
that speech here, to my knowledge, before this, and he -
fests on every occasion the same disposition to cover himself u
in se generalities and prevent the exposure of his lac
of knowledge on the sub’ect. )
hiﬁ; BURROWS. Will the gentleman allow me to correct

Mr. ENLOE. No, sir; I decline to allow the gentleman to in-
terrupt me; he declined to allow me to interrupt him.

Mr. BURROWS. I yielded to the gentleman once or twice.
I wanted to say that the statement was not true.

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, and the gentleman might say that '!m-lv.t
frequently, but that would not make his statement true, and
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it came to a question of veracity between myself and the gen-
tleman I suppose mine would stand quite as well as his.

Mr. BURROWS. Yes; but that I have discussed this matter
before is not true.

Mr. ENLOE. You discussed it in the last Congress.

Mr. BURROWS. I did not.

Mr. ENLOE. And you defeated in the last Congress a bill to
pag'l the judgments of the Court of Claims.

r. BURROWS. Idid not.

Mr. ENLOE. And the gentleman pretended a spirit of fair-
ness in respect to the claims Eassed on by the court and said to
a number of gentlemen—I believe I can establish ths fact if it
becomes necessary—that he would inquire into the cases and let
the bill pass if they had been properly passzd upon by the Court
of Claims,.and the bill to pay those claims was laid aside and
delayed from time to time at the last session to give him an op-
portunity to see what campaign material he could dig up from
this source, and he expanded all the ingenuity and ability which
he possessed in order to make campaign material out of if, and
that is his object to-day. .

Then, when he had got the information that those claims were
just claims and ought to be paid, and when there was a vote in
the House to pass the bill under suspension of the rules, a great
majority of the House voted to pass it, but the gentleman from
Michigan did not vote to pass that bill, even after he had inves-
tigated and found that the court had properly allowed the claims
included in if.

Mr. BURROWS. That is all assumption on your part.

Mr. ENLOE. Ifisa fact. Now, Mr. Chairman, so far as the
statement which the gentleman has made here in regard to
these claims is concerned, there never has been a more preju-
diced or unfair statement made in regard to any class of claims
before Congress than that which he has made here to-day. I
exposed once before, as I propose to expose now, the falsity of
the statement that there are $400,000,000 of war claims pending
before the Court of Claims. I know that that was a familiar
campaign cry of the Republican party in the last campaign, and
it is the purpose of the gentleman to-day to start it again.

That is the purigose of the misrepresentation that is indulged
in hereto-day. He makes this speech so that he and his parti-
sans ma; ﬁo to the country and make political capital at the ex-
pense of themen who wereloyaltothe Government in the South-
ern States during the war. The gentleman from Michigan
sneers at the idea that there were loyal people in the South.
He refers sneeringly to the number of claims pending herefrom
the State of Tennessee, and yet, sir, the State of Tennessee fur-
nished thirfiy-seven regiments of Federal soldiers to fight for
the Union during that struggle—eight more than Michigan
furnished.

Tennessee was a theater of war. It was a close vote in Ten-
nessee on the question of secession at the time the State seceded
from the Union, and there were large numbers of people in dif-
ferent Eort.ions of that State who were loyal to the Government
throughout the war, and they were loyal at an expense which
the gentleman from Mich and his constituents did not have
to incur, and I doubt whether he and his friends under like con-
ditions would have stood the test so well.

The gentleman has &uoted here from the speech of the late
Senator Spooner, of Wisconsin. We had this question up in
1888 and we had it up in 1890, when the gentleman from Wis-
consin [Mr. Spooner] was in the Senate. At that time Mr.
Thomas, of Wisconsin, was chairman of the Committee on War
Claims in this House, and he and Mr. Spooner did the work then
that is being done now by the gentleman from Michigan. They
paraded before Congress and the country false statements for
the purpose of defeating these claims, false representations as
to the amount of claims pending and the character of the claim-
ants, and held up the idea that these claims were going to bank-
rupt the Government unless something was done to defeat them.
They were both defeated at the next election.

In the Fifty-first Congress we passed a bill through the House
after a long debate appropriating a little over $500,000 to pay
the judﬁments of the Court of Claims in these cases, and that is
about all that has ever been paid in the eleven years that the
Bowman aet has been on the statute books. In all those years
that is the only considerable amount appropriated by Congress
to pay these claims, and that was appropriated by a Republican
Congress. I was a member of the Committee on War Claims at
that time and I came here and defended the Court of Claims,
that Republican cotirt which the gentleman from Michigan as-
sails to-day.

Why, sir, the gentleman seems to have lost confidence in a
court that is made up of his own political faith, and he blames
the Republican Congresses that have referred these claims in
the past to that court, for the Republican party is responsible
for the pendency of these claims to-day. But the gentleman is

unw. that loyal citizens living in the Southern States who,
before they can take one step in the establishment of their
claims, must show that they were loyal throughout the war—he
is unwilling that they shal.lyha.va an opportunity to prove their
loyalty or to establish their claims. He wants to deny them the
right to go into a court of justice, & Republican tribunal, and
when they do go there and the court gives judgment in their
favor and they come to this House for payment, he wants to re-
pudiate the claims and refuse to pay them.

Now, as to the possibility of these claims bankrupting the
Treasury, as alleged by the gentleman from Michigan, it was
shown in that discussion in the Fifty-first Congress that of five
or six million dollars of these claims passed upon by the Court
of Claims only about 8 per cent were allowed. The fact was de-
veloped in that investigation that out of five or six million dol-
lars of claims only $500,000 were allowed by the court, and thatis
about all that has been paid on the findings of the Court of
Claims under the Bowman act. T e

There are about $800,000 of these findings pending before
Congress now, and there have been disallowed I suppose at
least 88,000,000 at the same time. I think it would be safe to
say that one-tenth of the total of claims adjudicated was not
allowed. It is alleged here, upon the authority of Attorney-
General Garland, that there were $350,000,000 of these claims
pending before the Court of Claims. I assert that neither At-
torney-General Garland nor any other Attorney-General had at
that time ever investigated that question to find out just what
amountof these claims were pending before the Court of Claims.
That was an offhand estimate made by some subordinate in the
Department.

Mr. Cotfon, late Assistant Attorney-General, took up the mat-
ter, and repeating statements which had been made before, in-
creased the supposed amount of these claims to $400,000,000.
President Harrison put that statement in his message as cam-
paign material, asserting that there were $i00,000,000 of these
claims. Attorney-General Miller put it in his report. The
gentleman from Michigan, and other Republican leaders, re-
peated it here;-and it went from here and was repeated on every
stump throughout the country that there were $400,000,000 of
Southern war claims pending in the Court of Claims.

A resolution was introduced by the gentleman from Michigan
himself and adopted by the House, calling upon the Attorney-
General to substantiate the statements which had been made on
this subject. The Attorney-General couldnot do it; and he sent
back a general statement, a contemptible evasion, which the
gentleman from Michigan has quoted, giving no idea of the
amount of the claims actually pending. The present Attorney-
General has been conducting or continuing that investigation,
and I understand that, so far as it has gone, it will show that at
the same rate of per cent which the court has been allowing in
these claims, it will not take two million and a half of dollars to
pay every war claim pending before the court.

Mr. BUNN. Will the gentleman yield to me a moment?

Mr. ENLOE. Certainly.

Mr. BUNN. I wish to say that theinvestigation to which the
gentleman has just referred has been made very thoroughly;
and I have here the result in exact figures.

Mr. ENLOE. Iam gladto hear that:I telegraphed to the Daz-
partment for the information since the gentleman from Michi-
gan [Mr. BurRrROows] began his speech.

Mr. BUNN. I have the information here in a document
dated May 4, 1894. I wish to give the figures for the benefit of
the gentleman from chigan. The total amount of the war
claims now pending in the Court of Claims is $25,183,455.

Mr. ENLOE. I hope the gentleman from Michigan [Me.
Burrows] will put that down.

Mr. BUNN. This is the information contained in the letter
I hlava here, signed by Mr. Dodge, Assistant Attorney-Gen-
eral.

Mr. COOMBS. That is the amount of unadjudicated claims?

Mr. BUNN. Yes, sir. The claims which have been adjudi-
cated in that court amount to $15,283,267. The amount of
claims allowed, $2,239,313. I ask the attention of the commif-
tee to this letter, which I propose to have read at the desk.

Thisinvestigation at my requesthas been going on for months;
and this is the answer just received. It embodies the result of
anactual examination of these claims, and issigned, as I havesaid,
by Mr. Dodge, Assistant Attorney-General, This paper shows
the result of the first real investigation which has been had
looking to the petitions themselves and the causes as actually
pending. Previous statementson this subject have been merely
estimates by various men. In this paper we have the figures as
shown by actual examination.

Mr. ENLOE. Iam very glad that the gentleman has this in-

formation, and I will ask that the letter go in the RECORD at
this point. : .




1894. -

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

o297

Mr. BUNN, I ask that the letter which I send to the desk be

read.
The Clerk read as follows: -
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, D. ., May 4, 1594,

SIr: Replying to your communication of March 24, 1804, requesting infor-
mation aslf*.g the number and aggregate of clalms known as war cla%ms re-
ferred to the Court of Claims under what is known as the Bowman act, ap-
proved March 3, 1883, also the number and amount of such claims deeided by
the eonrt, and the number and amount of those still pending; and construing
the expression * war claims* in accordance with resolution adopted by the
Fifiy-second Congress as meaning claims growing dl.rect.1¥ or indirectly out
of the late war for the supression of the rebellion, permit me to say that
9,150 claims of this description have been referred by Congress to the Court
of Claims nnder said act, the aﬁagregaw whereof is about $35,000,00).

Of these, about 2.039 claims have been disposed of, egating ad face of
claims the sum of £15,288,267, the amounts found due by the court thereon

agfrega.ting $2,230,313.
here remain pending in court 7,108 claims of this character, which aggre-
gate u their face the sum of §22,420,805,

In ntg)i‘:lon to the foregoing, suits are pending within either the general
Jurisdiction or jurisdiction conferred by special acts of Congress, based upon
claims either directly or indirectly growmg outof sald war, the egate
whereof, as stated by the petitions, is the sum of $2.762,650, thus making the
total amount of war claims pending in both jurisdictions 25,183,455,

This computation of the number and amount of claims disposed of is
based upon the Frevious annual reports of Attorneys-General, and some
slight measure of duplication or inaccuracy may exist therein. The state-
ment of the number and amount of claims pending is given as the result of
actual examination of those claims.

Very respectfully,

J. E. DODGE,
Assistant Attorney-General.
Hon. B. H. BUNN,
Chairman Conunitles on Claims,
House of Representalives,

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chgirman, it is a very great pity that the
gentleman from North Carolina[Mr. BUNN|should have brought
this information into this discussion at this particular time, be-
cause it will deprive the gentleman from Michigan of a great
deal of employment which has been very congenial to him here-
tofore. He will not be able again to get up in this House and
make the statement which he has repeated here from time to
time as to the amount of these claims. He will no longer be
able to parade thisstatement in order to terrify his constituents
with the idea that the Democratic party isabout to bankrupt the
Treasury by the payment of war claims.

I will not assume that the gentleman from Michigan knew of
the existence of this information; but I must presume that he
investigates before he talks. He has had the reputation of
being a very accurate man in his statements. He nas hereto-
fore paraded everything that the Department of Justice had to
say, everything that the Treasury Department had to say, and
to-day he has quoted from a former Attorney-General to show
the amount of these claims.

But by some strange coincidence it appears that he dared not,
or at least neglected to inquire what had been done under his
own resolution to ascertain the truth in regard to the matter.
Unfortunate omission! It would have defeated his purpose to
have inguired: it would have destroyed his campaign material;
it would have let the wind out of the bladder on which the gen-
tleman has been floating so long, and of course he would not be
willing to do that just in advance of a political campaign.

Mr. Chairman, he has msde a statement here in regard to the
amount of these claims pending before the Treasury Department
(that was furnished, too, by Secretary Foster in response to the
gentleman's resolution in the Fifty-second Congress), and he re-
ferred to the cotton tax in that connection. Now, the cotton
tax, Mr. Chairman, is a claim pending before Congress, and I
believe it to be just, and thatit ought to be paid. But thisclaim
does ot rest on the same footing as the class of claims against
which the gentleman has been inveighing. It isa legal ques-
tion as to whether or not this cotton tax was legally collected
from the Southern people.

The Supreme Court of the United Stat2s divided equally on
the question in a test case which was appealed from a lower
court, and the claimants therefore failed to establish their right
in that court. But notwithstanding that fact, I believe these
claims are legal, just, and eguitable, and that the $65,000,000
taken from the Southern peopla by that tax, every dollar of it,

should be returned to them. Thattheyarelegal and justeclaims |

is not a reason why they should be paid, to the mind of the gen-
tleman from Michigan, and those who adopt the sime views that
he entertains. The very fact that they come from the South, or
that the money would go to the people. of the Southern States,
would be a sufficient reason in the mind of the gentleman from
Michigan why the Government should not appropriate a dollar
for that purpose, law or no law.

Then we come to the other claims pending before the Treas-
ury Department to which the gentleman referred. Contractors
who built vessels for the Government to carry on the war
have claims pending against the Government, and these are
claims growing out of the war. Theyare Northern war claims.
We have the Sibley tent claim, invofving a question of the in-
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fringement of a patent by the United States Government; we
have the Woodbridge gun case and numberless cases of that
character, which are not Southern war claims at all, but which
are pending before the Treasury Department and are embraced
in the sum of $140,000,000 that the gentleman gave as the
amount due to the Southern States or claimed by them and
pending before that Department.

There is also *‘ the captured and abandoned property fund,”
which isapart of it. Thatis the proceeds of _Ero erty which was
taken from the Southern geo le and sold by the (govemmant and
the money covered into the Treasuryof the United States. The
Government has since recognized the legal rlfht. of those peo-
ple to that money, and some of it has been distributzd. Con-
gress passed an act providing for its distribution, under which
a considerable portion was paid out and distributed. But that
act expired before it was all distributed, and since that time
numbers of other claims where the evidence was lost or could
not be reached in time have been filed, and probably $20,000,000
of these claims belong to this class. Of course they can not be
paid in full. :

Mr. SHELL. It is a trust fund. .

Mpr, ENLOE. And as the gentleman suggests, it is held in
the Treasury as a trust fund. Certainly it has been so held and
regarded, but the claimants to this fund can notu receive any
more than their pro rata shareof it whenitis distributed. That
is all that can be paid on that account. That is the extentof the
injury on that account to the General Government, if the gentle-
man {rom Michigan so regards it. He has contracted the habit
of believing that he and his constituents have obtained a vested
right to every dollar that goes into the Treasury whether it is
there legally or otherwise.

The gentleman has also shown a sample of his sense of fair-
ness, honesty, and justice in the discussion of this (ﬁxeat.ion by
referring to the claims pending before the House. He took up
every claim coming from a Southern State, and he could tell you
exactly when it was filed and what amount it was. But when
some gentleman asked him about the California claim, involving
five or six million dollars, he did not know anything whatever
about it! When a gentleman asked him about the Pennsylvania
claim, involving three or four million dollars, one of the oldest
on the Calendar, the gentleman knew nothing aboutit. Thatis
a Northern war claim, and the gentleman is less intelligent than
I supposed or believe him to be if he dozs not know that it isa
war claim. %

But he seemed not to know it. He is like a witness on the
stand who is unwilling to testify except in a certain direction.
He answers swiftly in the way he wants the case to go, but when
you ask him a q[uest.ion that may defeat his object in testifying,
his memory fails him, he does not kknow anything about it, and
is unable to answer. That is the attitude of the gentleman
from Michigan in regard to this three and a half million war
claim from the State of Pennsylvania, a claim which has been

nding before Congress, I suspect, ever since the gentleman

rom Michigan has been a member of this body.

Mr. BUNN. And isone of the war claims referred to.

Mr. ENLOE. Of course. "

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois.

House. ;

Mr. ENLOE. No, sjr; I suppose it will not. I would be will-
ing to guarantee, if it were a just claim coming from a South-
ern State, it would not get through. Ithink possibly there may
come a Congress after awhile that will pay the judgments of the
Court of Claims. I think that probable. It may be a Repub-
lican Congress.

That is the only kind of a Congress that hasever paid a ‘judg'
ment of the court. I find some gentlemen on this side of the
House as hostile to the payment of the judgments of the Court
of Claims to loyal citizens of the South as even the gentleman -
from Michigan. They give little heed 1o the judgments of the.
tribunal which is established and clothed with authority to in-
vestigate these claims——

Mr, LIVINGSTON. At an expense of $25,000 a year.

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, and we are ourselves judges to settle the
question whether we will pass the claims after they have been
investigated, and after the claimants have proven their loyalty
and the justice of their claims. We have created a court, we
have provided assistant counsel to the Attorney-General to pro-
tect the interesis and rights of the Government, who go over
the country at an expense of $10 a day, and appear in behalf of
the Government, cross-examine claimants’ witnesses and take
proof on the other side, and by that means defeat 92 per cent of
the claims presented, but when claimants establish their right
to the other 8 per cent they are told by Congress *‘ we want you
to understand the fact that youlive in the South,and for that
reason you have little reason to expect any relief at the hands
of Congress, especially from the Republican party,”and, Mr.
: .

It will never get through the
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Chairman, I am afraid at the hands of a good part of the Demo-
cratic party too, when it comes to making an appropriation.

Mr. Chairman, since I have been a member of this House, I
have tried to do justice foeveryclassof claimants. I havenever
attempted to defeat a just and honest claim, and I have never
supported a dishonest one if I knew it, and I thank God that L
am not constructed on that narrow principle which would limit
my view of right and justice to the confines of the Congressional
distriet I represent, or to the State from which I happen to hail.

Inthis House I have seen many gentlemen who posed as econ-
omists, regardless of the principles of right justice, men
who would have it understood that they kept a sleepless eyeon
the door of the Treasury. 1 have seenthe same gentlemen vote
for questionable appropriations for their own States and their
own districts, but when it eame to voting for just claims to other
States and other districts, the same gentlémen have stood up
here and paraded before the country as economists and watch-
dogs of the Treasury. I wish we could kill off that breed of de-
ceitful dogs. [Laughter.]

*Mr. REED. Mpyr. Chairman, I would suggest, if the gentleman
will permit me, that the gentleman from Indiana is not now
present. [Laughter.]

Mr. ENLOE. Well, the gentleman from Indiana can take
care of himself. ~

Mr. McLAURIN. The gentleman from Maine is present, and
he will do. [Laughter.]

Mr, REED. The gentleman ought not to attack the gentle-
tleman from Indiana in his absence.

Mr. ENLOE. I want to say that I had no special reference to
the gentleman from Indiana. I have seen quite a number of
dogs here of that character, if you will excuse the common
comparison. -I have seen big dogs and little dogs, and do’gs of
every degres, who were false watchdogsof the Treasury. They
never bark at those who feed them.

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman—

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman—

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
Burrows] desire to use his unoccupied time? The gentleman
has fifteen minutes.

Mr. BURROWS. Ishould like to use that time.

Mr. SPRINGER. I wishtomake astatementin regard tothe
remarks of the gentleman from Michigan, as t¢ the number of
claims that have been introduced into this Congress. Perhaps
he may wish to reply to what I have tosay. I wish to say that
this is a very unfair way of stating the question.

If the gentleman will refer to the records of the Fifty-first
Congress, the last Congress over which a Republican Speaker
presided, he will find that these same bills were introduced in

that Congress, and they were referred to the Committee on War
Claimsto be considered. Itisnoevidence ofan intention to pass
bills that they are introduced. The gentleman has been a mem-
ber of the House for a great many years and these claims are
familiar to him. They have been introduced perhaps in nearly
every Congress for the last twenty-five years, in Republican
Congresses the same as Democratic Congresses, and it is mis-
leading to state that these bills are pending in this Democratic
House, and to leave the inference that we are about to pass them
and bankrupt the Treasury.

There is no more probability of their bging passed now than
there was in the Filty-first Congress, or the Foriy-first Congress,
or any Congress since the war up to 1875, when the Democratic
party regained its power in this House. There isnomore prob-
ability of it. The gentleman knows varg well that these claims
are not worth one cent on the hundred dollars—these claims to
whiech he has referred, and with which he desires to alarm the
country, as to the extravagance of this House.

Mr, STOCKDALE. Ishouldlike to ask the gentleman from
‘Illinois aquestion. I am not interested in these claims at all,

but the statement the gentleman from Illinois makes to the gen-
tleman from Michigan is that these claims are not worth a cent
on the hundred dollars. These claims are, as ITunderstand them,
claims for cotton, in cases where the Govérnmentsold the cotton
and got the money, and put it into the Treasury, and where the
Supreme Court of the United States has decided that it does not
belong to the Government, but that it isatrustfund. Now, will
the gentleman say those claims are not worth acent on the hun-
dred dollars?

Mr. SPRINGER. I was not referring to those claims at all,
but I was referring to the two, three, four, or five hundred
millions of dollars of claims, to which the gentleman from
Michigan had reference in his remarks, as pending in this Con-
gress.

'T want to say further in regard to these claims, that under the
law, under the rulings of the court, every person who obtains a
judgment or has obtained a vote of Con%ress for the purpose of
auiowing his case, must first prove his loyalty to the Govern-

ment during the war, and that the insinuations thrown out by
gentlemen upon the other side, that we are allowing rebel
claims or claims of those who were in arms against the Govern-
ment of the United States, has no foundation in fact. These
people, coming here all through these years, have offered to
prove that 1.1;11-111%1 the whole of the war they were loyal to the
Government of the United States, and if so their residence in
Tennessee ought to be no bar against them.

The people who lived in Massachusetts and Michigan who had
claims against the Government and were loyal totheGovernment
have long since had their hearings and have had their cases
adjudicated and allowed. In the Forty-seventh Congress there
were 8500,000 worth of claims allowed in one bill, and several
special cases were allowed and settled in the Court of Claims in
which cases judgments have since been allowed by that court
and some of them paid, to the amount of several hundved thou-
sand dollars, notably the gunboat claims, which were vetoed by
President Grant, vetoed by President Cleveland, and afterwards
passed in the Fifty-first Congress and approved by President
Harrison.

These wera war claims, and if you examine the records since
the war you will find that claims aggregating a larger amount
of dollars have been allowed by Republican Congresses than by .
Democratic Congresses.

Mr. BUNN. And paid to Northern men.

Mr. SPRINGER. More claims of this kind have been allowed;
and I defy gentlemen to point to a case in the records of the
court or in the records of Congress where a man was allowed a
dollar for a war claim where he did nof prove that during the
whole war he was loyal to the Government of the United States,
Therefore it is unjust to make a partisan issue of these claims.
It is not based upon truth, but upon a partisan desire to alarm
the country by holding up a scarecrow, a man of buckram, things
that do not exist, and endeavor to make believe that they exist
here. Tomske the people believe that they can not trusta Dem-
ocratic Congress with the Treasury of the United States. Ihave
always felt, Mr. Chairman, more safe when the Democrats were
in power in this House in regard to claimsof this kind than I do
when the Republicans arein power. The Republican Congresses
since the war have been more lavish in allowing these claims
than has any Congress where the majority of this House was
Democratic.

Now, to come to the bill before the House. This bill refers
certain claims to the Court of Claims tofind the amounts dueand
report the same to Congress.

[ course that is not an adjudication. It is simply aninquiry
as to the facts. I think the gentleman, probably inadvertently,
and I am sure he would not object fo gl)la change, would add
**‘under the Bowmanaet,"” requiring them to report as to whether
the claimants were loyal during the war.

Mr. COX. You have to report that the first thing.

Mr. SPRINGER. That is the very beginning. :

Mr. COX. If the gentleman will allow me, tiﬂ very first in-
quiry is as to the loyalty of the p&rtﬁ.

Mr. SPRINGER. That is what the law requires.

Mr COX. And if it is not ascertained affirmatively thien you
can go no farther.

Mr. SPRINGER. That is what I was stating. That is what
the law requires: and if the gentleman had added, * under the
Bowman act,” that would be better. Of course the court would
assume that that was to be done, and the gentleman undoubt-
edly intended that it should be so, and if so, it only sends the
claims there for an inquiry, first, into the fact of the loyalty of
the claimant, and, secondly, as to the amount that would be due.
That is what we are doing all the time; and if they are to be
allowed at all they should not be considered here until the Court
of Claims has found on those facts in a judicial way, where wit-
nesses can be introduced for and against, and the questions can
be determined as we determine facts in courts of law.

MJ') SAYERS. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques-
tion?

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly.

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I hold in my hand the thirty-
seven bills which are embraced in this resolution, and they
carry a sum total of $1,040,000. I will ask the gentleman from
Illinois, who ssems to be anxious that this resolution should
pass, and that these bills should be referred to the Court of
Claims for the purpose of a finding as to the amount of the
claims, and also asto the ona.ltg of the claimants, whether or not,
if the court should report findings favorable to the claimants,
will he say, right here and now, that if such should be the find-
ings of the court, that he would vote for the payment of these

laims?
Mr. SPRINGER. That wonld depend upon each cass by it-

self.
Mr.SAYERS. No,sir. If yousend theseclaimsto the Cours
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of Claims, and if you say that it is for tha$ court to adjudicate
as to the loyalty of the claimant and as to the amount due, then
you are bound by the forum to which you send them for adjudi-
cation. Now, Mr, Chairman, I do not know the gentlemen who
compose the Courtof Claims. I have never seen one of them %o
know him; but from my experience in Congress, and for eight
years on the Committee on A}(rﬁ:ropria.tions, if they should re-
port the facts in favor of these claimants I should not vote for
the payment of their findings.

Mr, BUNN. Then you ought to abolish the court.

Mr. SAYERS. Iwould abolish the court to-morrow if I could.

Mr. STOCKDALE. If these claims are honest claims, and I
do not know whether they are honest or not, then you would
oppose them on account of the amount?

.SAYERS. I will state to the gentleman very frankly
when he comes to the question of loyalty of the cotfon States of
this Union duringthe war, the open and avowed loyalists could,
as an average, be counted on the five fingers in the different
communities of those States.

Mr, STOCKDALE. That is not the question.

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, it is. It has been near thirfy years
since the civil war ended, and since the things complained of
occurred, and it is not always difficult, as we all know, to estab-
lish proof at this late date.

Mr. STOCKDALE. But suppose they are honest claims,
would you refuse to pay them because you are on the Committee
on Appropriations? []f;a.ug'llzer.]l :

Mr. SAYERS. No,sir. But it is my belief, founded on ob-
servation, that in the cotton States of this Union which were
engaged in the war against the Federal Government from 1860
to 1805, there were not on an average more than five men to the
community who were loyal to the Union during the entire time
and openly refusing aid and comfort to the soldiers of the Con-
federacy. :

Mr. C{)OPER of Texas. How many regiments did Texas fur-
nish to the Federal Army? 3

Mr, SAYERS. Texas furnished less than two thousand men.

Mr. LACEY. And most of them black.

A MEMBER, Not any of them black.

Mr. SAYERS. Ihappened to be in that war myself, and will
answer the question. |[Laughter.] Two-thirds of those men
were gathered upon the Rio Grande border. That is where
Gen. Davis raised his regiments.

The, CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr.

SPRINGER] yielded to the gentleman from Texas, and now the
gentleman from Texas is yielding to half a dozen other gentle-
men. [Laughter.] :

Mr. SAYERS. I am not yielding at all except to answer
questions.

Mr. SPRINGER. I was endeavoring, without being rude, to
get the floor back. [Laughter.]

Mr, SAYERS. I will let the gentleman have as much time
.as he wants. [La,ught.er.%I

Mr. BARTLETT. I should like to ask the gentleman from
Texas a question.

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas has not got
the foor, except as the gentleman from Illinois has yielded to

im.

Mr. SAYERS Thegentleman from Illinois allows me to have
the floor. ‘

Mr. SPRINGER. I did not intend to yield the floor, except
for a question from the gentleman from Texas. [Laughter.]

Mr. BARTLETT. I wish to ask the gentleman from Texas
this question: When this issue of loyalty or disloyalty comesup

. before the Court of Claims, does the gentleman know of any in-
stance in which the United States Government attorney has been
able to produee proof of disloyalty? Isitnota factthatnosuch
evideuce is ever offered? .

Mr. ENLOE. Let meanswer that question?

Mr. SAYERS. No; I will answer it myself.

Mr. ENLOE. Then answer it correctly. [Laughter.]

Mr. SAYERS. I will.

Mr. BARTLETT. My understanding is that the loyalty is
perfunctorily proven, that there is no issue really raised, no evi-
dence of disloyalty submitted.

Mr. ENLOE. I suppose the gentleman got that information
inNew York. He certainly did not get it from those who know
anything about it. The fact is, the Government attorney goes
to the place where the claim originates, the witnesses for the
claimant appear before a United States commissioner, and the
Government attorney hunts up and brings witnesses to disprove
the statements made in support of the loyalty of the claimant.
Thexa is no difficulty at all about doing it, and in fact it is done
in nine out of every ten cases that are examined.

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish also to say——

The CHAIRMAN, The genfleman f{rom Illinois [Mr.
SPRINGER)] is entitled to the floor.

Mr. SPRINGER. "Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Texas
assumed that I was in favor of paying these claims in the event
that the Court of Claims reported the amounts due. -

Mr. SAYERS. And provided the claimants were loyal?

Mr. SPRINGER. And provided they were loyal.

Mr. SAYERS. Well, you ought to be in favor of paying them
when tha court passes upon them favorably after you have re- -

ferred them to that tribunal.

Mr, SPRINGER. My answer to that is this: In cases where
damage was done to property, or where property was destroyed
in the ordinary operations of war, I am opposed and I should
always be opposed to making payment, no matter whether the
claimant were loyal or disloyal. No government in the world
has ever adopted the policy of paying for damages arising from
the ordinary contingencies of war. i

I have opposed such payments always. So far as I am con-
cerned, I have adopted the rule of voting to pay claims where
supplies were takenand used for the support of the Army—taken
regularly, by order o! the commanding officers, in the due
course of army operations, for the support of the Army. Where
supplies were taken under such circumstances and it is shown
that the claimant was loyal, I have voted to pay elaims; but in
the other cases to which I have referred I have regarded the
loss of property as a part of the fortunesof war, and have always
opposed payment. i

r. SAYERS. Now, with all due respect for the gentleman
from Illinois, I think he has been ‘‘ blowing hot and cold ” on
this question. [Laughter.] If he will allow his remarks, just
as they have besn delivered, to go into the RECORD, no person
who may read them will doubt that he is committed directly to
the payment of these claims, should the finding of the court be
in favor of the loyalty of the claimants, and for any amount. .

1 do not reflect at all upon the gentleman who introduced
these bills. No doubt it was his duty as a Representative from
his district to introduce them. What I have to say cannot 111305-
sibly be eonstrued as implying any disrespect to him. ut
what is the case before us? We have thirty-seven bills ag-
gregating $1,040,000, all coming, I understand, from asingle dis-
trict in one State. And it is passing strange to me—I say it
with the utmost respect to the Committee on War Claims—that
they should have singled out thig%v-saven bills calling for more
than a million of dollars and introduced by a singlemember and
should have them reported to the House under one resolution.

If I understand the spiritof the Bowman act aright, if is this:
That the Committee on War Claims shall investigate such
claims, and if it appears on the face of the claims and upon the
evidence accompanying them, that there is a prima fucie cass
against the Government, then it is within the province of that
committee to refer such claims to the Courtof Claims. Butthe
committee must first have satisfled itself, after a careful exam-
ination, that there is a prima facie case against the Government.

Surely, the Congress did not intend by the passage of the
Bowman act to incur the expense of adjudicating such claimsin
the Court of Claims unless a prima facie case were first made out
before a committee of one of the Houses of Congress. Now, it
does occur to me—and I make the remark with all respect—that
it would scarcely be possible for the Committee on War Claims
to give thirty-seven claims of different kinds, covering in the
aggregate more than a million of dollars and introduced by &
single member, that consideration which would justify their
being sent to the Court of Claims.

Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman allow me a moment?

Mr. SAYERS, Ina momentI will. This may be regarded,
Mr. Chairman, as anextreme position and not warranted by the
spirit and the letter of the law. But I agree entirely with the
gentleman from Michigan, that it is the duty of Congress to in-
vestigate thoroughly every claim presented to it for direct pay-
aegt or to be sent under its recommendation to the Court of

aims.

Now, what would be the status of these claims if they should

o to the Court of Claims and be sent back here with favorable

ndings? Are we still to oppose them, or are we to pay them?

Mr. SNODGRASS. We ought to pay them.

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman from Texas will pardon me
a moment, I wish to call attention to the fact that the resolution
now under consideration reporting back these thirty-seven cases
was reported to the House and placed upon the Calendar on the
3d of October last—so short a time as that after the assembling
of this Congress.

Mr. ENLOE. If the gentleman will allow me, I want to state
that there is no mystery about this thing at all. There is no
pretense, [ presume, on the part of anyone that the Committee
on War Cl hasundertaken to investigate the merits of these
claims. The object of the Bowman act and of the Tucker ach
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was to devolve the duty of such investigation upon the court, in-
stead of committees of Congress. Those acts were passed tore-
lieve the committees of such work.

Myr. DINGLEY. I do not so understand.

Mr. ENLOE. That has been the practice all the time under
those acts.

Mr. DINGLEY.

Mr. ENLOE.
strued.

Mr. SAYERS. Then,Mr.Chairman, in view of what has been
stated by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE], that
there has been no pretense whatever of an investigation on the
part of the Committee on War Claims to ascertain whether
there is a probability of these claims being found by the Court
of Claims to be just and due to loyal claimants, I do not think
this resolution ought to pass; I do not think we ought to send
to the Court of Claims in this way these claims which would en-
tail an expense of thousands and tens of thousands of dollars,
probably, before they are adjudicated.

Mr. DOCKERY. What is the amount involved in these
claims?

Mr, SAYERS. One million and forty thousand dollars.

Mr. DOCKERY. I understood the gentleman from 'Tennes-
see [Mr. ENLOE] to say that the Committee on War Claims has
not investigated these claims, notwithstanding they amount to
over a million dollars. :

Mr. ENLOE. The gentlemanunderstandscorrectly; and that
is in accordance with the practice of the Committes on War
Claimes ever since the passage of the Bowman and Tucker acts.

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion I will

m —

ilr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. If the gentleman will al-
low me a moment, T would like to ask what is the difference be-
tween the judgment which the Court of Claims might render
under a resolution requiring that court to report the amount
due and any judgmentwhich it might render undera resolution
giving the court complete authority in the matter?

Mr. SAYERS. Well, if I understand correctly the gentle-
man's question, there is no difference at all.

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. That seems to be a dis-
tinction without a difference,

Mr, COX. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Texas, that
the Court of Claims could not pass on these claims under exist-
ing law, bzeause the first thing under the law would be to de-
termine the question of loyalty. This proposed legislation does
not invoke that question at all, but simply direets the court to
ascertain the amount due. So you pass over the question of
loyalty entirely, not in the usual form, and the court is to pass
on only one provision, and that is as to the amount due.

th. SNODGRASS. Of course the court would comply with
the law.

Mr. COX. But thisis the law when you pass it.

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be a wide di-
versity of opinion among gentlemen in regard to this matter.
One gentleman, my friend from Georgia[Mr. LIVINGSTON], from
what he has said to me, seems to think that these claims will be
adjudicated under the provisionsof the Bowman act. The gen-
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] on the contrary, and also the
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. BuNN], the chairman of
the Committee on Claims, say tome that this resolution is a law
unto itself. In other words, that it takes from the Court of
Claims the right and the duty to inquire into the loyalty of the
claimants, and to simply report back to Congress the amount
which is due, if anything, under the respective bills presented.
Now, if nothing else would induce me to vote against the reso-
lution it wounld be the difference of opinion thatexists on a mat-
fer of such importance.

Mr. SNODGRASS. Will the gentleman allow me a question?

Mr. SAYERS., Certainly.

Mr. SNODGRASS. This resolution refers these matters to
the Court of Claims under the Tucker and the Bowman law.

Mr. COX. Oh, no. o L

Mr. SNODGRASS (continuing). And whenever they inves-
tigate the question of loyalty, if it is found that the claimant
was disloyal they can not report anything is due.

Mr. COX. The gentleman is mistaken.

Mr. SNODGRASS. That would be the first inquiry.

Mr. SAYERS. Well, Mr. Chairman, when doctors disagree
the patient dies. Now, here is one gentleman from Tennessee
on my right who takes one view of the question, and another
gentlt;&anifrom Tennessee on my left who takes a diametrically

view.
% r. SNODGRASS. I ask il that is not the law; and if the
eourt is not compelled to determine the question of loyalty first?

Mr. SAYERS. Well, I have so much confidence in the legal
opinion of the gentlemen from Tennessee on my right, and also

I understand exactly the contrary.
That is the way those acts have been con-

in the legal O];lnion of the other gentleman from Tennessee on
the left, that I am unable to decide between them. [Laughter.

Now, a word in reference to the appropriations. I have hear
a good deal said on this floor this evening in regard to the Re-
Pubhca.n party and the Democratic party making appropritions

or the payment of this character of claims, the Republicans
throwing it over to the Democrats like a ball, and the Democrats
tossing it back to the Republican side. My, Chairman,I do not
believe that any gentleman on this floor will pass on this ques-
tion as influenced by his political affiliations.

There is not a gentleman on this floor who is not as much in-
terested, and 1 believe as honestly interested, in the proper re-
ductions of appropriations as any other member, have not
seen the slightest evidence during this session of any effort on
either side to unduly increase the appropriations; and I do not
believe that any member, to whichever party he may belong,
will consider this %uastion in the light oP his political relations
lgub only in the light of his relations to the people of this coun-

ry.

_{ do nof believe the resolution ought to pass. I do not be-
lieve that it comes to the House in such shape as to commend
itself to the judgment and wisdom of the House. I believe
thatone of two things ought to be done, either it ought to he
referred back to the committee from which it came, or the res-
olution should be laid on the table when we go back into the
House. So belie\ring, I shall move that the resolution bs laid
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation
that it do lie on the table.

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Michigan has fifteen
minutes of his time remaining.

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, I omitted to eall attention
to the pendency in this House, before the Committee on the Ju-
diciary, of a bill to refund the cotton tax, introduced by the gen-
tleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER], aggreating the sum of
$04,935,121.56; and for fear that some gentieman might say that
this bill is simply pending, I desire to call attention to the fact
that in the last Congress the gentleman from Alabama [Mr.
OATES], [rom the Committee on the Judiciary, made a favora-
ble report from that committee recommending the passage of
this bill and the refunding of this enormous sum.

There is also a bill pending to refund .about $11,000,00) re-
maining in the Treasury out of the captured and abandoned
property fund.

The bill was favorably reported in the Forty-ninth Congress
by the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary [Mr. CUL-
BERSON], and I presume will receive favorable action in this
Congress. I understand it is now on the House Calendar, and
this should be added to the sums heretofore named, making over
$75,000,000 more of pending claims against the Government.

Something has been said by the gentleman from Tennessee
about my motive in making this statement. I had no iaea of
making a political speech or of saying anything for political
effect. I presented the official reports of the variousoflicials of
this Government, showing the amount of claims pending in the
various Departments, and the records of this House showing the
number of claims pending before the Committee on War Claims,
and the aggregate amount carried by these bills. I have noth-
ing to retract.

X %lgaaented it because I believed it ought to be known, and
not because I am opposed to the payment of any loyal claim. I
am in favor of paying the just claim of any person who was loyal
to the Government anywhere; butI am glad to hear the gentle-
man from Texas [Mr, SAYERS | make the announcement publicly
that in his judgment you can count on the fingers of one hand
the average of all the people in any community in the cotton
States who were loyal to the United States Government during
the war.

Mr. SAYERS. That is on the average, I mean to say.

Mr. BURROWS. Ontheaverage. From the facts presented,
I mean to say that generally these claims are of a dou'gl-ful char-
acter.

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow me?

Mr. BURROWS. I cannot just now. I want to call atten-
tion to the fact, which seems fo have been lost sight of in this
debate, that there is no feeling on this side, or on any side,
againstthe payment of any loyal claimant. Why,in 1871 acom-
mission was established for the very purpose of paying every citi-
zen who was loyal to the Government any just demand against it.

Mr. STOCKDALE. Does the gentleman refer to the South-
ern Claims Commission?

Mr. BURROWS. Yes, and that Commission was authorized
to continue for two years, and I believe it sat something like
nine years, the time being extended, and during that time that
Commission was open to everybody, and the Commission was au-
thorized not only to take testimony, sitting here in Washing-
ton, but to send anywhere in the United States and take testi-
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mony. The opportunity was open toall, and the only prerequi-
site to the allowance of the claims was that the claimant should
prove his loyalty, That court was open,

There were presented to that court 22,298 cases. Of these
5,250 abandoned their claims, never presuming to prosecute
them. Of course they were absolutely barred; but that Com-
mission authorized the payment, and there was paid toloyal eiti-
zens as the result of their investigation the sum of $4,636,920.69.

Now, with that commission open to everybody, with the op-
portunity for every citizen to prove his loyalty and the loss of

roperty and the damage done, and with that amount of over

our millions and a half paid to loyal claimants it seems to me
the presumption is against these claims, and that twenty-five
years after, it is a little late to have these claims presented
which were either not prosecuted before the Southern Claims
Commission, or after full hearing rejected by that commission.

There were a large number of those claims rejected. The re-
port of that commission is in print, showing when and why these
claims were rejected, and that in most instances it was for dis-
loyalty. I say,therefore, it isa little late, when witnesses are
dead and evidence destroyed, to seek to revive these discardel
and doubtful claims,

Mr, COOPER of Indiana. Mr. Chairman——

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Indiana[Mr. COOPER]
is recognized.

Mr. ENLOE. Ishould like to have the gentleman yield to
me for & moment, .

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I yieldtothe gentleman from Ten-
nessee for & moment.

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, have I any time left?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has five minutes left.

Mr. BURROWS. Iagreed to yield to the gentleman from
New York the balance of my time.

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will recognize the gentleman
from New York in a moment, but the Chair has already recog-
nized the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CooPER]. The gentle-
man {rom Michigan [Mr. BURROWS]| did not reserve his time.
The Chair will recognize the gentleman from New York assoon
as he can reach him.

Mr. ENLOE. Mr, Chairman, before we get away from this
guestion I want to sattle a very important question between the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] and myself, and I in-
vite the attention of the gentleman from Michigan to whatI am
going to say. While I was addressing the House, the gentle-
man from Michigan asserted that the statement which I made
to the House that he had discussed this question in the last
Congress was ‘‘not true,” and the following controversy en-
sued, which I read from the Reportsr's notes:

Mr. ENLOE, Yes, and the gentleman might say that very frequently, but
that would not make his statemnent true; and if it came to a question of
vm;aliat. 1I;m.ween myself and the gentleman, I suppose mine would stand as
:riu'. BURROWS. Yes, but that I have discussed this matter before is not

rhe. ™

Mr. ESLOE. You discussed it in the last Congress.
Mr. Burrows. I did not.

Now, Mr. Chairman, since the gentleman made that statement
I have gone to the library of the House and obtained the Con-
GRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 129, second session Fifty-second
Congress, and on page 609, and continuing on pages 610 and 611,
was a discussion of this question, in which both myself and the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] participated.

Thegentlemanfrom Michigan then had read a statement, which
I will ask the Clerk to read, which was the very statement he
had read here to-day, in regard to these claims.

The Clerk read as follows:

Under the act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act, 248 cases were
dis of during the year; the aggregate claims covered by said cases
being #2.583,039.41. In 158 of these cases findings were made against the
Government, and for an aggregate sum of #485,516.35. The claims of this
class growing out of the alleged taking of supplies and o&herpr:g)erw during
the war are assuming enormous proportions. They already aggregate
ﬁ?il‘l;lymr a&%?tfgo' a.nl ﬂ] tl,;es’ Depart.m:aﬁ}b has mll;ahla informmti)glfn that a nml&

a0 nal cla: gregating very large sums, are repare
to be filed and pushed ugx.in?!% the Treasury. Tﬁ:t a very large gr%pog'uon
of ihese claims have no just foundation either in fact or law, being pre-
sented by persons or the representatives of persons who were not loyal to
the Government during the war, is every day made clearer in the evidence
evolved In their defense.

In numerous cases where testimony has been produced of the entire loy-
alty of claimants to the Union during the war, by the discovery of documen-
taryevidence, such as the election returns on the vote for secession, Vouchers
for supplies furnished to thes Confederate government, enlistment rolls,
regis of Confederate bonds, etc.. the attorneys of the Government have
been able to demonstrate the disloyalty of claimants and thus defeat the
claims. But of course such evidence can be found onlyin exceg‘tioual cases,

and unless Co 58 shall ?ut some new barrier between the Treasury and
these claims it1s impossible to ict the amount the Government may be
called upon to pay thereon. O ¥ 4 statute of limitations bars claims

resting on ol evidence after six years. W
to fraud and perjury, a different rule should ap;

parent. I
Mr. BURROWS. Let me see that.

» With all the temptations
t0 these clalmsis not ap-

Mr. ENLOE. I will give it to the gentleman ina moment. I
want to quote a little of the language of the gentleman imme-
diately following this quotation which he then made from the
reporf of the Attorney-General:

This is the statement embraced in the official report of the Attorney-Gen-
eral, upon which statement, I suppose, is based the language of the Presi-
dent’s me: to which the gentieman from Tennesses has-called attention
and which he has seen fit to criticise. Now,it was with a view of ascertain-
ing the nature and character of these cialms, and in order that the House
and the country might be imformed in relation to them, that I offered this
resolution, and I am thankful to the committee for having reported it back
with a favorable recommendation.

And the discussion continued on through that page and part
of the next between the gentleman and myself on this very
point. The gentleman got information, but it seems he did not
want to use it. It was his resolution, adopted at that time, that
caused this investigation to be made by the Department of .Jus-
tice, which showed that these claims, instead of being $100,000,-
000, as he has continued to assert, were $25,000, and I congratu-
late tht‘; gentleman that he came within $375,000,000 of stating it
correctly.

Mr. C§0PER of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, it is very evident
that no conclusion can be reached upon the matter pending be-
fore the committee at this time. I wish, therefore, to ask the
indulgence of the House for a few minutes only, while I recur to
a matter which had its origin in the discussion on the legisla-"
tive, executive, and judicial appropriation bill a few days since.
While that bill was under discussion, in response to an inquir
by my friend, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], |
stated, as one of the reasons why the checking division of the
Sixth Auditor's Office was behind, that the chief of that division
had oceupied much of his time and the time of the clerks in that
service in preparing and publishing a life of ex-President Har-
rison.

While I was absent temporarily from the Hall of the House
on yesterday, the gentleman from Ohio, after having, I will say
in justice to him, endeavored to ascertain my presence, had
read from the Clerk's desk a letter from this ex-chief of the
checking division, in which he substantially contradicts the
statementmade by me. He said, in substance, that that division
was about three years behind when he took charge of it, and
that the prior Administration of the present President was to
blame for that fact, and that during his incumbency the work -
was brought up something like a year in advance of what it was
when he undertook it.

Now, Mr, Chairman, I wish fo send to the Clerk's desk and
have read a letter from one of the employés of that division,
who is still in that service, upon that point.

The Clerk read as follows:

TREASURY DEPARTMENT,

OFFICE OF THE AUDITOR OF THE TREASURY
FOR THE POST-OFFICE DEPARFMENT,
Washington, D. C., May 25, 1554,

Sim: In m(gg to your requestof thisdate, as to any facts I may know rela-
tive to Mr. rles Hedges, late chief of the checking division, Sixth Audi-
tor's OfMce, having d his term of office devoted his time, or caused
clerks and other employés to have devoted their time during office hours to
the preparation of a biographical sketch and compilation o hes of Ex-
President Benjamin Harrison, I have this to state: That I have seen Mr.
Hedges very busily aged at his oficial desk, and doring office hours,
El;epal‘mg writings, which turned out to be ‘' Life and speeches of the Hon.

nj. Harrison, President.” Mr. Hall, one of his clerks, was at work in his
room, nst?_ﬁjt.he typewriter, which seemed strange to me, as thereisno work
in that division which requires correspondence.

Some time thereafter I noticed the room adjoining the chief’s used as a
storercom for books, and upon inspecting them found they were the afore-
mentioned books. . Glende g, one of his clerks, was engaged in ad-
dressing these books to subscribers and postmasters d office hours
and whilst his name was carried on the rolls. Shortly after, this clerk, a
substitute, was a.p?olnwd toa $1,000 position over a Miss Pettigrew, who
stood at the top of the list in a competitive examination for promotion,
notwithstanding that THOMAS B, REED had interested himself in her behalf.

It is the impression of the office that the appointment of Mr. Glendenning ~
was the result of his labor for Mr. Hedges.

Very respectfully, [
CHARLES A. GIVEN,
Clerk, Sixth Auditor's Office.

Hon. GEORGE W. COOPER,

Houge of Representalives.

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Now, I send forward a letter from
another clerk, which I wish to have read.
The Clerk read as follows:

OFFICE OF THE AUDITOR OF THE TREASURY
FOR THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT,
Washington, D. C., May 25, 1894.

SIR: Inreply to your request of this date for information that I may pos-
sess relative to Charles Hedges, late chief of the checking division of the
Sixth Auditor's Office, having used the Government’s time for his own pur-
poses by working himsell, and, as chiefof his division, causing Government
employés under him to devote their time dw office hours to the prepar-
ation of a book con a blographical sketch and speeches of Benjamin

rison, ex-President of the United States, I have this to say:

It is a matter openl{ talked that Judge Thomas, now chief clerk, Post-
Office Department, and late superintendent and disbursing clerk of the Post-
OfMce Department, complained to the chief clerk of the Sixth Auditor’s Of-
fice about one of the rooms of the Busch Building being occupied by some
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two wagonloads of mail sacks filled with the speeches of Benjamin Harrl-
| son, compiled by Charles Hedges, and that they were not removed until
| after complaint had been made,
' It'was a matter of common discussion in the division at that time that
by Mr. Hedges during office
ations of the Treasury Department,
pare letters and circnlars to g;vmotet.hessle of said book, to unpack
store away in the Busch Bullding these books as they were recelved
. | from publishers, and wrap up singly or otherwise to deliver or mall to pur-
chasers.

It was stated that Thornton Chesley, an employé of the office, was in-
structed by Mr. Hedges to make a canvassof the office for the sale of said
book and that he did so during office hours, which is a violation of rules and
regulations of the Treasury Department prohibiting all canvassing what-

ever.

© Iknow that clerks bought the book who could not afford to, to prevent in-
curring the displeasure of Mr, H and that clerks who did not buy the
book felt that they were oppressed for not ha done s0.

As to the condition of the work on Mr. Hedges's division at the time of his
retirement, I have this to say:

' Chaos ed the entire division. New York tal notes were lost;
not an or clerk in the building could tell where to find them. The
8,000 books used in checking were everywhere but where they were wanted.
It required three months’ work of the assistant chief to catalogueand reduce
to business system these books alone.

' The division under Mr, Hedges had run itself. The clerks had checked as

+ they ehoosed, or if they did not choose, had turned in their weekl, a.ver%gs
as checked when they werenot, and sent the work to the files tor.’tils ad: -
istration to take out of the files by the thousands and do over riy. In
the basement were huge basketfuls of 1889 and 1890 and 1891 work t clerks
had left laying around loose and reported as done.

There was no uniformity in the work. As an illustration: Colorado not
checked since 1889; Minnesota postal notes not checked since 188%; Wash-
ing ?'59]3 C., not checked since 1883; New York postal notes not checked

08 3

Checking when done had been 80 badly done that more time of clerks was
wasted mischecks than would have been required to do the whole
correctly in the beginning. The work is all reviewed now, and perfect bus-

iness system followed in everything.

Respectfully,

messengers, laborers,, and clerks wera used
| lt;:'ln-s. in violation of the rulesand regul
|

CYNTHIA E. CLEVELAND,
Olerk, Sixth Auditor's Office.
Hon. GEORGE W. COOPER,
House of Representatives.

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Now, there is anotherletter atthe
desk, I ask to have itread. It is a short letter.
The Clerk read as follows:

WAsHINGTON, D. C., May 25, 1594,

Srr: Inreply to your requestof this date for any information that I may
have relative to the clerks or other employés in the Sixth Auditor's Office

_having devoted their time during office hours to the work of Ereparlng a
book con a biographical sketch and speeches of ex-President Harri-
som, I have this to state:

The statements made by you are substantially correct. Iwas his pri-
vate messenger and was employed during office hours, when my office work
was done, in doing up for mailing from the office copies of the book in ques-
tion. I did this under instructions from my chief, Mr. Hedges.

Very respectfully,
PATRICK DOOLAN,
Mezsenger, Sixth Auditor's Office.

Hon. GEORGE W. COOPER, /
Housge af Representatives.

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Now, Mr. Chairman, this commu-
nication, which appeared in yesterday’s RECORD, states that
when Mr. Hedges took charge of the checking division of the
Auditor’s Office the work was three years behind. Ihave in my
hand the report made by Mr. Hedges himself, the first report
made by him to the Sixth Auditor after he came into office.
Init he says (Iquote from page 13): ‘*The work of this division,
takenas awhole, in consequence of the insufficiency of the force,
is in arrears ten months, and some sections (States) are in ar-
rearage eighteen months.” This was the first report made by
him, and is of date October 9, 1889, that he found the work in

‘arrears ten to eighteen months.
Now, it is a fact that this work can not be closer up than six
. months, beeause the work does not reach the checking division
earlier than that; so that when he went in it was practically up.
I wish now to call attention to the first report made by his sue-
cessor. Mr. Hedges says that the work was ten to eighteen
months in arrears when he went into office. His successor pre-
pared and published in his firsf reporta tableshowing the exact
condition of this work, giving each State and Territory—the
date of this report is June 30, 1893. I will not read the entire
table, but the first given is the State of Alabama, which he says
was behind from July 12, 1890, or a period of nearly three years.

So that, from being ten months behind when he went into of-
-fice, they were three years behind when he left, and it is not to
be wondered at in view of the festimony of thess letters I have
,had read thatit should be so behind. I havein myhanda copy
of the book to which reference has been made.
taMr. GROSVENOR. Donotputthatinthe RECORD., [Laugh-
‘ter.

r. COOPER of Indiana. I will not put that in the RECORD.
I assure m; we have too many speeches there now. [Laughter.]
"On the page of it is an autograph letter from the Hon.
- Thomas H.Carter, chairman of the national Republican execu-
' tive committee. il

This is the letterof the chairman of the Republican committee:

REPUBLICAN NATIONAL COMMITTEE,
No. 518 Fifth Avenue, New York, September 8, 1892,
MY DEAR SIrR: Your accurate compilation of the speeches of President
Htu-mg:lee does you great credis, and meets the approval of the national
committee.

These speeches are not only literary gems; they are patriotic inspirations
as well, and should be read with care by every citizen of the Republic.

Yours, sincerely,
T. H. CARTER, Chairman.

Mr. CHARLES HEDGES,

Washington, D. .

Mr. COOMBS. To whom was that addressed?

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. This was addressed to the general
publie, through Mr. Hedges, by the chairman of the national com-
mittee, at a time when Mr, Harrison was a candidate for re#lec-
tion.

Mr. KYLE. How many pages are there in the book?

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. There are 616 pages. Now, Mr.
Chairman, it was said the other day in defense of this gentleman
that not much time would be required in the compilation of this
work, as it was sim‘gly a compilation of speeches and not a bio-

taphical sketch. It is true that the biographical sketchof this
gistmgulahed statesman which precedes the speeches is quite
short, but if any gentleman has the curiosity to look through
this book he will see that each one of these *‘literary gems” has
a very elaborate setting, a mass of introductory matter, stating
the time and the place and the persons present when the gem
was set. [Laughter.]

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Is Gen. Harrison’sspeech
at Rochester in that book?

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I have not examined it, but I have
no doubt the speech is here. I will submit the volume to the

ntleman as soon as I have concluded my remarks. I do not

now whether that particular s h is in this book, but I know
this—and it has been established by the testimony here—
that the book was prepared in the office of the Sixth Auditor,
by the chief of the checking division, and that he took the time
og the Government, the time of the people of the United States,
to prepare thiz book; thatafter it was published it was shipped
back to that place in boxes and there folded and addressed by
the clerks of the Sixth Auditor’s Office to the subscribers of
the work, to the postmasters of the United States, and that that
work was done during office hours by the employés of the Gov-
ernment; and I "fm call attention to the factthat this wasapo-
litical document indorsed by the Republican national commit-
tee; that the Department was canvassed for its sale, and that
this office was turned into a warehouse from which it was deliv-
ered to subscribers.

Mr, SPRINGER. Was it franked or postpaid?

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I do not know. I wanf to say in
conclusion, Mr. Chairman, that work is now very much behind
in the checking division of the Sixth Auditor’s Oflice, probabl
two or three years behind; but that, from myacquaintance Wit{
the present Sixth Auditor and knowleﬂ&la of his methods of con-
ducting business,I have no doubt that this work will be brought
up regularly and speedily, and that, too, whether the system be
changed or not. At least we can restassured that no book-stalls
or hucksters’ stands will disgrace that branch of the public
service under his administration. Mr. Chairman, I have no
feeling against the gentleman who compiled this book; I do not
know him. He first came to public notice at Indianapolis when
he was stationed there by the Associated Press,as I am in-
formed, to relf:iort the proceedings at the home of Gen. Harrison
when he was firstacandidate for the Presidency. The acquaint-
ance and intimacy there formed ripened, I have no doubt, into
the appointment in the Sixth Auditor’s Office, and that appoint-
ment gave this gentleman favorable means and opportunity for
the prosecution of his lite aspirations.

I think it is right, Mr. Chairman, that these facts in connec-
tion with the management of a public office should be known,
Some criticism has been indulged in here with reference to my
habit of calling attention to things observed by me that are not
proper in the administration of public affairs. I have noapol-
ogy to make for that. I think itis thedutyof a Representative
to make public everything he sees that is wrong in connection
with the management of public affairs. The author of the let-
ter put in the RECORD yesterday by the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. GROSVENOR]}-speaks of me as a Modoc. [Laughter.] I do
not deny that under some circumstances and with a sufficient
provocation, Imightindulge in alittle Indian warfare. ugh-
ter.] Mr. Chairman, inview ofall the facts as develor the
testimony of these witnesses I think there ought to be a Modoe
for every Hedges. [Applause on the Democraticside.] Believ-
ing it my duty to do so, I have given you the facts and am will-
ing to let the judgment of the country ba upon this
method of transacting the public business. [Applause on the
Democratic side.] =
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Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to ocoupy %ust. 4 mo-
ment in reply to the statement of the gentleman from Tennessee
[Mr. ENvLOE] that what T said here to-day was a repetition of
something that I had said on a formeroccasion. What the gen-
tleman ﬂ.lfndes to is some remarks made by me upon aresolution
I introduced to provide for an inqujr{ upon this subject. That
resolution was reported back favorably from the Committee on
War Claims, and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE]
took the floor and debated the matter at length, criticising Gen.
HENDERSON and others for what they had stated on the stump
in reference to war claims.

1 simply closed the debate by saying that debate was entirely
premature, that what we wanted was information upon thissub-
ect, and that was the object of the resolution. At that time I

id not have before me either the report of the Attorney-Gen-
eral or of the Treasury Department, for they had not then been
made, and only made some general statements of rumors that
were current about this matter. I stated that asthe groundfor
passing the resolution,and commended the committee for re-
porting it, and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE]
spent most of his time on that occasion in criticising Gen. HEN-
DERSON and others who had alluded to these war claims on the

stump.

Mr?ENLOE. The gentleman denied that he had discussed
the question.

Mr. BURROWS. I had notdiscussed it,and the absurdity of
the statement appears from the RECORD.

Mr. ENLOE. The RECORD shows the fact.

Mr. BURROWS. I would be glad to have the matter tested
by the RECORD.

Mr. ENLOE. The RECORD is the best evidence.

Mr. BURROWS. I am willing to stand by it.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say, in connec-
tion with this controversy that comes up so spasmodically
[laughter], that there are two or three things made manifest b,
the deliverance of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr, COOPER].
First, that ‘‘ civil-service reform?” is a humbug and a fraud——

1Mr. ENLOE and others. That is right. |Laughter and ap-
ause.
: Mr. (]:'ROSVENOR. Because it has been demonstrated that
the elerk (a lady) who stood highest on the list of ‘‘eligibles”
and who had the most powerful backing possible among the Re-
ublicans in the United States failed to be appointed, and a fel-
ow from outside was appointed over her head. There is one
illustration in that direction.

In the second place, it would seem it was not necessary to make

~the extraordinary appropriation for clerks to bring up this
checking business, for apparently there have been three gen-
tlemen in that office unengaged to-day upon the public busi-
ness, and with ample opportunity fo search the records and de-
velop the documents thus produced here on behalf of a former
Administration. [Laughter.]

And we have discovered further that the public service of
this couniry is in such a condition that inferior clerks in the
Departments of this Government write letters attacking former
Administrations and publish them in the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD, upon the mere suggestion of a member of Congress.

Now, I do not know anything about the facts of this case, and
never intended to have anything to do with them. Iam de-
lighted that this exposition has come, and I am especially de-
lighted thatit has come at this particular time, so that the coun-
try may know, and especially thadt a small portion of the country
out in Indiana may know——

Mr, COOPER of Indiana. What you say goes everwhere.

Mr. GROSVENOR. That the gentleman from Indiana is a
veritable *watchdog of the Treasury.” The development has
come at a most opportune time, if the public journalsare telling
the truth in regard to the situation out there.

Mr. BUNN. I move that the committee rise.

The motion was agreed to.

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re-

- sumed the chair, Mr. HATCH reported that the Committee of
the Whole on the Private Calendar had directed him to report
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3150) for the re-
lief of Thomas B. Reed; also that the committee had had under
consideration Report No. 53, from the Committes on War
Claims, and had come to no resolution thereon.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows:
ha'sfﬂlfr' CooMBS, for this evening’s session, on account of ill

To Mr. CAUSEY, until Monday next.

To Mr. MCETTRICK, for three days, on account of sickness in
his family.

To Mr. CLANCY, for three days, on account of sickness.

To Mr. MURRAY, for ten days from Monday next, on account
of important business.

To Mr. GEISSENHAINER, for two days, on account of public
business.

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS.

Mr. HARTER, by unanimous censent, obtained leave to with-
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, papers
in the case of John Irvin, Company E,Sixty-fourth Regiment
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, there having been no adverse report,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROOK-
sHIRE] will perform the duties of the Chair at the evening ses-
sion. The hour of 5 o'clock having arrived, the House, under
the rule, takes a recess until 8 o'clock this evening.

EVENING SESSION.

The recess having expired, the House, at 8 o’clock p. m., re-
sumed its session, Mr. BROOKSHIRE in the chair as Speaker pro
tempore. :

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is now in session for
the consideration of bills under clause 3 of Rule XXVI.

Mr. HARE.. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills
under the rule.

The motion was agreed to. :

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the
‘Whole, Mr. DOCKERY in the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first bill on the
Calendar for consideration under the rule.

MRS, SUSIE CONWAY.

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous
consent to take up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 6902)
granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Susie Conway.

I will state as my reason for making the request that I will be
necessarily absent from the House owing to other arrangements
in a few days.

Mr. H. I object.

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. I hope the gentleman will not ob- -
ject, at least until he hears the reason for the request. I ask
unanimous consent to consider this bill and have a vote taken
upon it to d of it one way or the other. My excuse for
making the request is that in a few days I will be compelled to
leave the House.

Mr. MARSH. I will withdraw the objection.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read as follows: )

Beil enacled, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au-
thorized to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita-
tions of the pension laws, the name of Susie Conway, widow of Senior Lieut.
W. P. Conway, late of the United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the
rate of 50 per month, in lieu of the pension she i3 now allowed.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of
order. I understand that the clerks complain that the light is
so bad in the Hall that it is almost utterly impossible to perform
their duties. We can not do business here in the dark, and I
hope the proper officers having charge of this matter will be
notified to give it immediate attention. I ask this specially in
the interest of the Reporters, who can not see to perform their
duties.

The CHAIRMAN. The proper officers of the House will take
notice of the complaint and try to effect a remedy.

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I am glad to see that the
House wants more light.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gﬁn}lem&n from Kentucky for the present consideration of this
bill? s

Mr. JONES. Before consent isgiven I would like to have the
reportread. We want to understand what this is.

he CHATRMAN. Withoutobjection the reportwill be read,
after which the Chair will ask if there be objection to the
present consideration of the bill.

The report (by Mr. TAWNEY) was read as follows:

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6502) in- ’
creasing the pension of Mrs. Susie Conway, have had the same under con-
sideration and respectfully report as follows:

The claimant is the widow of the late Lieut. Willlam P. Conway, United
States Navy, who duated at the Naval Academy June 7, 1870, and who,
after making for If an extraordinary record for faithful and arduous
gervice, mar upon several occaslons by great heroism, died at Owens-
boro, Ky.. September 14, 1893 (while still on the active list), from caunses in-
giiggint. to t‘l.}? ﬁf:gff{ ;nardahlps and exposure undergone by him while in the

The following letters addressed to the committee show the character and
value of his services and the estimation in which he was held by his fellow
officersin the Navy:

NAVY DEPARTMENT, LIBRARY AND NAVAL WAR RECORDS,
Washington, D. C. April 4, 1594,

S81Rs: Lieut. Willlam P. Conway, United States Navy, now was

one of the most efficlent officers in the Navy, and it affords me great
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ure to testify to his energy, efficiency, and close attention to dutg ata time
when all those qualities would show themselves in the highest degree. [t
was in the wreck of the United States awamshiF Huron, off Currituck
Beach, in the fall of 1877, and when he suffered injuries from which I believe
he never recovered.

As soon as the vessel struck Lieut. Conway went immediately to his post,
and by his coolness and judgment he did much toward preventing a panic.
‘When there was no hope left in saving the vessel he volunteered to take
charge of a boat and make an effort to reach shore for assistance, and in the
attempt to lower the boat it was smashed by the terrific seas then washing
over thewreck. .

Later on he swam to the shore, and though bruized and nearly exhausted
hewas untiring in his efforts to rescue and relieve theothers of his comrades.
His widow is certainly deserving of an increase of her pension.

I am, very respectfully,
LUCIEN YOUNG,

2 Lieutenant, United States Navy.
The COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS,
House of Representatives.

WASHINGTON, D. C., May 4,1594.

Sir: Understanding that Mrs. Conway, widow of the late Lieut. W. P,
Con , United States Navy, has made application for an increase of pen-
sion, I &w say a few words re her late husband.

Lieut. Conway served under my command in the Yorktown as navigator,
and remained in the ship for some time after my detachment.

“I have no doubt the exposure he underwent in the performance of his
duties, in which he was indefatigable, was largely the cause of his death.
This exposure would not probably have had serious results had not Lieut.
Conway been physically weakened by previous trial and exposure in serv-
ice, notably in the Huron at the time of that vessel’s wreck upon the North
Carolina coast. F

“ Lieut. Conway showed at thls time a courage and manliness which won
him the highest praise. His modestg,grevanwd his making any claim to
gpecial consideration, he esteeming conduct but & necessary part of a

r performance of duty.

“ 1 can bear witness to Lieut. Conway's uprightness of character and his

excellence as a man and officer in every phase of duty which fell to him.

“1 am, sir, very respectfully, o TR

“ommander Uniled States Navy, Chief of Bureau of Equipment.
“ The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS."

As stated above the service rendered by Lieut. Conway was of an extraor-
dinary character, and has hardly a parallel in the tory of the Navy.
The records show that during his twenty-four years of service in the Navy,
after four years at the Academy, he had more than eighteen years' sea duty
and an aggregate, all told, of but nine months’ leave of absence.

The records not only show that his sea service was longer than of any lieu-
tenant of his age in the service, but was longer than thatof 2 admirals, than
all save 3 of the 10 commodores, than all save 3 of the 45 captains, all save 2
of the 85 commanders, and all except 1 of the 74 lieutenant-commanders.

The following statement is made by R. D. Evans, captaln, United States

Navy:

Lirgut.. William P. Conway, United States Navy, served with me nnder my
command in the United States steamship Yorktown from August, 1891, to
November, 1802, most of the time asnavigator. His duties werealways per-
formed to my entire satisfaction, and I say without hesitation that the Navy
has seldom seen his egual and never his superior asa navigator. Duringa
passaie through the Straits of Magellan, when the ship was being driven
at high s in the face of a severe gale, and the weather bitterly cold, he
remained on the bridge without a word of complaint until his face and neck
were swollen and blistered. And, again, in the Bering Sea, under the most
trying conditions of cold and fog, he stuck to his post, without flinching,
many times during the entire night. Such exposure, and the anxiety conse-
quent upon his position, must have gone far towards undermining his

health agg constitution.

Lileut. Conwa.ﬁtoswned no propemr any kind or dlescrigﬂ.on at the date
of his death. family at that was composed of his wife, a small
child 8 yearsold, and his aged and widowed mother, who for many years had

depended upon her son for support, she likewise owning no property of any
t.

m!:n‘:incs the officer’s death a pension rated at $25 per month under the general

law, with # additional for the child, has been allowed to the beneficiary

herein, but this small sum is insufficient to provide the necessaries of life

for the wife, child, and mother who were rlepandemggon im.

Aside from the great financial needs of the widow child and the mother
of the late Lieut. Conway, the facts and circumstances presented to your
committee concerning his service in the United States Navy show an excep-
tional and most extraordinary record for gallantry, heroism, ana unselfish
devotion to ﬂut{. for which no special reward was ever asked or received by
him during his lifetime.

There are numerous precedents for the proposed increase of pension to the
widow of this gallant officer, and in the light of all the facts your committee
recommend the passage of the bill.

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman— :

The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill? :

Mr. JONES. I would like to hear an explanation of the gen-
tleman, the patron of the bill, as to the amount of pension this
widow is now receiving, and the reason for the increase.

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. I shall be very glad to make an ex-
planation if the House will give me consent to do so.

Mr. JONES. Iwould liketoget from the gentleman the rea-
- sons for this proposed increase.

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. I thinkI can make an explanation
fo the House that it will appreciate, but the explanation will
necessarily take some ten or fifteenminutes. IhopeI may have
consent to occupy that time.

Mr, JONES. Why, you have %ot. an hour in ggur own right.

The CHAIRMAN. No, the bill is not yet before the com-
mittee, The gentleman asks unanimous consent to make an ex-
planation not to exceed fifteen minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. ELLIS of Kantuckf. Mpr. Chairman, I shall certainly not
o¢ccupy more time ﬂmfl s necessary to state the merits of the

case as involved in this bill. This is the bill, as the committes
has already discovered, to increase the pension of the widow of
Lieut. W. P. Conway, an officer of the United States Navy.

Mr. OUTHWAITE. By which committee reported?

Mr. ELLTS of Kentucky. The Committee on Pensions.

ller.gLACEY. Why is this bill taken up out of its regular
order?

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. It was done by unanimous consent.

The CHAIRMAN. A request has been made for unanimous
consent to comsider the bill, which has not yet been granted,
but the gentleman has been allowed not exceeding fifteen min-
utes to explain it.

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I will ask that the
committee give me unanimous consent to consider the bill, and
I will state as my apology for making the request that my en-
gagements are such that I will be obliged to go away from the
House very soon; but if the committee would be willing to give
me something more than fiftesn minutes, I should be very glad,
as an ex-Confederate soldier, to expound my views on pension
matters generally. I have been here now for some five years,
and have not consumed any of the time of the House on such
matters, or very little of it.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Ask unanimous consent that the bill be
taken up for consideration.

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. I make that request.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the request. Is
there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, I thank the committes for con-
senting to the present consideration of this bill, and promise
not to abuse its courtesy.

My long and intimate acquaintance with Lieut. Conway en-
ables me to speak with accuracy not only concerning his high
characteras a citizen, but of hisextraordinary and brilliant sery-
ices as a soldier. He and his widowed mother resided in the
town where [ live and were my next-door neighbors. Honorable
and industrious and possessing a high order of intelligence,
Lieut. Conway would have easify won success and honorable dis-
tinction in any eivil calling or pursuit.

But choosing the profession of arms, at the age of sixteen he
became a midshipman in our Navy,from which time till the day
of his death he devoted all his fine physical and mental energies
to the service of his country. When it is rem2mbered that he

always divided his meager salary with his widowed mother, who

was dependent upon him for support, and that he was cut off by
death just when he had reached the high noontide of a splendid
m?nhooa, it is not singular that he died the owner of no prop-
erty.

Through every grade of his service he took the highest rank.
Whether as midshipman, ensign, master, or lieutenant, he dis-
charged with unexcelled fidelity and consummate skill every
duty imposed upon him. He was so good a soldier that it was
a conceded fact in naval circles many years before his death
that he had no superior, if indeed anequal, as a navigator in our
Navy. As modest as a woman, he never discussed or even re-
ferred to his own performances, nor sought through political
influences or otherwise tosecure for himself rapid promotions or
easy duties on shore.

he official record of Lieut. Conway’s service shows that during
his twenty-four years of service in the Navy, after four years in
the Academy, that he had only an aggregate of nine months’
leave of absence and nineteen years of sea duty.

The official records also disclose that his sea service was not
only longer than that of any other lieutenant of his age in the
service, but longer than that of two admirals, longer than all
save three of the ten commodores, than all save three of the
forty-five captains, all save two of the eighty-five commanders,
and all except one of the seventy-four lieutenant-commanders.

It is hardly an exaggeration to say that during the twenty-four
years of his service his only habitation was on the ocean. He
sailed the national flag in every sea, displayed its stars and
stripes in every important harbor of the world, and wherever he
carried it honored it. I can not hope in the brief time I shall
occupy the time of the House to recounteither the extentor the
character of his services as a soldier, but will content myself
with mentioning one or two instances in which he rendered dis-
tinguished service and for which, in my opinion, he never re-
ceived the reward to which he was entitled.

THE HERO OF THE HURON DISASTER.

Graduating from the Naval Academy, heserved for over eleven
years without leave of absence for a single day, and was, on the
nightof 29th of September, 1877, at his post as master on the deck
of the Huron when thatill-fated warship was wrecked and lost in
a furious storm off the North Carolina coast, and in which all its
officers save four, and over one hundred seamen perished. The
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melancholy fate of the Huron and the appalling loss of human
life consequent thereon form a memorable chapter in the history
of our Navy. - .

On this oceasion Lieut. Conway not only distinguished him-
self, but sustained injuries from which it is believed he never
fully recovered. The Huron had just started on its voyage to
the West Indies and was steaming close on to the Gulf Stream
when a storm broke upon it with a fury that dashed its iron
sides mercilessly upon the rocks and breakers. But the fierce-
ness of the storm did notfrighten this gallant young oflicer from
hispostof duty. Amid falling sgmrs, the howling of the tempest,
the shrieks of the crushed and the dying, scenes that beggar
description, Lieut. Conway, as self-composed as if on dress pa-
rade, employed every eilort in his power to strengthen the
brittl?‘l t.hreag upon which the lives of the whole ship’s company
depended.

hough there were many officers on board who outranked him,
the findings of the court of inquiry which afterwards investi-
gated the cause of the Huron’s loss, discloses the fact that he
was the coolest of all the brave company who suffered or died in
that disaster.

It was on Lieut. Conway's suggestion that the masts were cut
away, and at his suggestion that the heavy guns were heaved
overboard to lighten the burden of the sinking ship and if pos-
sible to save it. When every effort to save the ship had failed
and waves were racing furiously over her decks, every minuts
hurrying officers and seamen to death in the seething surf,
Lieut. Conway called for volunteers to lower a lifeboat and to
join him in a last desperate struggle to take a line ashore, by
means of which at least some of the crew might be saved. 5o
thoroughly was he established in the confidence of the seamen,
that even in that perilous moment their faith in him remained
unabated. At his call volunteers came. Making fast a line,
they lowered acutter and wereabout to embark, but hardly had
the lifeboat been lowered before it was smashed and its shattered
sides set adrift in the storm.

Returning again to his post on the forward deck, he discov-
ered a seaman with a life-preserver in his hand: asked him to
give it to him, telling him that with the aid of it he thought he
eould get ashore with a line. But the seaman said he could not
swim and declined to part with the last and only means he had
of saving himsellf.

» ]]:Zln dt.his extreme moment it looked like the last hope had per-
shed.

Capt. Ryan, the commander, and Lieut. Palmer, the navi-
gator, both brave and splendid officers, had already bzen swept
overboard. All of his superior officers were dead, and he, by
chance, was left in command of the sinking ship, whose engines
had ceased to work, and whose iron ribs were already erushed.
Every surge of the sea was carrying more men from the fore-
casile, and ‘‘ mad waves were reaching up their briny fingers
for those who were hanging in the rigging.”

Even in the midst OF gloom like this Lieut. Conway never
lost his head nor became panic-stricken. Already numbed and
nearly frozen, he deliberately threw off his uniform and dedi-
cated it to the howling tempest, determined to make a last effort,
not only to save himself, but such of his comrades as survived.
Taking a line in his mouth and his life in his hand, he boldly

lunged into the sea and made for the shore. By almost super-
Eum&n efforts he reached his destination, but so much exhausted
that fishermen, performing as humane an act as was ever per-
formed bg the fishermen of Gallilee, dragged him asho e.

Bruised and badly injured, and nude as when he came into
the world, he did not abandon his heroic efforts to rescue any
who might have survived and to look after and care for the
property of the Government that was drifting ashore. He
caused the llfhb-house near by to be broken open, thc lifeboat to
be put in action, and for nearly twenty hours remiined at his
post doing what he could to rescue the bodies of the dead and
to administer to his comrades, absolutely refusing to quit the
scene of the disaster until he was ordered to Norfolk by official
dispatches from Washington. The self-sacrifice and heroism
displayed by Lieut. Conway on this occision. if he had never
rendered another day's service to his country, would, in my
opinion, entitle his widow and child to the relﬁa{ this bill pro-
poses.

HIS LAST CRUISE 1IN THE YORKTOWN.

I have already said Lieuf.Conway never sought promotion
nor easy places. Though comparatively a young man, his
friends discovered that his health was being undermined from
exposure and excessive sea duty.

In 1880, without his knowledge, I brought this fact to the at-
tention of Gen. Tracy, then Secretary of the Navy, who, when
he had examined into the facts, agreed that Lieut. Conway had
earned the right to lighter service.

The Miantonomoh, a splendid war ship, designed for coast
duty, was then in process of completion.

Although the list of officers for that shiprhad already been
made up, the Secretary, on his own motion and in recognition
of Lieut. Conway's extraordinary sea service, had his uame
placed on the list as navigator for that sLip when it should be
placed in commission, in the meantime assigning him to duty on
the Yorktown. In October, 1891, and before the Miantonomoh
was placed in commission, the Yorktown was ordered to Chile.
That fact became public, and, in connection with Senator BLACK-
BURN, I called the attention of the Secretary of the Navy to it,
and expressed the hope that he would order Lieut. Conway to
shore duty until such time as he could be assigned to the new
ship. He agreed to do so, and Conway was notitied of the fact.

But about this time it became popularly, if not officially un-
derstood that there was to be trouble with Chile and that the
Yorktown would in all probability be the first of our warships
to be engaged in action. Like the true soldier he was, Conway
declined to come ashore under such circumstances. He did not
propose,in the face of threatened hostilities, to go to the rear.
If there was to be fighting. he said, he would not run away from
it: and so held on to his place asnavigator of the Yorktown, and
from the effects of that long and trying cruise he died.

~ Sailing from New York on October 8§, 1891, he went to the
West Indies, Brazil, Uraguay, Chile, Peru, Unalaska, and the
Bering Sea, where he was actively angageé day and night for
over six months in defending the interests of the Governmentin
those waters, returning finally after a cruise of more than one .
and a half years, in which he sailed over 40,000 miles, to New
York. On this long and remarkable cruise he sufered untold
hardshipsand exposure. During the through the Straits
of Magellan his ship was driven at high speed in the face of se-
vere gales, and the weather was bitterly cold. But no matter
what the weather, he remained at his post on the bridge of his
ship without a word of complaint, as the report of the commit-
tee shows, until his face and neck were swollen and blistered.

Whether under the burning sun of the tropics, or plunging
through the ice and fogs of Bering Sea, he stuck unflinchingly
to his post. In a letter fo his wife, written during that eruise,
he said}

For nearly two weeks I have averaged about four hours sleep, and about
seventeen hours out of the twenty-four on the bridge. Whichever way we
turn. the wind was dead ahead and very cold and raw. The consequence is
that I am almost worn out from exposure and loss of sleep. My face and
neck are blistered and raw, and I can hardly touch them at all.

Capt. Evans, the gallant commanderof the Yorktown, testifies
toall thisand much more. Dr. Harmon, the chief surgeon of the’
ship, gives it as his deliberate opinion that Lieut. Conway’s
death resulted directly from the hardship and exposure of hi
last cruise. Under date of May 8, 1894, writing to the widow of
the late Lieut. W. P. Conway, he says:

In the case of your husband, viewed In the light of his illness and death so
soon after his detachment from the Yorktown, and of my intimate knowl-
edge of his services and health during nearly two years on board that shi
I am fully convinced that the medical records of the ship, written by m; T
donot give a full and complete history of his gradual deterforation of health
noti in the last months of the cruise.

The medical journal of the ship contains entries of his admission to sick
list when he was excused from duty, as well as notes of prescriptions or-
dered for him when ailing but still doing his duties, but it makes no men-
tion of the many times that I have seen him tired, almost to exhaustion,
after hours of continuous watch on deck in the Straits of Magellan and dur-
ing the arduous cruise in the Bering Sea, his face almost a‘bgll.swmd by tha
cold driving rain and pelting sea spray, too much fatigued to sleep well and
yetrefusing, more than once, to let me put his name on the sick 1ist.

His unquestioning and unflagging devotion to duty was often a subject of
remark among his messmates, and sometimes of expostulation, as they did
not fail to see in him the ill effects of physical and mental strain on those
occaslons. the last six months on board the Yorktown the ship was
much of the time at sea in the long from San Francisco.

Twice through the tropics by the gtralw of Magellan, she arrived at New
York in the early days of March. Coming upon our coast at this cold and

particularly inclement time, all the ship's company suffered from the chug:
of climate. At this time Lieut. Conway contracted a severe cold, whic
aggravated the cough that he was subject to, and which he was not entirely
free from when he left the ship in June. I was glad for his sake to see him
leave the ship, and belleved that he would pick up in on shore. I think
there is no doubt that the rapid course orgis final ess and probably its
fatal te: tion were due to the lowered condition of his general health,
which come on gradually during the last six months or so of his cruise on
board the Yorktown; and I may say to you, I think without official impro-
priety, that I believe his failure of health and his untimely death were in
great part caused by the exposures and hardships of that cruise.

Dr. W. F. Stirman, an accomplished young physician who at-
tended him during his last illness, attributes his death wholly
to the hardships and exposures of his last voynfe. He was re-
lieved. from duty on the Yorktown on the 27th of June, 1893, and
returned to his old home in Owensboro, Ky., where he died on
September 14 following. It required no physician’'s skill toeon-
vince his old friends and associates at home that his premature
death was the result of his long and arduous service in the
Navy. When they had seen him last before,he was a
man full of life and full of hope. When he came back to die he
had suddenly grown to be an old man.
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Halting on the threshold of the old homestead in which he
was born, he had hardly time to receive the welcome of his
family and friends before those who had knownhim longest and

‘loved him best were following bis remains to the garden of the
slumberers.

This is a just case on all the facts. Precedents authorizing
the increase of pension asked are at hand and are abundant, and
I do not believe that the representatives of a generous people
will withhold from the widow and child of this faithful soldier
the scanty relief they seek.

The precedents authorizing the increase, to which I have re-
ferred, are in part as follows:

Paytial list of naval officers’ widows who have had their pensions increased by
act of Congress.

Mrs. Beanmont, widow of Admiral Beaumont, $0; act ap'p'rovmi July b,

i litlagis J' . M. Watson, widow of Commodore Watson, $0; act approved July
' Mrs. Middleton, widow of Admiral E, Middleton.
5,];ﬂ'.a Stribling, widow of Admiral C. K. Stribling, $50; act approved July

Mrs. Zeilin, widow of Brig. Gen. Zeilin, United States Marine Corps.
Mrs, Sands, widow of Admiral B. F. Sands.
Mrs. Scott, widow of G. H. Scott (admiral), §50; act approved February

28, 1885,
m'ulggﬁ Boyden, mother of Master C. F. Putnam, 830; actapproved February
1&:& 'Breese, widow of K. R. Breese (captain), #50; act approved March 3,

181%.“' Bissell, widow of Commodore S. B. Bissell, 850; act approved March 3,
Iggrs. Creighton, widow of Admiral Creighton, $50; act approved March 3,

Mrs. Miles, widow of Lieut. C. R. Miles, 850; act approved August 15, 1890,
Mrs. Murray, widow of Admiral Murray, #50; act approved April 15, 1885,
Mrs. Harwood, widow of Admiral Harwood, 80; act wroved April 5, 1886,

ﬂ%[gstﬁ‘mebwwn, widow of Commodore Fillebrown, #0; volume 24, page

3 utes,
Hsg. Craven, widow of Commodore T. A. M. Craven, 850; act approvedJune

1

, 1888,
Mra, Semmes, widow of Commodore A. A. Semmes.
Mrs. Burbank, widow of Surgeon C, H. Burbank, 30; act approved July 30,

1886.
Mrs. iEdee.wlﬂovrot Lieut. Commander B. L. Edes, #50; actapproved Janu-
%ru.’ De ‘Krart. widow of Admiral De Kraft, §0; act approved January 81,

L0
Mrs, Hunt, widow of Harry Hunt (junior lieutenant).
PENSIONS FOR THE UNION VETERANS,

Mr. Chairman, in this connection I wish toadd a few words on
the subject of pensions ganemllﬁ. Durinﬁlthe five years I have
been a member of this body, while I have all the time had clearly
defined views on the subject, I have takenno partinthe numer-
ous and sometimes acrimonious debates which have taken place
here relative to pensioning Union veterans.

Having been a Confederate soldier myself I have thoughtper-
haps the proprieties required that I remain silent, and I have
sometimes wondered whether it did not occur to certain of my
Democratic colleagues from the South that silence was the true
policy; lest the attitude we appeared to assume with respect
to pensions mtﬁht furnish a pretext to those seeking to make
political capital out of small things, to say that we of the South
were not as loyal as we professed to be.

The fact that abuses have crept into the system, and that
many who are unworthy have succeeded in getting their names
on the pension roll, is no argument against the system. With
anhonest, efficient, and capable Commissioner at the head of
the Pension Bureau, whatever of Iraud or evil practice ma
have obtained can be speedily corrected and the pension roll
made a roll of honor. ]

I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, that the matter of pensions
is a political question, though the effort in this body since 1
have been here has constantly been to make it such. If it had
been left to the men who fought the battles of the war on both
sides, it never would have been a political guestion. The won-
der to me has always been that Democrats have suffered our
Republiean friends as a political party to masquerade before the
country as the only friend of the Union soldier.

¥, Mr. Chairman, if the Republican party alone had been
left to I’ight the battles of the war, Richmond would never have
fallen, and Sheridan’s cavalry would have halted long before it
reached Appomattox.

Speaking for myself and who as a boy followed the varying
fortunes of the Confederacy from the opening to the close of the
war, and correctly reflecting as I think the sentiments of every
soldier who wore a Confederate uniform and honored it, I am
in favor of a liberal pension for every Union soldier who is dis-
abled; whether that disability results from wounds received in
battle, or from brokendown or shattered health consequent upon
the e ure and hardships to which he was subjected while en-
gaged in the service of his country.

I go further, Mr. Chairman, anln-iysa I am in favor of pension-
ing the dependent widows and dependent children of the Union

soldiers who fell in batfle and whose silent gravestones mark
every mile of the way from Shiloh to Gettysburg.

The Refublica.n party, as such, has no patent or trade-mark
entitling it to the exclusive confidence, esteem, or votes of
Federal soldiers, and the time has come when that fact should
be thoroughly understood.

If the Pederal soldier owes the scars he wears, his halting step,
hisrude crutch, and his empty coat sleeve to the punishment he
received at the hands of his adversaries, he is entitled at least
to know that those who fought him so fiercely in war are his
friends in peace, and that they stand ready, not only to cobper-
ate with him in defending the integrity of the national flag, but
in securing for him a liberal pension for all the injuries they in-
flicted upon him. The attitude of the ex-Confederate and his
section on this subject has been too long misunderstood and his
sentiments too often misrepresented.

Confederates believed when the armies of the South were dis-
banded that the war was over. Hungry, clad in rags, without
money and without price, they lollowed with unfaltering trust
the Confederacy’s alternating star of hope, until it sank forever
behind the bloody fields on which they won their fame. But
when they could no longer contend against fearful odds they
stacked their muskets, took off their faded grey uniforms,
saluted the Stars and Stripes, struck hands with the victors, and
Ereeted them with the genuine salutation, *‘ Henceforth let us

ave one flag and one country.”

All this was in good faith, and by it Confederates commitfed
themselves to the payment of pensions to all who, on account of
services rendered in the struggle to preserve the Union, were
entitled fo receive them; and whoever undertakes, here or else-
where, to make the impression that ex-Confederates are hostile
to a system that provides for pensioning the old Federal soldier,
not only misrepresents the living but slanders the memory of
the dead. While demanding pensions for those against whom
he fought, the ex-Confederate neither asks nor desires a pension
for himself,

It is enough for him and his descendants to know that impar-
tial history will record the fact that he contributed his full share
in the great tragedy which made the fame of American arms
immortal, and that his deeds of valor will be remembered as
long as the nation keeps a record of its heroes.

In connection with this bill to pension the widow of as gallant
an officer as ever served in our Navy, I have ventured to express
briefly my views on the subject of pensions for those whom I op-
posed during the stormy period which made the present pen-
sion system a possibility. doing so I trust I have violated
neither the rules of E'opriety‘nor ood taste.

If I have, I plead in mitigation that neither I nor those with
whom I acted during the war are willing longer to be misrepre-
sented or misunderstood.

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman permit a
question?

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. Yes.

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The gentleman is making a very
earnest argument, full of pathos, on behalf of the claim in favor
of which he is speaking, and, while doing so, the gentleman has
constantly looked over to this side of the Chamber. I should
like toask the gentlemanif heis under the impression that there
is any man over on this side mean enough, contemptible enough,
and unpatriotic enough to op his bill?

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. f think not, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I think if there isany missionary
Efmk necessary, it need not be directed to this side of the Cham-

B

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky.
controversy.

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I want to say to the gentleman
from Kentucky that he could call this case up to-morrow and
ask unanimous consent for its consideration and there would not
be anybody mean enough, contemptible enough, or unpatriotic
enough to object to its consideration on this side of the House.

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. Inview of thatstatement, Mr.Chair-
man, I close my remarks; for I know that there is nobody on the
Democratic side who will. [Laughter and applause.]

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, in common with other gentle-
men upon this floor, I have listened with a great deal of pleas-
ure to the beautiful tribute paid by the gentleman from Ken-
tucky to the memory of Lieut. Conway. 1 regard it as a chaste
and well-deserved tribute from one gallant soldier to another;
but I am constrained to say, Mr. Chairman, that ever since I
have had the honor toserve in Congress I have opposed justsuch
pension bills as this, and I can see nothing exceptional in it. I
can not recognize the principle that because a man showed pe-
culiar and dgunguished galll:mf.ry in the serviee of his country
that that fact is an all sufficient ground for increasing the pen-
sion which the law gives to his widow.

I do not wish to be dragged into a
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I have no doubt that there were thousands of private soldiers
whose records wereegqual to the record of this oflicer, and whose
widows to-day are far more needy than this one but who are
only drawing a pension of $12a month. Iknow myself,sir, alady
who stands in almost the same circumstances that this lady does;
who lives in my own district, the widow of a lieutenant,and who
is drawing the same pension that Mrs. Conway enjoys, and su
porting five little children, all girls, I believe, on $25 a month;
and notwithstanding the remark made by the gentleman [rom
Indiana [Mr. JoENSON], Iwant to say that Iam one of those gen-
tlemen who have the courage, even in face of his miserable
remark directed at this side of the House, to say that I propose
to stand here and oppose the pensioning of all elaims ol this
character, and the fact thatthe proposed beneficiary is a South-
ern woman will make no more difference with me t it would
were she Northern born.

I want to say further, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman who
made that slurring remark, intended as a reflection upon this
side of the House, himself asked for unanimous consenf fo-day
for the purpose of having considered a bill the purpose of which
was to grant a pension; and I think the fact that there was ob-
jection made to the consideration of that bill will account for
the animus he shows in this case.

I want to say, moreover, that I for one hurl back into the
teeth of the gentleman his miserable insinuation. I want him
to understand that so long as I represent an honorable and brave
constituency upon this floor, that no such taunt as that made by
him will deter me from doing my duty as Isee that duty, and
opposing the increase of a pensionof this character, or any other

at I do not believe ought to be granted. I am one of thosewho
believe that the genemfla.w is liberal enough in this case, and
that this lady, brave and gallant as was her husband, and de-
serving as she is, is not entitled to special legislation such as is
here proposed in her behalf. She now receives $25 per month
an% there is no special reason why that sum should be increased
to 850.

There are thousands of widows of t soldiers, plain, pri-
vate, common soldiers, who are obliged to liveupon $12. When
the time comes to increase the pensions of widows of lieuten-
ants, who are drawing $25 a month, to $50 a month, it will be
time to pass a general law increasing the pensions of widows of
private soldiers, who were as gallant and as deserving and as
patriotic, to the extent of $25 per month. There should be no
unjust discriminations made—all should share alike. For these
reasons I am opposed to the passage of this bill.

There is no sectionalism in it. I do not care where bills of
this character come from. . [f they are not meritorious I will
not support them. I believe these are all Southern people; and
Isympathize with this poor lady; but I am opposed to the in-
crease of her pénsion because hercase is in nowise exceptional
and there is po reason why it should be taken out of the genera.i
rule which applies to others of like character. I donot think
we ought to consider the question of sections in passing upon
these cases. [Applause.]

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, when I stated to
the gentleman from Kentucky that there was no man mean
enough or contemptible enough or unpatriotic enough on this
side of the Chamber to oppose his pension bill, there was noth-
ing in my remark which would indicate that I referred to the
gentleman from Virginia. If anybody ever supposed that he

. 'was mean, or contemptible, or unpatriotic, the speech he has
just made has certainly disabused him of any such impression;
for it is a speech abounding inliberality, broad-mindedness, and
pairiotic utterance.

It is a speech that I hope he will not mar in any way with his
pencil when he comes to revise it, but that he will leave it inall
its pristine glory in the pages of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD
for his constituents fo read, and his colleagues to read, and so
that the great and liberal and patriotic men who risked so much
to preserve this Union may also read it. 2

The gentleman, however, has simply illustrated the propriety
of the admonition which I gave the gentleman from Kentucky
& moment ago, that instead of facing this way and making his
eloguent appeal tothis side of the House, it would be well enough
for him to do some missionary work on his own side of the
Chamber.

I was not foolish enough to imagine that any man who had
bravely followed the stars and bars in the last great conflict
would be small enough to oppose this bill. Those men, from
their own privations on the battle field, have learned to sympa-
thize with the gallant men who fought them and brought about
& consummasion with which all the people of this country are
now thoroughly satisfied. Butit remained for a man who knew
nothmi&f e privations of war, who knew nothing of the sacri-
fices which were made in those dark.days which tried men’s
souls, to rise on this floor and, under the pretense that he was

doing a courageous act, stab the helpless widow and the little
child of a man who did brave service upon a sinking vessel's
deck when the waves ran mountain high, and the thunders
roared, and the vivid lightnings flashed.

When the gentleman talks about having the *fcourage” to
stand here and oppose a bill of this kind, he has misconceived
the meaning of the word courage. He had better consult Web-
ster's Dictionary, or go to some real manly soul on that side of
the House, and get from him a true definition of courage. The
gantleman‘maﬁ stand here in his Don Quixotic zeal and fight
these penslon bills, but I am going to assume that even a man
so low as the gentleman has, at some point along the line of his
character, a redeeming feature, and the severest censure that I
can infliet upon him now is to express the fear thatas time rolls
onand hisexperience in thisHouse is extended, he will not have
the manliness to regret the position he has taken on this bill.

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has seen fit to refer to
something that occurred in the House to-dng, and inasmuch as
he has referred tothat subject, I may be oned for recurring
to it for a moment. T introduced and had referred to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs a bill to remove a dishonorable dis-
charge resting against a constituent of mine. The man had
entered the Army and fought for three lonﬁ years, and whenhis
ten;g: of original enlistment expired he had reZnlisted as a
veteran.

The war had closed; Lee had capitulated; Johnston had
grounded his arms; and up to that time the records of the War
Department which are before the committee show that this sol-
dier had been as brave a man as ever carried a musket or fol-
lowed his country’s flag. In all that time he had never bsen rep-
rimanded, he had never been absent from his command except
for fifteen days, and then for good reasons. He had been a gal-
lant and true soldier who had followed the flag and ﬁm.rl.icipated
in ev?ry battle of the many in which his regiment had been en-
gaged.

And yet after the war was all over the regiment was put upon
a boat and taken down the Mississippi. The manifestof the boat
showed that she was going to Mexico; and it was reported that
thisregiment was being sentdown there toaid Maximillian. The
whole regiment was excited. They appealed to the colonel for
an explanation, and he answered them, ‘‘Look at the manifest
and you can find where you aregoing.” They appealed to a cap-
tain, who gave them precisely the same unsatisfactory answer.
They appealed to still another captain, saying that they did not
wish to godown there to aid an expiring monarchy, but had en-
listed for a different purpose. The answer was, ** We will take
you whether you care to go or not."”

That regiment when it was landed was ordered to makealong
march, which gave rise to the belief that they had been taken
down there for the purpose which had been stated. So they
mutinied. The war had closed. This man was not present at
the time of the mutiny. When the regiment was ordered to
fall into march he wasnot there; so he could not have disobeyed
the order. Yet by a court martial, which was impanelled, he
and two of his comrades were tried and sentenced to be shot.

But Gen. Pope, in his humanity and wisdom, realizing that a
wrong had been committed, commuted the sentence to imprison-
ment. This constituent of mine was taken to a military prison;
and the next week the doors were purposely left open to give
him an opportunity to escape. He did escape. He went back
to his regiment, and was present when the regiment was"dis-
charged, but through some misadventure he did not receive an
honorable discharge; for the court martial had dishonoraig?'
discharged him for the act he was alleged to have committed.

Now, the Committee on Military Affairs, composed of manly,
sensible, patriotic men—not govemed, as the gentleman from
Virginiais, by narrow-minded prejudices—men who are capable
of drawing just distinctions—men of humanity and soul—unani-
mously reported that bill, feeling that under all the circum-
stances, in view of the soldier’s magnificent record, he ought in
his old age to have this charge removed, this stigma taken from
his character. >

I called the bill up in the House to-day, asking unanimous
consentforitsconsideration. Thadbeenapprised by the Speaker
that I had better see the gentleman from Virginia; but I did
not care to go down on my marrow bones to ask his sove n
consent that my bill might go through this House. I would
rather have it fail than have it succeed by the aid of such a man
as that. I rose here in my place and asked unanimous consent
for the passage of that bill. And the brave, manly, Confederate
soldiers that followed the battle-flags of Lee and Johnston and
Longstreet sat silently in their seats acguiescing.

But it remained for the gentleman who neversmelled powder,
who was in his swaddling-clothes when these brave men earned
their records in battle, to rise in his E , simply because he
possessed the power to doit—because the one-man power for the
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time being was vested in him—and object. Why, sir, any
street gamin could have done the same thln% Some men come
into this House with hifh ambitions for public duty, with just
conceptions of what will give them character among their col-
leagues and their constituents. There are other men who have
nt?ﬁigher conception of a position in Congress than to rise, just
as any street gamin could do, and say *‘ I object, I object.”

The gentleman saw fit to exercise that right, and I acquiesced.
Not a word of murmur or protest came to my lips, except that
when he himself called for the reading of the report of the com-
mittee on that bill (and I was willing to have it read) I saw that
he did not listen to one word of the reading; and I merely called
attention to thatfact to show to the House that his opposition to
the bill was not founded upon any principle, but was the out-
growth of his narrow mf'udices, and because he hated and de-
:gised the soldiers and all men who had done anything toward

e suppressionof therebellion. And he rises now and tells this
committee, and thus gives overwhelming proof of hisignorance,
that the bill which I offered was for the purpose of increasing
the man’s pension.

I distinctly stated in his presence here to-day when the bill
was called up that it involved no charge upon the Treasury and
for that reason did not require to be considered under the rules
in Committee of the Whole. And I called his attention (I think
the record will show it) to the fact that the very bill itself pro-
vided that no back pay or other emolument should accrue to the
soldier by reason oF its passage.

Now, I have made this explanation, simply because the gen-
tleman has to-night construed a remark which I made here in
geood faith to relate to himself. The gentleman seemed to have

en able to establish a logical connection between what I said
and his ownconduct. If hesees fit to do so, I certainly shall not
make any objection to it.

Now, I want to say in conclusion that I have no objection to
the gentleman from Virginia opposing pension legislation if he
sees fit to do so. I am not here to sit as a critic on him; but I
thought I knew something of the impulses and feelings of the
men with whom I am associated on this side of the Chamber. I
thought I knew, and speak from that knowledge, that they had
some appreciation and regard for the heroism and valor ofa
brave man, such as the gentleman from Kentucky has said was
exhibited by his constituent whose widow and little child are
uakinf relief now at the hands of a Democratic Congress.

I felt, and suggested to him at the time, that it was not neces-
sary, in my judgment, to turn his attention to this side of the
House for the purpose of securing converts in behalf of the bill
he presented. I stated what I felt, and whatIbelieve to betrue,
and I am gfad to say that with but one exception on the other
side of the Chamber, the gentleman from Virginia, there are
none who do not seem to acknowledge and honor the claims of
men that have exhibited valor and heroism in the face of danger
such as this man did. The men who themselves faced danger,
are the men who are readiest to honor valor and distinguished
services.

And, Mr. Chairman, from the time that Rome gave laurel
wreaths to her victorious soldiers and strewed their way with
garlands of flowers, down to the time when England built her
splendid monument to the memory of Lord Nelson at Trafalgar
Square, and on down to the time when in this country the gal-
lant goldiers of the Union and the ex-Confederaites joined in
§mnting pensions to the soldiers of the Union, a!l nations have

elighted in honoring those who havedistinguished themselves
in the service of their country, and to make provision for those
disabled by old age or the hardships of the service, and the
widows and orphans who have been bereft of their natural
guardians from wounds received in battle.

So far as I am personally concerned I am glad the gentleman
from Kentucky introduced his bill. I shall cheerfully and cor-
dially support it myself. I am not authorized to speak for this
side of the House, but I know enough of the sentiment prevail-
ing here to say that every vote will be given most cordially for
it, and I know that on the other side the men who had the cour-

of their convictions and followed what they believed to be

right, but what I believed to be wrong, in t"a causeof the rebel-
lion, will cast their votes with me and mine on this side of the
Chamber in favor of the hill.

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I havelistened with agreat deal
of patience to the tirade of the gentleman from Indiana, and |
am not surprised to find that he is just about as familiar with
my record as he is with some of the facts which he undertakes
to detail here. I will say to the gentleman, in the first place,
for fear I may forget it before I &et through, that his statement
that I did not hear one wordof the report that was read this af-
ternoon is as gratuitous as it is untrue. I heard every word of
it. I paid the most implicit attention to the reading, and be-
cause I did not undertake to reply at the time to the rude re-

mark made from his seat to the effect that I had not heard a
word of it, gives no color of truth to what he has justsaid upon
the subject.

I want to repeat, sir, that I am not here to talk about the very
humble part I bore in the late war; but since the gentleman has
thought fit to allude to what he supposes to be my military rec-
ord,I will say,in the interestof truth, that although I may have
had my ‘“swaddling clothes” on, as_he asserts, and although I
was barely 16 years of age, I entered the service of my country,
and marched, when Richmond surrendered, in the ranks of the
Confederate troops who retreated before the triumphant ad-
vancing columns of the Federal Army which first entered that
city. 1 was scarcely 16 years of age when, with my command, I
stacked my musket in the grounds of the capital of the Confed-
eracy. I want this House to understand that I am not boasting
of any record I made in the army. :

1 want the gentleman to understand that I do not claim that
I distinguished myself in battle. But when he talks of my
‘“‘never having smelt powder” I want the House to know that
he never smelt it, and that he never will as long as ho has an
opportunity to get out of the way ofit. [Applause on the Dem-
ocratic side. ]

Now, sir, I do not care anything about the statement of gen-
tlemen on that side of the House that they will vote for this bill,
and that they do not vote against bills of this character. I am
not criticising their course. If they choose to vote for every
bill of this character that is brought before the House it is a
matter for their individual consciences to decide, and I am not
going to dispute that question with them.

But I will not allow any man on that side of this House to
make me hold my tongue when I believe that a claim has no

ial merit in it and stands on precisely the same footing of
thousands of others.

I never will keep silence because the gentleman from Indiana
chooses to get up and make a miserable exhibition of himself,
a8 I have seen him to do on more than one occasion, and under-
take to insult this side of the House and to silenceall opposition
to measures supported by himself by declaring that there is no
man on that side of the House ‘‘ so mean” and ‘‘so contempti-
ble” as to oppose them.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not want to discuss the merits of
this bill any further. I have opposed bills of this character
ever since I have been a member of Congress, and every man
on this side of the House knows that I have never yet voted for
a bill to increase the pension of the widow of an officer. Nor
have I ever voted for a bill to pension a deserter, and I never
expect to do it so long as I am a member of Congress. I do not
careanything about the gentleman's position in these matters
but I will say before I stop that the case towhichhe refers an
which he s&:ght to have this House pass to-day, and in order
that everybody may know its character, that it waga bill to cor-
rect the military record of a soldier and give him a pension, al-
though it provided that he was not to receive any back pay, and
that this soldier was court-martialed and sentenced to be shot
for mutiny and his sentence was afterwards commuted to dis-
honorable discharge and imprisonment for five years in the
penitentiary. i

This is the kind of soldier the gentleman would have the Gov-
ernment 1Elx-nmion. I will never support such a bill as that, even
though the gentleman taunts this side of the House with oppo-
sition to pension bills. He will of course vote for a claim {)ika
this. Of course he will be glad of the opportunity to do so, and
when it passes, if any gentleman on this side of the House after-
wards gets up and objects to a bill offered by a gentlemanon the
other side of the House, he will then say, ‘‘ We sat here and
voted for your bill, and now you are ungrateful and will not re-
turn the favor by voting for ours.” It is the policy of the gen-
tleman, and of those who act with him, to vote for every pension
bill in order thatall bills granting pensions may pass this House.
And while he says I never support these bills, IP will say of him
that I have never seen one here that had so little meritinitthat
he was not willing to vote for it. i

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr.Chairman,the gentleman from Virginia
and the gentleman from Indiana having expressed their mutual
admiration for each other, I su Egse we can now proceed with
the consideration of this bill. F ughter.]

I want to call attention to one fact that was omitted in the
report which was read, that is. that if this pension is allowed, it
wiEl not be paid as other pensions are piid, out of the general
fund in the Treasury of the United States, but will be paid ouf
of a fund which has been created in pursuance of the act of 1862,
which provides that the proceeds from the sale of all prizes
shall be set aside as a prize fund, out of which the pensions al-
lowed to the officers and marines of the United States Navy, or
their widows, shall be paid. Members will find tuat provision
of the law in the Revised Statutes, section 4752, and also 4755,
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And I may say that under the provisions of section 4755 no part
of this fund can be paid except by an appropriation made by
Congress.

I will also say that there are more than thirty millions of dol-
lars in this fund, and the charges upon it for pensions are not as
large or do not equal the revenue derived from it, as it is in-
vested at the present time by the officers of the Treasury De-
partment.

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky.
stantly iucreusir;g? ) ”

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, sir; the fund is constantly increasing,
and the charges upon it are not equal to the amount of the in-
terest. This pension will not be paid from money that israised
by taxation, either direct or indirect, but it will come from that
fund realized by the sale of property captured by the Navy of
the United States. . :

I want also to call attention to the fact again that at the time
of the death of Lieut. Conway he had dependent upon him not
only his wife and his son, but also his mother. He left these
members of his family without any property whatever,and they
are to-day entirely dependent upon the $25 pension which has
been allowed to the widow under the general law.

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. And the widow of Lieut. Conway
is taking care of his old mother?

Mr. TAWNEY. And,as the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr.
EvLLis] says, tne widow of Lieut, Conway is now caring for the
mother of her deceased husband.

Mr. STALLINGS. I should like to ask my friend a question
before he takes his seat. Did I understand him to say that no
amount could be appropriated out of the Federal Treasury for
the payment of pensions to members or officers of the Navy?

Mr. TAWNEY. No; I said that no money could be taken
from this fund except by an act of Congress appropriating the
same. I will read the section, which is very short:

The Navy pensions shall be paid from the Navy pension fund, but no pay-
ment shall be made therefrom except upon appropriations authorized by

In other words, the fund is con-

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. And this widow can only be pen-
sioned out of this fund.

Mr, LIVINGSTON. It does not come out of the general fund
of the United States Treasury?

Mr. TAWNEY. No, sir; it does not come ouf of the general
fund of the United States Treasury.

Mr. STALLINGS. I think my friend is mistaken about the
construction of the law., This money, as I understand it, is
loaned out, and the interest goes toward the pay of pensions; but
that not being sufficient, we make an appropriation of $151,000,-
000, which goes to pay allthe pensions, and this income from this
fund is put in with it. That is my understanding of the statute,
although I may be mistaken.

Mr. TAWNEY. The money appropriated by this bill must
be paid out of this fund or not be paid at all.

I\'ijr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, T did not
have the pleasure of hearing the remarks of my colleague from
Kentucky [Mr. ELris], but the bill under consideration is so
just and so meritorious that I would beuntrue to my feelings did

not speak in favorof its passage. I had the pleasure of know-
ing Lieut.Conway. He was a man who possessed as many noble
traits of characteras any man I ever knew. And now that heis
dead, Ifeel likedoingall I can to have justice done to his widow,
to his fatherless child, and to hisaged mother.

The history of Lieut. Conway's naval service will compare
favorably with that of any man who ever served in the Navy.
For twenty-four years he was in the Navy, with only nine
months’ leave of absence during all that time. He had been in
the naval service about seven years when he became conspicuous
because of his gallantry and efficiency when the United States
steamship Huron was wrecked and about one hundred seamen
drowned, and the captain in command of the ship also drowned.

Lieut. Conway, the report shows, volunteered to take charge
of a small boat and try to reach the shore for assistance, but tﬁe
boat when it was lowered was smashed by the terrific seas then
washing over the wreck. His brother officer, Lieut. Lucien
Young, also an officer on the Huron, testified in strong language
to the gallantry of Lieut. Conway, who later swam ashore and
was unliring in his efforts to relieve his comrades. He was
bruised and injured and his health impaired by exposure when
that terrible wreck occurred.

According to the testimony of Capt. Rvans, Lieut. Conway
served under his command from August, 1801, to March, 1892, on
the United States steamship Yorktown, and Capt. Evans says
the Navy has seldom seen his equal and never his superior as
navigator. In the Straits of Magellan and in Bering Sea his
hardships and responsibilities were very trying and his expos-
ures continuous and severe. His brother o!&cers havesaid that
his health was permanently impaired by his hardships and ex-

osure, and he died a few months after his returnfrom Bering

a.

He was the supporter and protector of a wife and one child
and an aged mother. They have no property,and were de-
pendent on him for support. >

His wife has been allowed a pension of $25 per month and the
child 82 per month. This is utterly insufficient. Considering
the financial condition of the widow and child and aged mother
and the gallantry and devotion to duty of this officer, whose
death it is believed was caused by his hardships and exposure
in the line of duty, the bill should be passed and the pensionin-
creased to $50 per month.

Thereare many precedents to justify the proposed increase, and
the money will be paid out of the prize money accruing to the
United States for sale of prizes, ete. We canafford toact justl
aJ'.'_till ‘*“ be kind to the widow and the orphan,” and Ihope the bi
will pass.

Mr, LOUD. Under ordinary circumstances, Mr. Chairman, I
should not say a word upon this pension case or upon any other;
but when I recollect the words used by my patriotic friend from
Indiana [Mr. JOHNSON]I might and possibly should be deterred
from saying a word now. But looking at this case, I think, asa
patriotie citizen, fully as patriotic as the gentleman from Indi-
ana, I can see no particular equity and no particular merit in
this case above hundreds and thousands of others throughout
the length and breadth of this land.

_The gentleman in his ardor said: * There is no man on this
side of the House so mean, so contemptible, g0 unpatriotic as to
raise his voice against this particular pension case.” Well, now,
what particular merit is there in the case of the widow of Lieut.
Conway? 1 am going to lay myself liable, Mr. Chairman and
gentlemen, to the insinuation of the gentleman that I am mean,
contemptible, and unpatriotie; but I believe his extraordinary
ardor and his faint recollection of whatpatriotism means [langh-
ter] misled him; because when the late war was on in this coun-
try he was too young to participate in its trials and struggles.
Mean and contemptible! That he may lay to my charge if he
pleases; but so far as my patriotism is concerned, I am perfectly
willing to lay it upon the altar beside that of the gentleman
and let the people judge batween the two.

Lieut. Conway entered Annapolis, a position he sought and
labored for arduously. He entered the Navy as a midshipman;
hewasan officer during all his service; hereceived good pay and
full recompense for his sarvice, probably much better than he
could have received in any other vocation that he could have
sought in this world. The gentleman from Kentucky painted in
glowing colors his services during the wreck of the Huron,

Why, gentlemen, as great scenes of daring and heroism are
exhibited on our coasts every day and almost every hour. They
say that this day spent upon the Huron cost him hislife, never-
theless he lived for thirteen years after that. They tell us that
he was in the Straitsof Magellan and was there exposed to that
tempestuous climate. Why, sir, I have spent months many de-
grees farther south than that, years and years ago, exposed to
the tempests of the Southern Pacific, and you see me here to-
day in good health. We are told that he was in the Arctic re-
gions, that he was there looking after the seals in the interest
of this Government.

Why, my old friend, Chiel Engineer Engard, has been there
for six seasons in sucecession, and he enjoys as good health to-
day as I do. Now, I repeaf, that I fail to see any particular
merit in this case; and I remind you, gentlemen, that in passing
a bill like this you are setting a precedent that may come back
to trouble you some day, that is if you have any conscience re-
garding the granting of pensions.

Mr. TAWNEY. Speaking of precedents, I would call the
gentleman’s attention to the fact that there are a good many
precedents for the granting of this pension. -

Mr. LOUD. Oh, I am willing to admit that there are prece-
dents: but for every case like this there have been a hundred
cases where the committees and Congress have failed to allow
the pension.

Mr. TAWNEY. Notin the Navy.

Mr. LOUD. In the Navy or in the Army; it is immaterial
where. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. ELLIS] has ap-
pealed to the sympathies of this House, and, under ordinary eir-
cumstances, as I have said, I should not have raised my voice
but should have contented myself with silently voting againsta
bill of this character, because I do not believe it is for the best
interest of this Government that such claims should be allowed;
but when I found myself classed as being * mean, contemptible,
and unpatriotie,” I could not maintain silence. However, inthe
estimation of thegentleman from Indiana I suppose I must con- |
tinue to remain in that class. .

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, when I stated
moment ago that I did notthink there was a man on this side of
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the Chamber who was mean, contemptible, and unpatriotic
enough to vote nstthe bill of the gentleman from Kentucky,
I expressly stated that I was not authorized to speak for my Re-
publican colleagues. It seems, after all, that I was merely giv-
ing my opinion. [Laughter.] I am very sorry toobserve thatl
have been mistaken, and that there is at least one solitary ex-
caption on this side of the Chamber.
r. LOUD. Oh, there may be more.

Mr, JOHNSON of Indiana (continning). And I deeply regret,
on looking over the Congressional Directory, to discover that
that solitary exception is found in the person of a man who was
himself a soldier in the Union Army. However,Iam not dis-
posed to find fault with my friend from California. I am quite
ready to accord to him the same privilege that I claim for my-
sell, the right to cast his vote as he thinks proper, though I am

. disposed to regard him more in sorrow than in anger.

Looking over another part of the Congressional Directory, I
observeabiographical sketch of one WILLIAM ATKINSON JONES,
of Warsaw, ¥a, When the gentleman from Virginia sat down
awhile ago amid the applause of the galleries and of some of
his colleagues—and I noticed that they seemed to think it
necessary to buoy him up with applause, regardless of the fit-
ness of t{m oceasion, for certainly there was nothing in what he
said that demonstrated any particular merit on his part—when
the gentleman sat down he left this House under the impression
that he had fought, bled, and almost died for the Southern
Confederacy, and I know that the old Confederate veterans who
never laid down their arms until Lee surrendered and Johnston
capitulated began to look around for their laurels. [Laughter.]

he gentleman lelt the impression that he had n an en-
listed soldier, and that at the early age of 17 he has rushed to
arms to rescue the Confederacy from the grasp of Grant and
Sherman. Now, I suppose the gentleman furnished this biog-
raphy of himsell to the person who compiled the Congressional
Directory, and from it I find that— :

WILLIAM ATKINSON JONES. of Warsaw, was born in Warsaw, Richmond
County, Va., March 21, 1849; in the winter of 1864-'65, entered the Virginia
Military Institute—
which I believe at that time was a literary institution. Idonot
know whether it was very near the immediate seat of war or
not—
where he remained until the evacuation of Richmond, serving as occasion
required—

That is rather indefinite, for what one man might regard as an
oceasion requiring him to serve might not be so regarded by
another—
with the cadets in defense of that city. 2

I read this simply for the purpose, as the lawyers say, of mak-

ing more certain, definite, and specific the character of the serv- |.

ices rendered by the gentleman from Virginia during the late
war. He has seen fit to twit me on account of my supposed in-
disposition for military service, and has undertaken to make a
})radiction as to the probability of my smelling powder in the

uture, If the gentleman is not more accurate in prophesying
as to the future than he is in stating the facts of the past and of
the present, I am very much afraid that he will not forecast my
future correctly.

The gentleman from California [Mr. Loun] has also seen fit
to make reflections upon me for not having served in the late
war.

I am not disposed to plead the ba.by act, Mr. Chairman; but
when I state that I was born on the 28th day of October, 18350,
the recital of that pertinent fact may perhaps explain any
dereliction on my part as to bearing arms in the war of the
rebellion. [Laughter.] I have always imagined thatif I had
marched out upon the battlefield at the somewhatimmature age
of 10 to 14, Gen, Lee would not have been very greatly con-
founded, Gen. Johnston would not have felt that he must im-
mediatelyeapitulate, and I do not believe that Longstreet would
have been put to ignominious rout, would have abandoned his
artillery, thrown away his side arms, and left the Confederacy
to collapse. [Laughter.]

But, Mr.Chairman, I want to call the attention of the gentle-
man from Virginia to the fact that his services, such as they
were, were on the wrong side, and therefore are not a fit sub-
?ct for eulogy, especially at the hands of himself, at this late

ay, when the best men on that side are thanking God that the
Confederacy did not succeed, and rejoicing in the restoration of
this great and glorious Union.

I want to say, further, that while I rendered no service in the
war, every thought and hope and aspiration of my mind was
with the men who followed my country's flag and sought to pre-

.serve for the gentleman and for me and for our posterity the
blessings of a glorious and indestructible Union. This much
at least I may take for my consolation, as I regret that my imma-
turity prevented me frogm serving with the Union soldiers in the
late war. [Applause.]

Mr.JONES. Justone word more, Mr, Chairman. The House
will bear me witness that I did not show the bad taste to bring
my record before it. I want simply to say to the gentleman
from Indiana that I have not taken the trouble to look at his
autobiography. Inasmuch as he wrote it himself, I would not
be willing to accept it as a true statement of his exploits.

Mr, JOHNSON of Indiana. The gentleman does seem to have
an aversion to the truth. [Laughter.]

Mr. JONES. The corps of cadets of the Virginia Military In-
stitute jhave as honorable a record for military service as any
command in any army on either side of our great conflict, and
one that no member of it will ever be ashamed of. In one bat-
tle, that of New Market, some fifteen of the brave boys who be-
longed to that organization laid down theirlives for their coun-
try, and many more were severely wounded. . They, at least,
smelt gunpowder. I have not said anything about my * smell-
ing gunpowder.” Ihavesimply said in teply to the taunt of the
gentleman, in response to hisstatement that | was in swaddling
clothes when the war between the sections was being fought,
that I was at least large enough to bear a musket, to sleep in
the Confederate trenches around Richmond, and to serve at the
close of the war with as gallant a body of men as ever went into
that war. -

I take no credit to myself for the part I performed, because
it was as humble as that performetf by any man in that com-
mand. I have never been one of those to get up here and dis-
cuss the war or the services of any man who fought for the Con-
federacy. But I will say that I have been in Congress long
enough to observe one thing—that the men who get up here
and throw slurs at Confederate soldiers, the men who get up
here on the other side of this House and ficht over again the
battles of the war, are the men who bore no t in that con-
fliet; and whatever may have been their ages I am very certain
that not one of them would ever have participated in it under
any circumstances. I think they woul&) all have furnished sub-
stitutes, as a great many other people did. The battles of the
Union were not fought by the men who are now fighting for the
first time.

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I move that this
bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable
recommendation. [Criesof **Vote!" *Vote!™]

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have peace now.

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. ELLIS of Ken-
tucky, there were, on adivision (called for by Mr. STALLINGS)—
ayes 65, noes 14.

Mr. STALLINGS. No quorum.

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Enris of Kentucky and Mr.
STALLINGS were appointed.

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes
49, noes 14.

The CHATRMAN. No quorum has voted.

Mr. STALLINGS. T have agreed with the gentleman who
introduced this bill that if we can get unanimous consent of the
House, the bill may be laid aside with a favorable report at $35
a month.

Mr. PICKLER. I object.

Several MEMBERS. Oh, do not object.

Mr.PICKLER, Letusvoteonit. Ifthe billisto beamended,
let it be amended regularly. We do notwant these two gentle-
men to fix up a bill for the House. !

Mr.STALLINGS. Iwithdraw my proposition for unanimous
consent.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. ArNoLD). If the point of *‘no quo-
rum " is withdrawn, the bill will be laid aside to be reported
favorably to the House. ;

Mr. STALLINGS. I wish to ask what disposition has been
made of this bill?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood that the point of
no quorum was withdrawn.

Mr. STALLINGS. No, sir; I did not withdraw the point of
no quorum,. [Cries of * Regular order!”]

The CHATRMAN. The Chair begs the gentleman's pardon.
That was the understanding of the Chair.

Mr. STALLINGS. I did not withdraw the point.

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will resume their places.

Mr. STALLINGS. The tellers,asI understand, have already
reported.

The CHAIRMAN. Is the point of no quorum insisted upon?

Mr, STALLINGS. -Yes, sir.

The CHAIRMAN.
will call the roll.

The roll was called and the following members failed to an-
swer to their names:

No quorum having appeared, the Clerk

Abbott, Aldrich, Babeoalk, Bartholds,
Adams, K Alexander, Balley, Bartlatt,
Adams, Pa. Allen, Balclwin. Barwig,
Alderson, Apsley, Barnes, Belden,
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Bell, Colo. Dunphy, Hilgore, burn,
Bell, Tex. ° Durborow, t&m. %iaguras. Ohnio
Beltzhoover, English, . Latimer, Richardson, Tenn.
Bingham, lish, N. J. Lawson, Ritchie,
Black, I1L oe, 'ever, bbins,
Bland, Everett, ter, Robertson, La.
Boatner, Fielder, Lisle, Robinson, Pa.
Boutelle, Fithian Lockwood, k.

Bower, N. C. Fletcher Lucas, Russell, Conn.
Bowers, Cal, Forman, Magner, Ga.
Branch, Funlk, M : :-}chermerhom,
Breck!u;:iiggo. ir’}t.gymwn, Mahon, gg.raumn.
Breckin e, Ky, Fyan, Mallory, ttle,
Brickner, Gardner, Marshall, Shaw,
Brosius, Gear, Martin, Shell,

Brown, Geary, Marvin, N. Y. Sherman.
Bryan, Geissenhainer, McAleer, Sibley.

Bunn, Gillet, N, Y. McCall, Sickles,
Burnes, Gillett, Mass. McCleary, Minn. Simpson,
Burrows, Goldzier, McDannold, Sipe.

Bynum, Goodnight, MeDearmon; Smith,
Cadmus, Grady, cDowell, Somers,
Caminetti. Graham, MeBttrick, Sperry,
Campbell, Gresham, eGann, Springer,
Cannon, Cal. Griffin, McLaurin, Stephenson,
Cannon, Il Grosvenaor, MeMillin, Stevens,
Capehart, Grow Meiklejohn, Stockdale,
Caruth, Hager, ercer, Stome, W. A,
Catchings, Hainer, Meredith, Stone, K.
Causey, Haines, Milliken, Storer,
Chickering, Hall, Minn, Money, Strait.

Childs, Eun. Mo. ann. ggm&s.
Clancy, armer, organ, eet,

CIarké. Ala. Harrls, Morse, Talbott, Md.
Cobb, Ala, Harter, Moses, Tarsney,
Cobb, Mo. Hartman, Murray, Taylor, Tenn.
Cockran, Hatch, eill, Terry,
Colfecn, Haugen, Newlands, Thomas,
Coombs. Heiner, Northway, Tracey,
Coorer, 'F'la. Henderson, Iowa Oates, Tucker,
Cooper, Ind. Henderson, N.C. Ogden, Turner, Ga.
Cooper, Wis. Hendrix, 0'Neil, Mass, Turner, Va.
Cornish, Hepburn. O'Neill, Mo. Turpin.
Cousins, Hermann, Page, Van Voorhis, N. Y.
Covert, Hines, Paschal, ‘Van Voorhis, Ohio.
Cox. Hite, Patterson, Wadsworth,
Crawford, Holman, Payne, Walker,
Culberson, Hooker,'uiss. Paynter, Warner,
Cummings., Hooker, N. Y. Pence, Washington,
Curtis . Hopkins, T11 Pendleton, W.Va Wells,

Dalzell Hopkins, Pa. Perkins, i Wheeler, I
Davey, Houk, Phillips, White,

De Forest, Hudson, Powers, Whiting,
Denson, Hulick, Price, Wilson, Ohio
Dingley Hull, Qulgdx, Wilson, Wash.
Dinsmore, Hutcheson, Randall, ‘Wilson, W. Va.
Dolliver, Iki Ray, ise,
Doolittle, Izlar, Rayner, Woodard.
Draper, Johnson, N. Dak. Reed, Wright, Pa.
Dunn, Johnson, Ohio Reilly,

During the roll eall the following proceedings took place:

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. Iask unanimous consent that the
bill be passed over without prejudice, retaining its place on the
Calendar.

Mr. PICKLER. I ot')lject..

The (IJHAIRM AN. The Clerk will proceed with the call of
the roll.

Sometime subsequently:

Mr. PICKLER. Iask unanimous consent that the order be
vacated for the call of the roll.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I would like to know the ob-
ject of the request before consent is given.

Mr. PICKLER. I understand the opponents and friends of
the bill may be able to get together if the roll call is suspended.

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not object to that.

The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection to dispensing with the
further call of the roll?

Mr. AITKEN. Imove that the bill be amended by inserting
#335,” instead of **$50.”

The CHAIRMAN. The poinf of no quorum must be with- |,

drawn first.

Mr. STALLINGS. Ican not withdraw the point without the
consent of other gentlemen who voted with me on that side.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will resume the call of the roll.

The call of the roll was resumed and concluded as above.

The committee rose; and Mr. BROOKSHIRE having resumed
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DOCKERY reported that
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar
having found itself without a quorum, he had directed the roll
tﬁo be called, and now reported the names of the absentees to the

ouse.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The names of the absentees will
be entered upon the Journal. Ninety-seven members have an-
swered to their names; not a quorum.

Mr. MADDOX.
cused to-night, on account of sickness.

There wus no objection.

Mr. BRETZ. I desire toask that my colleague, Mr. MARTIN
of Indiana, be excused on usccount of sickness to-night.

There was no objection.

I desire to ask that Judge LAWSON be ex- |

Mr. BRETZ. Imake the same uest with reference to
Judge HoLmAN and Mr. BROWN, of Indiana.

There was no objection. .

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I ask that my colleague, Mr. MOSES, be
excused for to-night.

There was no objection.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask that Mr. ALDERSON be excused on
account of sickness to-night.

There was no objection.

And then, on motion of Mr. BRETZ (at 0 o'clock and 45 min-
utes p. m.}, the House adjourned.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS.

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

By Mr. BUNN, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (8.1325)
for the relief of A.P. H. Stewart. (Report No. 964.)

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri, from the same committee: A bill
(H. R. 3601) for the benefit of Joshua Bishop. (Report No. 967.)

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Ways and
Means was discharged from the consideration of the joint resolu-
tion (H. Res. 174) directing the Commissioner of Internal Rev-
enue to reopen and reéxamine claimsof D. R. Carrolland others;
and the same was referred to the Committee on Claims.

PUBLIC BILLS 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. HOUK; A bill (H. R. 7212} to establish a soldiers’
home at or near Knoxville, Knox County, Tenn.—to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs. >

By Mr. MCETTRICK: A bill (H. R. 7213) to establish a life-
saving station at or near City Point, Boston Harbor, Mass.—to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr, BLAIR: A bill (H. R, 7214) for establishing,in the
colloges of agriculture and the mechanic arts, departments for
the instruetion of girls and women in useful occupations and
the arts of home life—to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7215) for establishing, in connection with
the colleges of agriculture and the mechanic arts, schools
of normal instruction in the cuiture and training of domestic
animals—to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. BROWN: A resolution for the payment of Alfred J.
Stoffer for preparing digest of contested election cases of the
Fifty-second Congress—to the Committee onAccounts,

PRIVATE BILLS, ETC.

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

By Mr. BLAIR: A bill (H. R. 7216) to remove the charge
desertion from the military record of Joseph G. Marsh, of United
States steamer Galena—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7217) to pension Sarah Peunock—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 7218) granting a pension to
Henrietta S. Cummins, widow of James P. Cummins, late lieu-
tenant, of Company E, Eighth Kentucky Cavalry—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DURBOROW: A bill (H. R. 7219) granting a pension
to Mary A. Ayer—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 7220) for the relief of
Mrs. Emily Evans—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. McCCREARY of Kentucky: A Dbill (H. R. 7221) for the
relief of Richard Boyle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7222) for the relief of William J. Landram—
to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R.7223) for the relief of John H. McBrayer—
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7224) for the reliel of Mary H. Letcher—to.
the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. MCALEER: A bill (H. R. 7225) for the relief of George
Pilkington—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R.7226) to pension Allen Phil-
pot—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R.7227) for the relief of the heirs at law of W.
L.laiBa.rnes, of Cobb County, Ga.—to the Committee on War-
Claims. ;

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R, 7228) for the relief of Ar-
thur Gunnell—to the Committee on War Claims. .
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By Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 7229) to
compensate Walter L. Shuck, of Grafton, Taylor County, an
State of West Virginia, and T. Walter Long, of Cumberland,
Alleghany County, Md., for land taken by the United States for
public use—to the Committes on Claims.

By Mr. PAGE: A bill (H. R.7230) to reimburse the officersand
erew of a Government dredge wrecked in Narragansett Bay,
Rhode Island—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 7231) to cor-
rect the military record of Peter Duchane—to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. SAYERS: A bill (H. R. 7232) for the relief of Joshua
Hazlewood—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7233) granting a pension to James Champ-
lin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule X XTI, the following petitionsand papers
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: .

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas: A petition to Congress by the
citizens of Quinter, Kans., favoring an amendment to the Con-
stitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. BALDWIN: Petition of Breckenridge and Duluth,
Minn., requesting the })assaga of an act to recognize the serv-
ices and grant honorable discharges to members of the United
States military telegraph corps—to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. BARTLETT: Petition in favor of bill for Government
supervision of telegraph—to the Committee on the Post-Office
and Post-Roads.

By Mr. BLACK of Illinois: Petition of citizens of Joliet, cit-
izens of Edwardville, citizens of Rockford, citizens of South
Chicago, and citizens of South Elgin, all of Illinois, for the
passage of an act recognizing the services of military telegraph
operators—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. BURNES: Petition of W. H. Garrett and other citi-
zens of Weston, Platte County, Mo,, asking an increase of pen-
sion for John Funderburk, late a private in Company F, Twenty-
seventh Regiment Missouri Volunteers—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, two petitions from the citizens of Missouri, for the pas-
sage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the
Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of citizens of Ishpeming, Mar-
quette County, Mich., asking that the funds of mutual life in-
surance companies and associations be exempted from the in-
come tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of citizens of Little Falls, Clay-
ton, Gloversville, Greenwood Lake, Rome, and Fulton, all of
New York, and of the citizens of the State of Ohio, and also of
the citizens of Sacramento, Cal., for the passage of anactrecog-
nizing the services of military telegraph operators—tothe Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry citizens of Pittsburg,
Pa., protesting against a reduction of appropriation for the In-
dian service—to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. EDMUNDS: Petition of the heirs of E. O, Watkins,
of Chesterfield, Va., asking pay for property used by Gen. But-
ler's troops in the late war—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of S. F. Bakerand others, of Keokuk,
Iowa, regarding the tax on spirits—to the Committee on Ways

- and Means.

By Mr. GORMAN: Petition of ex-Democratic postal clerks,
for the passage of the Bynum joint resolution—to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HICKS: Petition oi 41 citizens of Altoona, and 22 of
Blair County, Pa., for the passage of an act recognizing the
services of military telegraph operators—to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of citizens of Camden,
N.J., for the passage of an act recognizing the services of mili-
tary teleﬂmph operators, known as H. R. 5270—to the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs. :

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of 44 citizens of Mifflin and Snyder
Countiés, Pa., for the passage of an act recognizing the services
oAIﬁm_ilitary telegraph operators—to the Committee on Military

airs.

By Mr. McCALL: Resolutions of the Association of First and
Second Class Postmasters, of Massachusetts, in favor of House
‘bill 56—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Protest of (German
Evangelical Lutheran Church, of Lakefield, Minn., against any
change in the preamble of the Constitution, signed by Rev.
W. Endeword, pastor, and H. Albers, R. D, Pietz, W. Wrase,

and Carl Samuel, trustees, in behalf of 278 communicants—to
the Committee on Judiciary.

By Mr. MEKLEJOHN: Petition of citizens of Fremont,
Nebr., for the passage of an act recognizing the serviczs of mili-
tary t-elegmp:h operators—to the Committee on Military A ffairs.

Also, petition from Columbus, Nebr., against the income tax
on the income of mutual loan and building associations—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of 200 citizens of New York, in favor
of the establishment of a Government telegraph and telephone
service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. SIBLEY: Two petitions, signed by 75 citizens of Erie,
Pa., and vieinity, for the passage of an act recognizing the serv-
ices of military telegraph operators—to the Committee on Mil-
itary Affairs.

By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of Charles H. Burtis
Post, No. 185, Department of New York, Grand Army of the Re-
public, praying the passage of House bill No. 30, entitled ‘“An
act giving preference in appointment in the publicservice of the
United States to veterans of the late war "—to the Committee
on Reform in the Civil Service.

SENATE.
BSATURDAY, May 26, 1894,

The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m.

Prayer by Rev. EDWARD B. BAGBY, Chaplain of the House of
Representatives,

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I suggest that there is not a quo-
rum present.

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

The Secretary cialled the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Allison, Dolph, Mitchell, Wis. Turpie,
Bate, Faulkner Palmer, Vest,
Berry, Hunton, Pasco, Voorhees,
Call, Irby, ° Pefler, ‘White.
Cameron, E‘y e, Perkins,

Coke, ndsay, Quay,

Davis, McMillan, Teller,

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

Mr. JONES of Arkansasand Mr. WASHBURN entered the Cham-
ber, and answered to their names.

Mr, FAULKNER. I move that'the Sergeant-at-Arms be di-
rected to request the attendance of absent Senators.

The motion was agreed to.

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

Mr. PETTIGREW, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. MURPHY, Mr, FRYE, Mr.
RoacH, Mr. ViLas, Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. HALE, Mr. CAFFERY,
Mr. COCKRELL, Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, Mr. SHOUP, Mr. MAN-
DERSON, Mr. LoDGE, Mr. HILL, Mr. MCLAURIN, and Mr. Du-
BO1S entered the Chamber, and answered to their names.

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 10 o'clock and 22 minutes a. m.).
Forty-four Senators have answered to their names. A quorum
is present.

r. FAULKNER. I move that further proceedings under
the call be dispensed with,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Withoutobjection it isso ordered.

On motion of Mr. TELLER, and by unanimous consent, the
reaging of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was dispensed
with.

IMPORTATION OF CONTRACT LABORERS.

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tionfrom the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response
to a resolution of the Senate of the 2d instant, certain informa-
tion in regard to alleged violations of the statutes against the
importation of contract laborers since March 4, 1880; which,
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee
on Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of 44 policy holders of Aroos-
took County, Me., and a petition of the general agent of the
‘Washington Life insurance Comfpuny of New York, representing
569 policy holders in the State of Maine, praying that in the pas-
sage of any law for the taxation of incomes, the funds of mutual
life Imsurance companies be exempted from taxation:; which
were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. COKE presented a memorial of sundry citizens and busi-
ness men of Galveston, Tex., remonstrating against placing
wool on the free list; which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. VILAS presented the petition of E. K. Ausorge and sun-
dry other citizens of Green Bay, Wis., praying that mutual life
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