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Mr. HARRIS. It is always with profound attention, and gen-
erally with admiration, that I hear a suggestion from the Sena-
tor from New Hampshire, and I alwa.fya-regret, as I t now,
when I am unable to give him a perfectly frank, full, and satis-
factory answer.

Mr. CHANDLER. A suffering counfry, I say to the Senator
from Tennessee, waits upon his answer. [Laughter.]

Mr. HARRIS. I admitthat there is a suffering country, and
it has suffered for many months because- of the conduct of the
Senator from New Hampshire. [Laughter.] Butnottoprolong
this exceedingly interesting and important discussion befween
the Senator from New Hampshire and myself, unless he hank-
ers to make a reply to my remarks—-—

Mr. CHAND . ILsimply wish to ask the Senator to fix a
time when the-country may be relieved from suffering because
of either of us by an adjournment.

Mr. HARRIS. Whenever the Senator from New Hampshire:
will consent to be absolutely silent, that result will be brought
about. [Lavghter.] I move that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreedto; and(at5o’clock and’5 minutes p. m.)
the Senatejadjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, August 16,1894,
at 12 o’clock m.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
WEDNESDAY, August 15, 1894

The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Rev. W. E.
ParsoN, D. D
The Journal of the proceedings of Monday was read and ap-

proved.
CORRECTIONS.
Mr.GROW. Mp. Speaker, L rise to a.question of personal
I desire to correct the daily RECORD. On page , 01
the vote on the bill for free sugar, I am recorded as paired with.
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON].. Lwas not paired
with anybody. Mr. CULBERSON, I see,voted ‘‘yea,” and if present
Ishould have voted the same way, I would have voted to con-
tinue the bounty provided for the producersof sugar in this
country under the act of 1899, believing that the. Governmentin
faith was pledged to that.

ivi-

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made.
Mr. SNODGRASS. [desiretocorrectthedaily RECORD. On
& 9950 [ am recorded as voting in the affirmative on the ques-

tlormof free iron ore. I did not vote on that question atall; but
was paired with my colleagne from Tennessee [Mr. TAYLOR]. T
want the RECORD so corrected.

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made.
OMr. BLACK of Illinois. Mr. Speaker (after making acorrec-
tion as to how he would have vofed on the motion to discharge
the House conferees on the tariff billhad he not been paired, said:
*T das,i're to be recognized for the purpose of presenting a reso-
Iution.

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the gentle-

man,
Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I desire tobe recognized for the pur-
pose of presenting a resolution.
The SPE . We have not reached that period yet.
THE TARIFF.

My, PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that that committee had examined and found truly en-
rolled the bill (H.R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide revenue
for the Government, and for other purposes; when the Speaker
signed the same.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I am requested
to ask indefinite leave of absence for my colleague, Mr. Emms,
on account of sickness in his family.

There was no ob%aeticn, and it was so ordered.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I am uested by my col-
league, Mr. COCKRAN of New York, to ask indefimite leave of
absence on account of sickness in his family.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks,
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills
of the following titles:

A bill (H. R. 6060) to amend section 4833 of the Revised Stat-
utes, and for other purpeses;

A bill'(H. R. 6038) to re House resolution numbered 104,
first session Fifty-first Congress, granting to Secretary of War
a ;aermit to license to uss a pier at the mouth of Chicago River;
an

. A bill (H. R. 387), to anthorize the construction of a life-sav-
1}:{13 stj?tio]? at or near Rock Point or East Marion, Long Island,
ew York.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with

‘amendments the bill (H. R. 4605) granting chief justices of United
States:courts in Territories power to appoint commissioners to

take proof in land cases, ete., asked a conference with the House
on the bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. PuGH, Mr,
HtJéL.L,-and Mr. PLATT as the conferees on the part of the Sen-
a

The message also announced that the Senate had passed joint
resolution (S. R. 99) to compile the public laws relating to street-
railway franchises in the District of Columbia; '

A bill (S. 1007) to authorize the Commissioners of the District
of golum i to appoint a deputy coroner, and [or other purposes:
an

A Dbill (S: 2803) to authorize the constiruction of a bridge across
the Contentnea Creek at Grifton, Lenoir County, N. C., aud to
establish it a post-road.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the
following resclution:

Resolved, THat Mr: HoAR be excused as one'of the conferees on the partof
the Senate on the bill (H. R.6284) to prevent interference in the collection of
State, county, and municipal taxes assessed against corporations and cor-

Ega.te property, and for other purpeses, and Mr: PnATT be appointed: in

place.

The message also announced: that the Senate had disagreed to
the amendment of the House to: the amendment of the Senate
numbered 277, and had receded from the amendment of the
Senate numbered 277 to the bill }H. R.5575) making appropria-
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1895, and. for other purposes.

RESIGNATION' OF HON. CLIFTON R. BRECKINRIDGE.

?111& SPEAKER laid before the-House the following communi-

cation:
HoUSE oF IEPRESENTATIVES, Waskington, D. 0., Atgust 18, 1594.
DEAR SiR: I hav ed. ber of C«
oL “?‘;Swgg‘lily \aiﬁ-g?yresign my commission as member of Congress
L

e by CLIFTON- R. BRECKINRIDGE.
Hon. CHARLES F, CRISP,
Speaker House of Representatives.

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire. to call up the sundry
eivil a.p%mpriat.ion. bill.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 5575 ! opriations for sundry exper of the
(:':overnxgmm. for t.%nlan Emm:lgyzggn%mg June 30, 1885, amﬁ?x]: o:herlgzxsrposg:;.

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House insist
upen its amendment to the Senate amendment numbered 277.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment indi-
eated by the gentleman: from Texas, so that the House can. see
what it is.

Mr. SAYERS. I will state to the House, Mr. Speaker, that
the amendment of the House is:simply the amendment. for- the
purchsse of ground ugon. which: to erect & publie building near
the present Printing Office.

The SPEAKER. What is the gentleman’s motion?

Mr. SAYERS. To insist upon the:House amendment to the
Senute amendment 277.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves. that the House fur-
therdinsiat upon its amendment to the Senate amendment indi-
cated.

The motion was'agreed to.

SAUGATUCK HARBOR, MICHIGAN.

The SPEAKER laid before the Housea letter from the Sec-
retary of War, transmitting, in response to aresolution of Con-
gress, information as to the probable cost of completing the im-
provement of Saugatuck Harbor, Michigan; which wasreferred
to thedCommittea on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be
printed.

JOSHUA BECK, DECEASED, VS. THE UNITED' STATES.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a copy of the find-
ing of the Court of Claims in the case:of Joshua Beck, deceased,
against the United States; which was referred to the' Commit-
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed.

CHARLESTON HARBOR.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a.letter from. the
Acting Secretary of the Treasury,showing the necessity for ad-
ditional aids to navigation in Charleston Harbor, South Caro-
lina; which was referred to the Committee on. Interstate and
Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be prinfed.

A. D. BABCOCK..

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (8.-744) for
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the relief of Avery D. Babcock and wile, of Oregon: which was
veferred to the Committee on Claims. :
MARTA HALL.

The SPEAKER alse laid before the House an act (S. 253)
granting a pension to Maria Hall, widow of Joseph D. Doak, de-

ceased.

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimeus consent
for the present consideration of that bill.

The bill was read, as follows:

.y he Interi and he is hereby,

o By acted e, ok the Seerstary of he Interior b, and, ko g Rerehy
ons faf Unlyichs e pebson o e e S e o
D o I i fvomm Deceraner O 1815 o April 20, 1818, and from Septem:
ber 26, 1813, to December 10, 1813.

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to therequest of the gen-
tleman from Missouri for the present consideration of this bill?

Mr. KILGORE. I think we have passed that bill two or
three times already in this House.

Mr. DE ARMOND. No,sir. It has never been presented
before.

Mr. KILGORE. Let the report be read, Mr. Speaker.

The report was read, as follows:

The Committee.on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 253) grant-
inga to Maria Hall, widow of Joseph Doalk, deceased, have exam-
ined the same and report:

The following facts are established in this case:

Soldier performed millts;‘ly.' service as recited in the bill.
m;nw%mr:mm , and for this reason pension was denied herin

Claim is widow, aged 90 years, and entirely supported by eharity.

The I'.aﬂ"}l i‘a ag:ri‘:oriog; one, and your committee falcom.mendgurﬁ prompt
passage.

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord-
ingly read the third time, and passe

On motion of Mr. DE ARMOND, a motion to reconsider the
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

MARYLAND AND WASHINGTON RAILWAY COMPANY.

The SPEAKER also Iaid before the House a joint resolution
(8. R. 96) to extend the charter of the Maryland and Washington
Railway Company.

Mr. gEA.RB Mr. Speaker, in the temporary absence of the
entleman from Maryland [Mr. Rusk], I askunanimous consent
hat Senate joint resolution be taken up and passed, as the

House tee has reported a like measure unanimously.

The joint resolution was read, as follows:

Resolved by the Senate and House of Bepreseniatives, elc, That the time for
building an comploh thal nrnnrillm rovided 2:1}-‘;?1 :_2 a:é:t.ogmled':‘;&n
bty g 1 ﬁ the same is hereby, emudedgtx mo?:alig'rrog:

proved t 1, 1802, be,
and after the 18t day of Auguss,

Mr. HEARD. I only want te say, Mr. Speaker, that this is
a road chartered in the State of Maryland to run to the District:
line, and by Congress fo come from that point to the boundary
of this city, and this joint resolution extends for six months the
time for its construction. I think there can be no ebjection to
it on the part of anybody.

Mr. DINGLEY. Has the work been commenced?

Mr. HEARD. I understand thatthey have commenced work
on the road in Maryland, and they ask only six months to com-
plete it to the boundary of this city.

The joint resolution was ordered toa third reading; and it was
accordingly read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. HEARD, a motioa to reconsider the vote by
which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows:
To Mr. Lucas, for two weeks, on aceount of sickness.

To Mr. McCALL, indefinitely, on aceount of sickness in his

famﬂ{t.[
To Mr. ROBBINS, indefinitely.
To Mr. GORMAN, indefinitely, on aceount of sickness.
To Mr. COCKRAN, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his

family.

To Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee, indefinitely, on account of sick-
ness.

To Mr. CONN, indefini , on account of sickness.

To Mr. WELLS, indefinitely, on accoumt of sickness in his
familiir
. To Mr. HOPRINS of Pennsylvania, indefinitely, on account of
pickness in his hmIIg.
__ To Mr. ENLOE, indefinitely, on aceount of sickness in hisfam-

¥>
To Mr. WunrLeRr of Alabama, for one week, on account of
it business.

WITEDRAWAL OF PAPERS.
Mr. HULICE, by unanimo:s eonsent, obtained leave to with-

| of the

| The Committee
the bill (H. R.6286) to provide for

draw from the files of the House, without leaving cogwa, the
pers (a petition for a pension) in the case of Joseph Shayler,
ven ongress, no adverse report having been made thereon.

TURNER MERRITT.

Mr, ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-

mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. BR.
3268) for the relief of the estate of Turner Merritt, late of the
parish of East Baton Rouge, La

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Court of Claims be, and it hereby is, anthorized
and divected to investigate and find whether or not Turner tt, late of
the parish of East Baton Rouge, La., was loynl to the United States
throughont the late war; and if said finding should be that he was so
then and in that event, said court is further autl}:orized ‘:ltd directed to in-
vestigate, find, an gress how much eotton, ., Was taken
from nim def of ndson, and
what its value then was, and whether any ment has been made therefor;
also how mauch of cotton was thereafter sold by the Government and
for how much. And if it should appear from the testimony to be given in
sald conrt that any witnesses have died whose affidavits arenow on filein
the case, such afdavits shall be received asevidence and shall be allowed
such weight as said court may deem proper.

An amendment recommended by the Committee on War
Claims was read, as follows:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert:

‘*That the claim of Tuorner Merritt,late of the parish of East Baton 5
La., for cotton alleged to have been taken from claimant daring the war of
the rebellion by the United States forces, and used by them in the defensesof
Port Hudson, be referred to the Court of Claims under the provisionsof
what is commonly known as the Bowman act and section 14 of the Tucker
act, and sald court is authorized to take jurisdietion im the premises and
report to the House of Hepresentatives as anthorized and mnkuﬁ by sald
statutory provisions, reserving to sald House of Represen
to finally pass upon said claim upon the receipt of said report.’”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of this bill?

Mr. BARTLETT. I object.

Mr. ROBERTSON of Leuisiana. The gentleman, I am sure,
will withdraw his objection when he understands that this
merely refers the case to the Court of Claims, without binding
Co in any way, shape, or manner to make an appropria-
tion in case the court should pass favorably upon the

Mr. BARTLETT. Is this for cotton seized?

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. No, sir; it isfor cotfon used
for breastworks in the defense of Port Hudson.

Mr. BARTLETT. By whom?

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. By Gen. Grant.

Mr. BARTLETT. I object.

STEAMER MARGARITA.,

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous

consent for the present consideratien of the bill (H. R. 6986) to
provide for the American registry of the steamer Margarita.
The bill was read, as follows:

Be.it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby author-
ized and direeted vo cause the foreign-built steamer Margarita, of Philadel-
phia, purchased and owned by an American citizen and repajred him in
the United States, to be registered as a vessel of the United States.

SEC. 2, Thatthe Secrotary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, authorized and
directed to authorize and t the ction of said steam vessel, steam
boilers, steam pipes, and :ﬁpm-tenances of sald bollers, and canse to be
granted the proper and usual certificate issued to steam vessels of the mer-
chant marine, without reference to the fact that the said steam boilers,
steam pipes, and appurtenances were not constructed pursuant to the laws

%”:ﬂwd States and were not const - of iron stam ursuant ko
said law; and the test to bampgl:edwthermpecuonot said boilers, steam
pipes, and appurtenances w the same in all respects as to stre;
and safety as are required in the Inspection of hoilers constructed in the
United States for marine purposes, save the fact that said bollers, steam
pipes, and appurtenances nos being comstructed pursuant to the uire-
menis of the laws of the United Statesand are of unstamped iron, s not
be an obstacle to the of the usual certificate if said boilers, steam
pipes, and appurtenancesare found to be of sufficient strength and safety.

Mr. FITHIAN. Is there a report in this case?

The SPEAKER. There is.

Mr. PIGOTT (to Mr. Frra1aN). The bill is all right.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report be read.
The report (by Mr. PreoTT) was read, as follows:

on Merchant Marine and Fisheriss, to whom was refaerred
the Ameriean registry of thesteamer Mar-
ta, having considered the same, respec ly repor E

This steamer was purchased in England by A.J. Drexel, an Americanciti-
zén, of the city of Philadelphia, Pa., for the sum of mmd. The owner has
expended in repairs npon the sald steamer in an American shipyard the
sum of $15,000 and has made and approved plans for further expenditure of
$30,000, im:iud.u{fngm following alterations: Replumbing, refurnishing, elec-
tric liahéw pain . callcing declts, new boats, and entirely overha the
During the Fiftieth, -first, and Fifty-second a large num-
berorvesseuwemmmzdbymﬂumtambe a8 vessals of
the United States,in volume 25 of the United States Statutes at Large,

pa#es 134,475, and ém: MW 145, 312, 414, 491, 405, 561, and 830,
our committee, having c: l{:{mﬁtﬂmdaummuﬂemw
spectiully recommend that the bill be passed.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
gﬁf%m from Pennsylvania for the present consideration of this

Mr. PAYNE. I have no objection to the gentleman making
an explanation of the bill.

im.
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Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gen-
tleman will not interpose any objection in the way of the patriot-
ism of an American gentleman who wishes to sail under his
country's flag, and who has made every effort to do so. Mr.
Drexel last summer had an American yacht, which he owned
and sailed in. Owing to the ill health of his wife, he was ordered
to take a trip abroad.

He endeavored to have built in an American shipyard ayacht
large enou%h for this purpose, but was informed that a year and
a half would be the shortest time in which it could be completed,
and he was unable in any shipyard in the country to succeed in

etting a promise of its construction in less time than that.
ere was no yacht of sufficient tonnage of American build that
could be found for sale; and so under all of the circumstances,
being unable to purchase here or have the yacht built, he pur-
chased one abroad, paying for it $90,000. =

But true to his American instinets, which he had inherited
from his father, he brought the ship into our ports, and ex-
pended $45,000 additional in an American shipyard to put it in
proper condition for the purpose contemplated. He discharged
the English captain and the English crew, and in these hard
times keeps in constant employment a crew of forty men and a
Yankee skipper; and with that natural pride which belongs to
an American citizen he comes here now asking Congress, hav-
ing used every honorable and patriotic effort to get this s’hip of
American build, to be allowed to sail the ship under our own flag
and with an American register.

I trust, Mr. Speaker, when these circumstances are known
that this courtesy will be extended to him. I trust, in view of
the patriotic instincts exhibited by one of our citizens, under
such circumstances, who desires to sail under his own flag, as a
loyal American citizen, and obey in every way the laws of his
country, that this privilege will be granted to him that the
bill contemplates. I trust when these facts are known that
there will be no member of this House who will make an objec-
tion to the request for unanimous consent to consider the bill.
Does any member of this House suppose that I, being the repre-
sentative in part of one of the t cities of this country, in
which are the largest shipping interests in the United States;
that [, coming from the city of Philadelphia, full of shipyards,
and now buil(fin% the great American Navy, would dare to rise
in my place and introduce a bill or ask consent to have one con-
sidere gtha.t would hurt in any way American shipbuilding in-
terests:

I hope, therefore, in view of the J)eculiar circumstances of the
case, and the large amount expended in an American shipyard
on the remodeling of this yacht, that the strictletter of thelaw
will not be allowed to stand in the way of doing a simple act of
justice to an American citizen who desires the gbrivllega of sail-
ing with an American register and under the American flag.

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consider-
ation of the bill?

Mr. PAYNE. I object.

OCALA, FLA., PORT OF DELIVERY.

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimouscon-
sent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 1885) to extend
the privileges of the transportation of dutiable merchandise
without appraisement to the city of Ocala, in the State of Flor-
ida.

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection.

The bill was read, as follows: -

Bie i enacted, etc., That the privilegesof the seventh section of the act ap-
proved June 10, 1830, governing the transportation of dutiable merchandise
withount s&praisement. be, and the same are hereby, extended to the city of
Ocala, in the State of Florida. And the said city of Ocala is hereby consti-
tuted a port of delivery.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

Mr. DOCKERY. Before consent is given to the considera-
tion of this bill, 1 think there should be some explanation of it.
Is this recommended by the Department?

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Itisrecommended by the Treasury

Department.
As Icaughtthe reading of the bill it creates

r. DOCKERY.
some additional officers.

Mr. COOPER of Florida. No. Letme ﬁaﬂ*ﬂw the gentleman
that this is recommended by the Treasury Department for the
reason that Ocala has become a very large cigar-manufacturing

int, and they are proposing now to transferseveral large cigar

actories from Havanna to a, if it can be made a port of
enfry. For that reason, in view of the largely increasing busi-
ness of the place in this direction, the Department recommends
the passage of the bill.

M:t-e ‘I;}OCKERY. ‘What number of additional officers does it
create’

er. COOPER of Florida. It does not create any that I know
of.

Mr. DOCKERY < No addicional
r. . No tional charge on the Treasury?
Mr. COOPER of Florida. No, sir. = "
. The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of the bill?

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordared to
a third reading, and baing read the third time, was passad.

On motion of Mr. COOPER of Florida, a motion to reconsider
the last vote was laid on the table. '

BRIDGE ACROSS THE COLUMBIA RIVER.

Mr, ELLIS of Oregon. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 1772) extending
the time for the completion of a railroad bridge over the Co-
lumbia River at or near Vancouver,in the State of Washington.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the time for the completion of the bridge across
the Columbia River at or near Vancouver, in the State of Washington, under
the act of Congress a&proved August 29, 1890, entitled “An act to authorize
tggycgﬁsgﬂlsﬁtgnon c%g rl.dg.p g:ros; t.&l;e Colum})ial.l Rh{]er by th% Oregon Rail-
s R O ﬁfmy, an e same is hereby, extended until the

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consider-
ation of the Senate bill?

Mr. COOMBS. I would like some explanation first, Mr.
Speakgr. Has this bill passed the Committee on Interstate Com-
merce’

Mr. ELLISof Oregon. It has. Itisthe unanimous reportof
that committee. The report is very short, if the gentleman de-
sires to have it read. I will state, however, that this is simply
the ordinary extension of a franchise which was granted about
four years ago.

4 Mr. COOMBS. It extends the franchise to 1897; quite a long
ime.

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. Under the circumstances it is not a
long time. The river is very broad, and the company got into
some financial difficulties, and is now in the hands of areceiver.
Prior to that time the work was partly done. The piers are
already built; but it will take some time to complete the super-
structure. It is a gigantic enterprise.

Mr, COOMBS. Have there been any protests against it?

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. None whatever.

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered tc
a third reading, and being read the third time, was passed.

On motionof Mr. ELLIgof Oregon, a motion toreconsider the
last vote was laid on the table.

BRIDGE ACROSS CONTENTNEA CREEK, NORTH CAROLINA.

Mr. BUNN. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid-
eration of the bill (8. 2303) to authorize the construction of a
bridge across the Contentnea Creek, Grifton, Lenoir County, N.
C., and to establish it as a post-road.

The bill was read.

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid
eration of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read
the third time, and Ba.saed.

On motion of Mr. BUNN, a motion toreconsider the last vote
was laid on the table.

W. D. MACK.

Mr. HULL. T ask unanimous consent for the present consid-
eration of the foint resolution (8. R. 68) for the relief of W. D.
Mack, a clerk in the Record and Pension Division of the War
Department.

he joint resolution was read, as follows:

Resolved by the Senale and House of Representatives, efe., That William D,
Mack, a clerkin the Record and Pension Office, and a veteran of the late war
who lost both feet in a railroad accident while returning from the anniver-
sary ceremonies of the battle of Gett{labur&. on July 4 last, is hereby ex-
atg}:t.ed from the operation of so much of the act approved March 3, 18:3
making appropriations for legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1894, as limits the amount
of sick leave with pay that be gran by heads of Departments, and
that the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to EW to
said William D. Mack such portion of his salary as has been withheld from
September 11 toOctober 14 (thirty-four days) onaccount of injuriesreceived
in the said railroad accident.

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid-
eration of the joint resolution; which was ordered to a third
reading, read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr.HULL, a motion to reconsider the last vote
was laid on the table.

BRIDGE ACROSS NEWARK BAY.

Mr. DUNN. I ask unanimous consent for the %r:sent consid-
eration of the bill (H. R. 7839) to bridge Newark s

The bill was read, as follows:

Ba it enacted, ete., That the boards of chosen fre
Hudson and Union, in the State of New Jersey, or the legally constituted
authorities of the city of Bayonne and the city of Elizabeth, as may be de-
termined by the anthorities of the State of New Jersey, now or hereafter to
be granted, shall be, and they or either of them are hereby, authorized to
locate, build, maintain, equip, and operate a bﬂ%&cmsa Newark Bay,in
the State of New Jersey, city of Elizabeth, in the county of

R
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Union, and the city of Bayonne, in the county of Hudson, at a point not
less than B00 feet above the ’ﬁrl:aentbridge structure known as the Central
Rallroad bridge: Provided, t the bridge herein authorized shall be bullt
as a draw ged with a draw giving a clear width of opening of not less
than 100 feet, and said shall be located and built in such manner and
under such regulations for the security of navigation as the Secretary of
War madypmwribe; and to secure that object the es proposing to build
said bridge shall submit to the Sombar{dot ‘War, for his examination and
approval, a design and drawing of the bridge and a map of the location, and
l:mﬂ-l the nh‘.‘l’iplan and location of the bridge are approved by the Secretary
of War the bridge shallnot be commenced or built; and should nnzrghange
be made in the %lam of sald brld%re during the progress of its construction,

8 0 j

guch changes shall be subject the approval of the Secretary of War:
Provided also, That the draw of sald bridge shall be promptly opened, upon
reasonable si for the passage of vessels and boats; and the owners of

said bridge shall maintain the: from sunset to sunrise, such lights and
other signals as the Light-House Board shall ?mt:rn:e

BEC. 2. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the
bﬁﬂhﬁhuam authorized be not commenced within one year and completed
within three years from the approval of this act.

SEc. 8. That the right to alter, amend, or répeal this act is hereby ex-

pressly reserved.

The SPEAKER. Isthereobjection to the present considera-
tion of this bill?

Mr. WISE. Mr.S er, this bill has been favorably reported
by the Committeeon Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and per-
sonally I have no objection .to its passage. But it is proper to
state that one of the Ra;;raaenmtivas from New Jersey [Mr.
ENGLISEJ now absent is bitterly ogposed to it; and therefore I
do not think it ought to go through by unanimous consent.

Mr. DUNN. My colleague [Mr. ENGLISH] has withdrawn his
objection to the bill. I think the gentleman from New York

r. BARTLETT| will sustain me in this statement. Since the
objection of my colleague was made, the bill has been amended
so that there is no objection to it now whatever.

Mr. BARTLETT. On the occasion of my last conversation
with Dr. ENGLISH, he was still oﬁgm{l to the bill; so that I can
not state that he has withdrawn opposition.

Mr. DUNN. He withdrew his opposition in committee.

Mr. WISE. I would cheerfullygive consent to the passage of
the bill; but I know that in the last interview I had with Dr.
ENGLISH he expressed himself as bitterly opposed to the bill,
and as wanting an opportunity to be heard in opposition to it on
the floor of the House. I see him entering the Hall now. He
can speak for himself. Personally I have no objection to the

1

Mr. DUNN. I will ask my colleague [Mr. ENGLISH], whom I
now see in his place, whether he has any objection to this bill
as amended by the committee.

Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey. Not at all. It is the substi-
tute that I favored.

Mr. DUNN. Mr, Speaker, my colleague states that he has no
objection to the measure.

r. WISE. I withdraw my objection. -

The SPEAKER. Isthere further objection to the considera-
tion of the bill?

Mr. DINGLEY. This is not a railroad bridge?

Mr. DUNN. No, sir; it is a bridge for public travel between
the cities of Elizabeth and Bayonne.

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid-
eration of the bill.

Mr. DUNN. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

After the words ‘' Secretary of War,” in line 27, page 2, insert the folowing:
“And the said bridge shall be held to be a public hway forever.”

The amendment was agreed to.
The bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and

passed.
BRIDGE ACROSS SOUTH CANADIAN RIVER,

Mr. AVERY. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration
of the bill (H. R. 7811) authorizing the EI Reno Bridge Com-
pany to construct abridge across the South Canadian River, be-
tween Blaine County, Okla., and the Wichita Indian Reservation.

The bill was read.

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid-
eration of the bill. -

{ The amendment reported by the committee was read, as fol-
owWs: .

Amend by adding at the end of section 2 the tollowlug:

“And equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all tel-
egrag? companies, and the United Statesshall have the right of way across
said bridge and approaches for gostal telegraph gu. ses: Provided, That
before the construction of any ridggc:;grem authorized is commenced the
gald company shall submit to the tary of War, for his examination
and approval, a design and drawing of such bridge and a map of the loca-
tion, giving suficient information to enable the Secretary of War to fully
and satisfactorily understand the subject, and unless the plan and location
of such bridge are aﬁzmved by the Secretary of War the structure shall
not be built: Provided, also, That any bridge constructed under authority
of this act shall at all times be so kept and man as to offer reasonable and
?rt'napﬂr means for the passage of vessels and other water craft through or

er sald structure, and for the safety of vessels passing at night there

shall be displayed on such briage, from sunset to sunrise, such lights or
other slgnafs as may be prescribed by the Light-House Board.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and

passed.
On motion of Mr.AVERY, a motion to reconsider the last vote
was laid on the table.
THE CURRENCY.

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Mr, Speaker, I ask for the reading
of the resolution which I send to the desk.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks consent
for the considerationof a resolution, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

‘Whereas the balance in available gold in the Treasury of the United States
on the 1st day of August, 1894, had been reduced, despite the sale of §50,000,000
in gold bonds, to the sum of #54,875,607; and

hereas the demand for gold in the Treasury made for shipments to for-
elgn ports continues and increases; and
ereas the reports from the Treasury show that during the month of
July not a dollar in gold was added to the Treas stock from the port of
New Yorl, the largest customs port in the United States; and

Whereas it 1s 8 matter of common knowledge that gold coin and gold cer-
tificates have virtually ceased to be used in discharging obligations to the
Government, but that the obligations to the Government are discharged in
sllver certificates, United States notes and United States Treasury notes,
which are so used as to deplete the Treasury of gold faster than it accumu-
%aotggs frona all sources, including customs, internal revenue, and sales of

3 an

‘Whereas there is in the Treasury unused and avalilable an amount of sil-
ver equal to 8518,880,682 of American standard coin value; and

‘Whereas the income of the United States does not now equal its expendi-
tures: Therefore, i

Beit resolved by the House of Representatives of the United Slates, That the
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures is directed to at once raport
to the House for its consideration a bill providing for the proper use and
avall of the said sllver.

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules is directed, upon the report of said
bill from the sald committee, to report a rule for the consideration of the
House under which auit.shlt:i full, and reasonable debate may take place, and
amendments be offered and votes taken within a reasonable time, to be
fixed by the House.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the
present consideration of this resolution?

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. 1 object.

Mr. TRACEY. Let it go to the committee.

POTOMAC STEAMBOAT COMPANY.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration of the bill (S. 425) for the relief of the
Potomac Steamboat Com g

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks
unanimous consent for the present considerationof a bill which
the Clerk will report, after which the Chair will ask if there be
objection.

he bill was read at length.

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the requestof the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

Mr. SAYERS. 1 object, Mr. Speaker.

JOEL A. KING.

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 2231) for
the relief of Joel A. King. . ;

The SPEAKER. The gentleman' from Xentucky [Mr.
STONE] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of
a bill which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treas be, and he is hereny,

aidwell

authorized and directed to pay to Joel A, King, of C County, Ky., out
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of £1,800,

‘beln%tor stores and supplies furnished the of the United States dur-
ing thelate war for the suppression of the rebellion.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of
this bill?

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I should like to have an expla-
nation of that bill.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman can make
a brief explanation.

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the report is very
short. 1t sets forth the facts.

The SPEAKER. Without objection the report can be read.

The report (by Mr. STONE of Kentucky) was read, as follows:

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2231)
for therelief of Joel A King, submit the following report:

This is a claim for guartermaster’s stores furnished to the of the
United States by Dr. Joel A. King, of Caldwell County, Ky., during the late
war for the suppression of the rebellion, under orders from Lieut. Col. 8. F.
‘I?ta':“sa?&l‘ Forty-eighth Regiment Kentucky Mounted Infantry. Claimstated
at §1,800.

The committee find that Joel A. King was loyal to the Government of the
United States throughout thelate war; and that in 1863and 1864 he furnished
stores and supplies for the military use of the United States at or near
Princeton, Ky.. then reasonably worth #1,800.

Your committee report back the billand recommend its passage.
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of this bill? ’

Mr. BARTLETT. T object.

TITLE TO LAND IN YUMA, COLO.

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the

resent consideration of the bill (H. R.7955) to perfect the title
fo a quarter saction of land in the town of Yuma, Colo.

The bill was read, as follows:

s it enacted, ete,, That the preémption cash entry numbered 4090, of George
F. Weed, made at the district land office at Denver, Colo., on ums 16th of

September, 1885, for the southeast quarter of section 22, north,
ofr » 48 west, which tract embraces the town-of Yuma, Colo., the county
seat o ; and that

YnmaOougay Colo., be, and the same is hereby, confirmed;
patent of the Uni States issue therefor to said Weed.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of gen-
leman from Colorado [Mr. PENCE]?

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, let the reporibe read.

The SPEAKER. Thereport isquite long. By consent, the
gentleman can make a brief explanation.

Mr PENCE. Mr. S er, the bill is simply to perfect the
title to the land on which the town of Yuma, in Eastern Colo-
rado, now stands. This bill is reported favorably by the Com-
mittee on Public Lands, unanimously.

In 1885 Mr. Weed made his proof upon the land. Thereafter,
within the nexttwelve months, when the railroad came through,
a town spr up and was organized under our State laws, and
proceeded to I.buFl(i its public improvements. In October, 1888,
some three years afterwards, an affidavit wasfiled of record that
raised some question as to the title to these town lots. It has
caused some considerable trouble to the owners of the lots, and
the petitioners who have presented this bill have presented such
facts to the Committee on Public Lands that they feel that these

ple ought to be relieved by this act. There is nobody who
ﬂa?ntereste{l in it now except the lot claimants, and they wish
- to perfect their title.

Mr. COOMBS. Are there many of them?

Mr. PENCE. There were a good manﬁ last ﬂng. I have
forgotten how many voted last spring. is county seat
01[1 the county. There are probably less people there now since
the drought.

Mr. COOMBS. Do I understand this bill is reported unani-
mously and favorably?

Mr. {’EN CE. Yes.

Mr. COOMBS. Is it understood out there,so that the
who would have the right to object to it could have done

Mr. PENCE. Ishould not present it otherwise.

Mr. COOMBS. I make no objection.

The SPEAKER. I[s there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Colorado . PENCE]?

There was no objection.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time;
and I:ie'lng engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and

On motion of Mr., PENCE, a motion to reconsider the last vote
was laid on the table.

RECONVEYANCE BY DISTRICT COMMISSIONERS OF CERTAIN
LAND.

Mr. POST. Mr. Speaker, Lask for unanimous consent for the
consideration of the bill S.2269.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani-
mous consent to consider a bill which the Clerk will report,
after which the Chair will ask if there be objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

A Dbill (S. ﬁm u:rot r:onm gﬂmmnugg%szm of
ojxiﬁ*:‘nioa in ggngma mm%fmgr the Disﬁrim:'
Columbia be, and m&“ﬁ hereby, directed to recon by a suitable deed
of con orq laim to Andrew J. Curtis an E. , their
heirs and assigns, all the right, title, and interest of the District of Co-
Inmbia in and to all that lot or parcel of land f described and acquired
in a deed from Andrew J. Curtis and Mary E, Curtis to the said District of
Columbia on the 10th day of September, A. D. 1891, and recorded in liber
1638, folio 204 of the land records of the District of Columbia.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe requestof the gen-
tleman from Illinois?

Mr. COOMBS. I would like to hear the report.

Mr. POST. The simgl: facts are these, if the gentleman will
allow me. A street in Bennings was deeded to the District.

Mr. COOMBS. Where?

Mr, POST. In Bennings. The Commissioners gay that the
topogra.phg of the und makes it unsuitable for a streetf; and
the only effect of this conveyanee is to relieve the owners from
faxation; and they desire to have it reconveyed.

Mr. COOMBS. Have you a letter from the Commissioners?

Mpr. POST. I have a letter from the Commissioners to that

effect.
The SPEAKER. Is there objectionto the request of the gen-

peogple
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tleman from Illinois? [Attemm.] The Chair hears none.
The bill was ordered toa reading; and it was accordingly

read the third time, and s
On motion of Mr. POST, a motion to reconsider the vote by

which the bill was was laid on the table.

Mr. POST. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the House bill relating
te the same subject lie on the table.

The 8P R. Without objection that order will be made.

There was no objection, and it was so
JOEL A. KING.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr, Speaker, I withdraw my obj to
the bill of the gentleman from Kentucky gf.r. STONE].
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York withdraws

the objection he entered to the request of the gentleman from
Kentucky. The Chair will have the title of the bill read again,
and ask if there is any other objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 2231) for the relief of Joel A. King.

The SPEAKER. The genfleman from New York objected to
the consideration of this gi.ll Is there further objection?

Mr. LOUD. I will ask if this bill was not considered some
few weeks ago?

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill will bs again

read.

The bill was read -

Mr. LOUD., Iwo like to ask if that bill was notf consid-
ered here one Friday alternoon?

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. No, sir.

Mr. LOUD. Idonot think this bill ought to pass without
some discussion.

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. It never has been before the
]E;o‘?se, but it has been reported from the committee a number
of times.

1:’;-Iﬂr.lr..()l'.'!I.'J. I think it ought to come up in commitfee on

ay.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California objects.

FINANCES.

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I ask that
the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk be read, alter
which I will ask unanimous consent for its consideration.

The Clerk read as follows: .

Whereas, etc., the tariff bill has been by ths House reducing the
dwhand cheapening the necessaries of ; and

ssparate acts coal, iron, barbed wire, sngar, and molasses
have been put upon the free list; and : )

‘Whereas without further legislation the masses of the people will be very
little better off than before: 'ﬁlﬂ'ﬁt
tatives that the

2 than ore,
Be it resolved, That it is the sense of the House ot Re;

the remo a-
legislation in-

people’s money should be restored to its original stat
tion of silver at a ratio of 16 to 1, followed by some fin
cireula gﬁnay be

creasing the ting medtum of the country, £o that the
able to purchase the necessaries of life lately reduced in the
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina asks
‘t:linm}aimous consent to consider this resolution. Is there objec-
on’
Mr. TRACEY. Let it go toacommittee.
Mr. PAYNE. Regular order, Mr. Speaker.
The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which is
equivalent to an objection.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted—
To Mr. ALDERSON, indefinitely, on account of sickness.
ToMr. JOENSON of Indiana,indefinitely, on account of sickness.

REPRINT OF A BILL,

By unanimous consent, on the request of Mr. PHILLIPS, a re-
printwas ordered of the bill (H. R. 7756) authorizing the appoint-
ment of a nonpartisan commission to collate information and fo
consider and recommend legislation to meet the problems pre-
sented by labor, agriculture, and capital.

LIFE-SAVING STATIQN, BOSTON HARBOR, MASSACHUSETTS.

Mr.CARUTH, [rom the Committee on Interstate and F\ n
erce, reported the bill (H. R. 7973) as a substitute for the
bill (H. R. 7213) to establish a life-saving station at or near City
Point, Boston Harbor: which was referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with accom-
g report, ordered to be ted.
e original bill was ordered to lie on the table.

INVESTIGATIONS AND TESTS OF AMERICAN TIMBER.

Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on iculture, re d
back favorably the bill (S, 313) a P funds for investi-
gations and tests of American timber; which was referred to

the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union,
and, with accompanying report, ordered fo be printed.
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INSPECTION OF LIVE CATTLE, HOGS, AND CARCASSES AND
PRODUCTS THEREOF.

Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported
with amendments the bill (H. R. 7910) to amend ‘' Anact topro-
yide for the inspection of live cattle, hogs, and the carcasses
. and products thereof which are subject fo interstate commerce,

and Far other purposes;” which was referred to the House Cal-
endar, and, with accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

EXPLORATION AND PURCHASE OF MINES.

Mr. WEADOCK, from the Committee on Mines and Mining,
reported favorably the bill (H. R. 7148) to authorize the explora-
tion and purchase of mines within the boundaries of private
land claims; which was referred to the House Calendar, and,
with accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

PUBLIC BUILDING, JAMESTOWN, N. Y.

My. CADMUS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds, reported favorably the bill (H.R. 2891) for the erection
of a public building at the city of Jamestown, N. Y.; which was
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
t];? U’ndion, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be

nted.
= VIEWS OF MINORITY.

Mr. CHILDS, from the Committee on the Judiciary,submitted
the views of the minority on the bill %‘H. R. 6411) relating to is-
suance of writs of habeas corpus by Federal courts or judges
thereof, and on the bill (H. R.5217) to regulate and discharge
the payment of contracts in any money made a legal tender dy
law Por the ntof debts; which were ordered to be printed.

The SPE .. The regular order is demanded.

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Iaskunanimousconsentfor the pres-
ent consideration of a bill reported from the Committee on Mil-

itary Affairs.
The SPEAKER. That is not in order during the call.
The call of committees was resumed and concluded.

The SPEAKER. The morning hour beginsat fifteen minutes
past 1, and the call rests with the Committee on Patents,

The Clerk proceeded to call the committees.

Mr. BUNN (when the Committee on Claims was called). Mr.
Speaker, I ask that the Commiftee on Claims be passed, with the
privilege of being called later.

There was no objection.

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that asimilar privilage
be granted to the Committee on War Claims, owing to the tem-
porary absence of the chairman.

There was no objection.

PAYMENT OF CONTRACTS IN LEGAL-TENDER MONEY.

Mr, CULBERSON. Mr.Speaker,Icallupthebill (H.R. 5217)
to regulate and discharge the paymentof contractsin any money
made a legal tender by law for the payment of debts.

The bill was read, as follows:
i.ui:ﬁfi, silver, ‘g:'t':oln, mz];cg:du‘éccﬁmr ‘h%?r“s&nr? gta%xemgﬂm gw&%
legal tender for the payment of debts when the contract matures.

An amendment recommended by the Committee on the Ju-
diciary, inserting in line 3, after the word ‘‘contracts,” the
words ‘*hereafter executed,” was read.

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Tllinois [Mr. LANE].

Me. LANE. Mr.Speaker, the importance of this bill can not
beoverstated. The purpose of the measureistosecure stability
inour financial system. Under our present financial method we
have various kinds of money, and the law, as it is now inter-
preted by the courts, allows parties to discredit various forms
of our money by contract.

Mr. COOMBS. Does not the gentleman think thatisproper?

Mr. LANE. It isnotproper, and I will show that it is not.
Our law reguires that all the proceedings of our courtsshall be
expressed in dollars, dimes, cents, and mills. It wasalwaysthe
practice in thiscountry up to 1878. The records of this country
everywhere were always kept in that way, and the Supreme
E:c{art in 1878 for the first time changed that mode of pro-

ure. -

I have examined with great care the decisions of the courts
of the various States on this question, and I find a uniform con-
currence of opinion up to the time the question came before the
Supreme Court of the United States. The courts of the va-
rious States had formerly held that when an ob ion was
given for the payment of money, it meant that that obligation
could be discharged in whatever was declared to be the legal
money of the country. I know thatsome gentlemen may claim
that this bill is an attempt on my to bring up the silver
question, but I beg to state that such an idea never entered my
mind in connection with this bill.

‘What brought this question to my attention was the fact that
some of my constituents, desiring to borrow money, were offered
some, but were required, in executing their notes, to give an
obligation that the money should be repaid in gold. Theysent
the papers to me and asked my view about it. I advised them
that that was not necessary, and with a view to meet that con-
tingenoy I introduced this hill,

Mr. COOMBS. Has this bill been reported unanimously by
the Judiciary Committee?

Mr. LANE. There is no dissenting report, as I understand.

Mr. POWERS. One was filed this morning.

Mr. LANE. Ididnotknow that. The Democratic members
of the committee, as I understand, all agree in recommending
this bill, and some of the memberz on the other side, but not all.
I wish tocall attention now to the law as it was before this ques-
tion came before the Supreme Court.

Mr. DANIELS. hen this questicn came belore the courts
of New York they decided that all contracts could be discharged
by the tender and payment of greenbacks, and that inasmuch
as all debts were payable only in gold and silver before the law
was passed, it e no difference whether that provision was in
the contract or not, the greenback law covered the whole ques-

on.

Mr, LANE. Ihave those decisions here. I wish to call at-
tention now to the decision of the eourts of Massachusetts. In
1863 this question came before the supreme judicial court of the
State of ﬁ'ﬂ.ﬂmchusetts, and I have here a brief summary of the
decision of the court. The note in that case was for £00 payable
in specie, and of course the plaintiff insisted thathe was entitled
to gold or its equivalent on that contract. The court in that
caso said:

All the court can do is to treat as money that which the statutes of the
United Sw enacted declare to be money. Ifit wers mogﬁower
to render & ¢ judgment designating a species of currency in ch it

we might avold some of existing difienlties, but we have
no such POWer.

Thatis the opinion of the court of Massachusetts in 1863.

Mr. COOMBS. That was before the war.

Mr. LANE. It was during the war and after Congress had
passed an act declaring greenbacks to be a legal tender for the
payment of all debts.

Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that in this controversy I do not
raise at all the question about the power of Congress to declare
what shall be a legal tender. That question is not invelved in
this discussion.

Congress saw proper fo declare that greenbacks should be a
legal tender for the payment of debts; and my contention is that
no private party has a right to annul an enactment of Congress.

r. COOMBS. Does not the form of the bill prevent con-
tracts being made for the payment of a debt in specie even if
the parties desire to so frame the contract?

Mr. LANE. The effect of the bill if it should become a law
will be that a mone{ﬂ:ontra.cﬁ may be discharged with any
money that Congress declared shall be legal tender.

Mr. COOMBS. No matter what the contract be.

Mr. LANE. That is, a money contract. Buf it Eoes not pre-
vent a contract to be executed for a commodity, and gold may
be a commodity.

Mr. COOMBS. I think it does.

Mr. LANE. If applies only to money contracts.

Mr. TRACEY.

contract.
Mr. LANE. If it is a money transaction, you can discharge
the debt in -tender money. Thatis the purpose of the bill.

Mr, DOC Y. Thatis what ought to be done.

Mr. LANE. If you desire to purchase gold as aeommodity
you may provide that the contract may be discharged in so many
grains of gold. But thaf is a different transacfion. II the in-
tention of the confract is the payment of money, then the legal-
tender money will discharge the obligation. That is the pur-
pose of the bill.

Mr. DOCKERY. And a very proper purpose.

Mr. COOMBS. I call the attention of the gentleman to this
provision of the bill:

All contr,

Whathen th SOIAOF BH1YeE oF GOl MaY Do discharged by iy sy Which 1
by law a legal tender for the payment of debts when the contract matures.

Mr. LANE. Yes; that is the provision of the bill.

Mr. COOMBS. And that prevents a man from making @& con-
tract rmymnh in specie.

Mr. E. That is exactly what we intend shall be the law.
But it applies only to money contracts. When a man makes a
money contract that contractought to be dischargeable in munwey
of the United States declared Ey law to be a legal tender. o
man has a right to discredit that which the Governinent has

declared to be money. No contract can be made exceptin con-

ut it prevents the enforcement of a gold
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formity with the law. The law is the essence of every con-
tract. A contract which does not conform to the law is void.
This 'biléuprevents anybody from making acontract that a money
debt shall be discharged specifically in gold and nothing else.

Mr. COOMBS. So I understand.

Mr. LANE. In other words, if you loan greenbacks you can
dno}i; ei::ct. Illéom your debtor anobligation that heshall repay the

ebt .

Mr. R%AN. But suppose gold is the money loaned?

Mr. LANE. You can loan gold if you want to loan if, just as
you can loan paper.

Mr. RYAN. The bill prevents acontractbeing made (though
'30};1 parties may be willing) for the payment of a debt in gold

ollars.

Mr. LANE. It prevents anyman fromdiscriminating against
the currency of the country. If there has been a loan of gold,
and if, when the contract matures, paper money is legal ten-
der, you are allowed to discharge that obligation with paper
money.

Mr, COOMBS. Then it restricts contracts?

Mr. LANE. Itdoes not.

Mr. RYAN. Butif both ;laartles are willing to make the con-
tract payable in gold this bill forbids it, though gold be loaned.

Mr. LANE. It does, because such a thing is aga.inat public
policy. We propose not toallow any man to discredit the money
of his country. At one time it was regarded as treason for any
man to undertake to discredit the money of his country. 'W'hg
should we allow a privileged class in this country to make gol
contracts and cast upon the debtor the burden of preserving the
currency of the country from depreciation? We have in this
country now thousands, I may say millions, of dollars of money
out on contracts of this very kind, contracts which are payable
in gold; and the holders of such contracis can force gold to a

remium in two hours, thus filching from the hands of the
se'bbor class millions of dollars. I say the principle is wrong.

Mr. COOMBS. But suppose the parties have made contracts
payable in gold?

KIr. LANE. This bill does not affect confracts already made;

those hereaffer made.
r. COOMBS. But you said it was wrong that such con-
tracts should be recognized by the law.

Mr. LANE. Ido say it is wrong, morally wrong.

Mr. COOMBS. Isee thatit wasan afterthought to amend
the bill so as not to affect contracts already made.

Mr. LANE. That makes no difference. You have a right to
make contracts in conformity to the existing law. Contracts
must always be made in obedience tolaw. When there isnolaw
there can be no binding contract. If there was no government
contracts would have nolegal force; they would simply be mor
obligations, dlscharﬁenhla at the pleasure of the maker,

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I should like to ask the gentleman
a question. A bill was presented here not long ago proposing
to permit the Territory of Arizona to issue gold bonds, because
it was stated that as gold bonds they could be floated at a lower
rate of interest than if they were payable in currency. Now, this
bill will prevent any State or municipality from issuing gold
bonds, although the inability to do so may involve the payment
of a higher rate of interest for years on the bonds issued.

Mr. LANE. I beg to differ with the gentleman from Florida.
This has nothing whatever to do with contracts of the States or
the nation.

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Why?

Mr. LANE. Simply because it has not. That question was
settled in Lane County vs. Oregon (7 Wall., T1); or, rather, a kin-
dred question.

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I think it has.

Mr. LANE. It relates only to private contracts.

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Thereisnothing in it that confines
it to private contracts.

Mr. LANE. Oh, yes. The States and the nation can take
care of themselves. They can onlybe sued by their consent.

Mr. COOPERof Florida. Iwouldrisk my judgmentas a law-
yer thatit covers all contracts—State, munieipal, or any other—
eomin%wlt.hin the purview of the law.

Mr. BARTLETT. Let me ask the genfleman from Illinois a
question. .

Mr. LANE. Certainly.

Mr. BARTLETT. How does the gentleman from Illinois rec-
%noile his position with that taken by the Supreme Court of the

nited States in the case of Brownson vs. Rodes, where the Su-

reme Court say, in speaking of a contract to pay acertain num-

r of dollars in gold and silver, that—

Itis not distinguishable, as we think, in princlple from a contract to deliver
an equal weight of bullion of equal fineness.

Mr. LANE. Well, I will come to that in a little while, and I
think I can satisfy the gentleman on that point.

onl;

Mr. DINGLEY. Beforethe gentleman from Illinois procseds
I wish to ask him if, in his jud%ment, this prohibits a muniei-
pality from issuing bonds payable in gold?

Mr. LANE. 1t would.

Mr. DINGLEY. Even if they could borrow money at 3 per
cent to pay a debt which carried 5 per cent or more?

Mr. LANE. It would. The bond could be made payable in
gold, but it could be dischm-%led in legal tender.

I want to read now from what Judge Cooley says on this sub-
ject. He has some followers on this Aoor, and there are many
gontlemen here who regard him as eminent in his profession as
alawyer. In a citation in 13 Michigan Reports, 420, in the case
of Buchegger vs. Schultz, where the question before the courf
was in reference to a contract to pay a certain number of dollars
stipulated to be paid in gold, not being a contract for merchan-
dise, butfor mone{au.ncl to be discharges in money, Judge Cooley,
delivering the opinion of the court, among other things, said:

% If lei%a.btenﬁer laws were designed chiefly to confer u
2, .

n debtors a privi-
ere would be force in an argument that the class to be benefited

might walive the privilege by stipulation in their contracts. But these laws
are also based in great measure upon reasons of state policy, which some-
times to a considerable degree override and disregard vY&m interests.

The act in question was based exclusively upon reasons of & public char-
acter, which, in the opinion of the lawmak power, imperatively demands
that Treasury notes shall be made equal in egn.l value to coin, and partieﬁ
have no more right to stipulate that their contracts shall not be governed
by it than those of a particular locality have to agree among themselves that
alaw shall not be in force in that locality.

That wasin 1865, before the question came before the Supreme
Court of the United States, which declared that a contract ﬁa.f'—
able in gold could be discharged by legal tender, it being held
that under the law of Congress legal-tender notes were equalin
value with gold.

Now, in the State of Illinois, my own State, the question came
up there on a similar presentation of fact, and that State held
the same view of the law.

It was declared in 1866, in the case of Appel vs. Woltman
Thirty-eighth Missouri re}:ig:bs, that the same prineiple would
apply, the court using this language:

But by law Congress has made Treas
and declared they should be legal tenders
Asale
and gold.

The same principle, ltnlreclsaly, was laid down in the Illinois
case. Of course when the Supreme Court decided the question
they had to reverse that decision, as the Supreme Court of the
United States had primarily full power in the premises.

The court in the Missouri case continue as follows:

Itis a notorious fact which has passed into the history of the country that
for the purpose of trade and in commercial transactions there is adifference
made between Treasury notes and specie coin; but whatever fluctuations
there may be arising from extraneous causes, the debtor’s right to in
whatever medium he chooses can not be affected. In administering tg:{aw
gold and Treasury notes must be considered as equal, and no difference or
discrimination can be allowed.

Thatwas followed by the decision in the Indianacase, in 1888, in
the case of Brown vs. Welch, where the courtused this language:

When Treasury notes were made a legal tender in the payment of debts
they were made the equivalent of coin as a means of payment in all but the
cases excepted bylaw. If, then,the law makes them eguivalam for the pur-
pose of payment, a failure to pay a lg:en sum in gold,as required by con-
tract,can not possibly beget an ob tion to pay a ater sum in legal-
s Lo s aoaclis prmiss ot wass Tnvallod by s
Egiﬂa of speculation or by a weak distrust ol; the Governm- nt. v 4

Without Flving a citation from all of the other cases I can
gay, in brief, that this same principle was followed uniformly
by a perfect concensus of i)ﬁimon in all of the States—in Mas-
sachusetts, Pennsylvania, Michigan, Illinois, Missouri, Indiana,
Kentucky, New York, Texas, California, Georgia, Louisiana,
Vermont, Alabama, Nebraska, and Towa.

Mr. POWERS of Vermont. To what cases does the gentle-
man refer from Vermont?

Mr. LANE. I will refer to that case pa.rticula.rlr

It was the case of Townsend vs, Jennison, quoted in the Forty-
fourth Vermont Reports, where the courtheld that when a debt
is payable in specie it is an error for the court to allow the
plaintiff premium on silver coin, there being more thanone kind
of money called * specie,” and the kinds being capable of differ-
ent values.

Mr. TALBOTT of Margla.nd. Then you wish to provide that
A can not contract with B a debt which shall be paid in gold?

Mr. LANE. I do; simply that and nothing more.

Mr. COOMBS. And it was an afterthought that they put in
the word ** hereafter.”

Mr. LANE. It isin the bill now.

Mr. COOMBS. But it shows the wisdom of the billl

Mr. LANE. In the Alabama case, the court say:

The verdict is for 85,000 in gold, and the judgment follows the verdict.

The nt law of the United States governing the currency and defining
what shall be legal tender for the payment of debts forbids such a paymentk

notes of legal value with gold,
satisfaction of private debts.
medium, then, there can not be a dittinction taken between them
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The verdict ought, therefore, to have been for dollars simply. A judgment
for doliars in gold is erroneous.

That is the decision of the court in that case. If youwill take
the pains to read through all these cases you will find they all
hold that when a private contract is made fo be paid in gold,
silver, or specie, that the debt is discharged by any money that
is legal tender at the time the debt matures. I find that the
court of Georgia delivered this utterance on the question:

As the debt was contracted long after the passage of the legal-tpender acts

of Congress regulating the paymentof euéh contracts, the ju ent should
have bggn for g0 many dollars onlg. leaving it to b% dl‘uihargezﬁl; any legal-
tender carrency or money of the United States.

I say that uniformly the State courts of this country have held
that this kind of a contract could be discharged in any money
that was a legal tender. The courts of France, construing not
a sqecial act, but their general law, held that it was against

ublic policy to allow a man to contract against the currency of

is country, and it was treason in England to discredit the money
of the realm, and subjected the offender to the penalty of death.
Now, these gentlemen, every time they make a contract of this
kind, discredit the money of this counfry, discredit the paper
money or any other money, excepting the special money con-
tracted to be paid.

As I said before, all contracts must be made according to law,
not contrary to law, and if the law was as indicated by this bill,
then we should have a uniformcurrency, uniform contracts, and
uniform decisions everywhere. This question came before the
Supreme Court of the United States in 1868 for the first time, in
the case of Bronson vs. Rodes, reported in 7 Wallace, 229. T call
your attention to the anomalous position in which the question
was placed under that decision. The contract was for 1,507, to
be paid in gold and silver coin. The courtwent on and decided
in that case, and adopted a new rule, for the first time, I think,
in this or any other country. They held that on a note payable

in gold and silver coin the judgment should be for coined dol-
lars and part of dollars.
The judgment in that case was for coined dollars. We all

know that an execution is the end of the law or was up to that
time. When you go into court and get a judgment, and take out
an execution, that is the end of the law; but under this decision
it is not the end of the law. How will you collect a judgment
for coined dollars? How are you going to enforce it? When
you get an ordinary judgment for dollars and cents, the execu-
tion runs to the sheriff or marshal, to collect from the debtor so
much money in dollars and cents. Under the decision of the
dcaseu here in Bronson vs. Rodes, 7 Wallace, it is to collect coin
ollars.

Under that kind of an execution, what must the sheriff do?
He takes the execution, goes out and makes a demand for the
coin dollars. He can not get them. They are not in the coun-
try at all. Coin does not circulate. What does he do? He
levies his execution on a farm or some other property of the
dab]ior, and sells it. 'What does he sellit for? ,for green-
backs.

The marshal is compelled to accept the legal tender from the

rty purchasing the }_groperty. The law compels him to do so.
%hat is he to do then?

Go to New York or some other market and purchase coined
dollars. How is he going to know what premium to pay for
gold? Who made him a judicial officer? What market is to
control the price?

Mr. COOMBS. I would ask the gentleman if the original
Orror does not lie in the party making that contract to pay in
coin?

Mr. LANE. No. The error lies in the court legislating in
the interest of the gold bugs.

Mr. BARTLETT. How isthereany more difficulty in enfore-
ing such a judgment than in enforcing any judgment for specific
performance?

Mr. LANE. I will tell you. When you get a judgment of a
ggl&rt for specific performance, the court tells you what you are

0.

Mr. BARTLETT. They can do the same in this case.

Mr.LANE. Here youﬂFet a judgment for coin dollars. Now,
the sheriff or the marshal goes with the execution, and how is
he going to buy gold? (n what market shall he buy? Shall he
take the premium on gold in Illinois or New York or Louisi-
ana, or in England? What right has anyone to make of him a
Edicial officer? He isa ministerial officer, toexecute a process.

ow is he going to doit?

Mr. NORTHWAY. I should like to ask the gentleman a
question. Half dollars are legal tender, are they not?

Mr. LANE. For a certain amount.

Mr. NORTHWAY. They are legal-tender money?

Mr. LANE. For certain amounts.

Mr. NORTHWAY. Under this contract you could redeem a
contract for a million dollars in half dollars.

Mr. LANE. You could under certain conditions.

Mr. NORTHWAY. But there is no condition.
legal tender.

Mr. LANE. They are only legal tender for $5.

Mr. MARSH, A limited legal tender.

; NEI:'. NORTHWAY. But nevertheless what isknown aslegal
ender.

Mr. LANE. Butfif you make a contract for $10, you can not
pay it off in half dollars.

Mr. NORTHWAY. Read the bill and see.

Mr. LANE. Iknow what it is; and I say you can discharge it
in any money that is legal tender to that amount. Now, the
State courts follow the case of Bronson vs, Rodes. There are
only two cases in the Supreme Court, Bronson vs. Rodes, and the
case of Trebilcock vs. Wilson, 12 Waﬁl., 687. In that case there
was a note given for 8900, a plain promissory note. Inthe court
below the debtor tendered the amount due on the note in legal
tender, and the trial court below held that that wasa good tender.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, Did this note call for gold?

Mr. LANE. Iwillgive you the exact words [reading]: ‘‘Pay-
able in specie.”

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Payable in specie.

Mr. LANE. Now, specie is gold and silver, and it is also
copper. There are three kinds of specie. So you will see the
absurdity of the position. The definition of specie in the law
books and in ordinary dictionaries is given as coined money, in
gold, in silver, or in copper; and according to the literal meaning
of this note the debtor could have discharged it in copper coin.
It is payable in specie. Now, the court below held that as he -
had tendered in greenbacks or Treasury notes the amount of the
contract it was a sufficient tender.

The case was aglpea.led to the Supreme Court of the United
States, and they held that he was entitled to a coin judgment
for the amount due. You find the same condition as in the
other case. The marshal is to take out an execution and go to
the party and make hiscollection, or sell the property, and then
go and buE Igold.

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow me just a moment
to make a suggestion to him?

Mr. LANEg. Certainly.

Mr. HEPBURN. Isitnottrue that the effect of these two
decisions is entirely destroyed, so far at least as silver is con-
cerned, by the declaration of the statute of the policy of this
Government to preserve gold and silver at a parity? Isnotthat
obligatory upon the courts, as well as on the other branches of
the Government? Would the court be permitted to discredit a
portion of the coin of the United States by holding that it would
not discharge an obligation, in the face of the declaration of the
Government that silver is equivalent to gold?

Mr. LANE., Tam glad the gentleman made that point, and
I will show him how it operates. When this contract was made,
there was no question between gold and silver. That was be-
foresome people in this country had disecriminated n»gainst silver;
now they claim that a silver dollar is onlﬁ worth 50 cents, and
they insist that the contract shall be in gold, not in specie.

Mr. BARTLETT. Make it gold.

Mr. LANE. A silver dollar is just as much a dollar as a gold
dollar, and it has the same purchasing power.

Mr. BARTLETT. "But make the contract in gold.

Mr. LANE. This contract is not made for gold. The rate is
payable in specie and it can be discharged in specie. But it is
a contract for the payment of money and it should have been
held by the court that it could be discharged in any money that
was by law made a legal tender.. Thisisand ahoulrf be the legal
effect of such a contract. The law must control. The law de-
clares that a certain per cent per annum shall be the legal rate
obi interest for the use of money, and any amount over that would

& usury. -

Parties, by private contract, can not annul such alaw. The
law controls the contract and the lawmakin power has the
right to say that all contractsfor the paymentof money, whether
in gold or silver, shall be discharged and satisfied by the pay-
ment of any money made by law a legal tender. You have no
more right to make a contract in gold than you have to make a
usurious contract.

Mr.BARTLETT. What right have you to restrain the lib-
erty of making a contract if the contract is not against good
morals?

Mr. LANE. It is contrary to public policy, and it is there-
fore against good morals. No contract can be lawful unless it
is in conformity to law, and the law has the right to control
the contract. The law is greater than the contract or the par-

They are

ties to the contract.

Now, let me show you what the court did here in this case.
In the case of Vaughn vs. Telegraph Company, 14 Wallace, the
action was for the loss of a cargo of goods, vai

ued at $2,436 in
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gold. Now,in this case there was no confract at all. I was
simply an action of tort. The court below held that the value
of tgo goods destroyed was $2,436, and they turned roupd and
entered up a judgment for $8,515.51.

Putting it mil {, this might be called legal robbery. This
property was worth in gold only a little over 2,000, and the
court rendered a judgment for over $6,000. That is the Su-

reme Court of the United States that rendered this judgment.
ou will take and read this case, you will see what the court
did in the premises.

A MEMBER. That is the case m?orted in your report?
Mr. LANE. Itisin my brief. I will read you from 12 Wal-
lace, page 548,

But the obligation of a contract to pay money is to pay that which the
law shall reco, as money when the payment is to be made. Ifthere is
anything settled by decision it 1s this, and we donot understand it tobe
controverted.

That is what the Supreme Court itself decided in this ¢lass of

cases.
Mr. COOMBS. That was not a gold contract.
Mr. LANE. It was in regard to a contract for the paymentof

money.

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Yes; but that gold contract was
before the statute establishing the equality of gold and silver
and imposing the duty of maintaining that parity.

Mr. ]B&Ng What the gentleman states is true, but the ques-
tion then before the court was not a question between gold and
silver, but the difference between specie or coined money and a
legal tender in paper money. At that time there was no ques-
tion astoa difference between gold and silver. Theattemptthen
was o discredit paper money, and having succeeded in doing
that, since that time the war has been made on silverand the at-
tempt made to recognize no money as lawful money but gold.

The act of July 14, 1890, in regard to the purchase of silver
bullion, known as the Sherman act, ex y provides that it
is ** the established policy of the United States to maintain the
two metals (that is, gold and silver) ona parity with each other
upon the present ratio,or such ratio as may be provided by
Iaw.” This was the solemn declarationof Congress, but clearly
that was not the intention of Congress in passing this act, for
the act destroys the pari%y of the two metals by prohibiting the
free coinage of silver. Parity means equality, and a law that
grants & certain right to one metal and denies it to another does
not put the two metals on a ty.

The statute does not dec that th&&m’ity shall relate to
their legal-tender quality or their purchasing power, but simply
to maintain the two metals on a parity with each other upon the

regent ratio or such ratio as ma"gabe &mvldad by law. But I
geg leave to remind gentlemen that the Supreme Court of the
United States,so far as I know, hasnever discriminated against
the silverdollar. When the decisions in the cases of Bronson vs.
Rodes and Trebilcock vs. Wilson were rendered there was no
complaint that a silver dollar was not as good as a gold dollar.

In the first case the gromise was to pay in ‘““gold and silver
coin,” and in the second case in “‘specie,” and the judgments in
both cases were for so many *‘ coined dollars.” a matter of
course a coined silver dollar would discharge the judgmentsas
well as acoined gold dollar. If, however, a case should be carried
tothe United States Supreme Court now where the promise would
be to pay so many dollars in gold, I do not know whether the
court would or not.render a judgment for coined dollars. The

urpose of this bill is, however, simply to Ohﬂnﬁ‘ the law as
E.ld down in these cases where the court discriminated against
notes or greenbacks and denied their validity as a
al tender.

he Congress of the United States declared that Treasury
notes should be equal in value fo coin, and private parties have
no right nor power to annul that law. Itis no violation of the
right of contract to provide that a certain thing shall not be
done, and every act is now regarded as unlawful which the law
forbids to be done, and the courts generally hold that contracts

made in violation of law are void.

Lobbying contracts are held void on the ground of public
policy. Services in procuring contracts from heads of Depart-
ments of the Government and to secure appointments to o 8
or places of trust or an agreement to influence the action of an
officer are void. Contracts made on Sunday, wager or gamin
confracts are vold. Option, future, and margin contracts an
contracts in restraint of trade are void. Contraects given for
Confederate money are void, as being against public %glicy.
And so should contracts be void thas discriminate against Treas-
ury notes, which are a le tender by law. Contracts for hu-
man flesh were permitted by the laws of Venice:

But, in the outting it, 1f thou dost

%:ﬁ shed
mdroghot““ of Venice, ﬁmand 3
{:]
TUnto state of Venice:

‘bility of the moneﬂr of the mnntr&
t 8

This condition was the restraint on Shylock, but our modern

Shylocks oppose all restraint. The gentleman from New York
Mr. CooMBs] asked me some time ago if this bill preventscon-

tracts being made for the payment of a debt in specie, even if
the parties desire to so frame the contract.

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman states a false assumption in his
question. No Eerson ever desires to sign such a contract. No .
sane man would voluntarily sign such a contract. Such a con-
tract might be signed to-day for a hundred dollars in Treasury
notes with the gold or specie clause in it, and within six months
gold might gotoa premium and the debtor would be compelled to
B&y $200in Treasury notes in dlschm-ia of his contract for 8100.

uch things have hap]ﬁened and may happen again, and the law
that permits it is manifestly unjust.

There is no equality between the creditor and debtor when
the one is about to borrow of the other; the parties are not on
equal terms. The debtor is pressed for means and he must yield
tothe tyrannical exactions of the creditor, whatever his terms
are.

If all men were just we would need no laws, but human ex-

' perience teaches that they are not, and therefore the law must

proteet the weak against the s . The question finally re-
resolves itself into ons of justice. ereason a gold contract is
exacted by the creditor is to protect himself nstany flunctua-
tion in our currency.

‘Why should the debtor alone-be held responsible for the sta-
Should not this burden be
borne as well by the creditor as debtor. Equality is justice
and every man should have an equal chance in the race of life.
When an ordinary money contract is given, if the volume of
money in the country increases it is to the interest of the debtor,
if it decreases it is to the interest of the creditor. These are
chances that all business men must take in the affairs of life.

But under the gold contract the rule iz changed and the re-

 sponsibility is all cast on the debtor,

Justice demands that thismeasure should be enacted into law.

Mr. SPeaker, my time has about expired, and I therefore ask
permission fo extend my remarks and to print in connection
with them the report which I made to the House on this bill.

There being no objection permission, is therefore granted.

APPENDIX.
[House Report No. 1270, Fifty-third Congress, second session.]

TO REGULATE AND DISCHARGE THE PAYMENRT OF CONTRACTS IN ANY MONEY
MADE A LEGAL TENDER BY LAW FOR THE PAYMENT OF DEBTS.

july 17, 1804.—Referred to the House Calendar and ordered to be printed.

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on the Judiclary, submitted the following
TE to accompany H. R.56217):
he ttee on the J ary, to whom was referred House bill 5217,
introduiced by Mr. LANE, which reads as follows:

“A bill to regninte and discharge the payment of ¢ontracts in any mon
made a legal tender by law tg: the payment of debts. 5 .

“Be it enacted by ms.mmxmxxmmmvm United States
America in Congress assembled, That contracts hereafter executed for
the payment of any sum of money, whether in gold, silver, or coln, may be
dlacgargad by any money which is by law a legal tender for the payment of
debts when the contract matures.”
Beg leave to report that they have considered said bill, and find that the
purpose of this bill is to regulate the practice in the Federal courts in re-
m‘x to entering judgments, in requiring such mmm to be ax?rused
ﬁ: dollars and parts of dollars, and to preserve the s ty and uniformity

of oureurrency.

The act of Congress of 1792, establishing a mint and regulating the coins
of the United States, provides that the money of sccounts of the United
States shall be expressed in dollars, dimes, cents, and and that all

in the courts of the United States shall be kept in conformity
with this regulation.

The law now is that gold and silver coin and Treasury notes are a legal
tender for the payment of all debts, public and private. There are some ex-
ole]j;;nous in regard to the payment of customs, ete., in Treasury notes. but
t has no application to judgments between rivate ties. The law
makes coined money and Treasury notesa laxnlp tender in the g:mam of
private debts, that is, makes both ds of money equal for this purpose,
?ndnedthsr the courts nor private individuals have the right to annul the
aw.

The law is greater than the court or the individual, and nefther Lave the
right to set it aside. The courts have no power to legislate or to annul the
laws of Co 58, or to permit private ties to set aside a public statute.
This the I'ederal courts have done in holding that a judgment can be en-
tered in ** colned dollars,” which is done for the very purpose of annulling
the act of Con, m notes a legal tender for the payment
of debts., In land it was a felony to t the money of the realm
The courts of France have held that parties can not, by special contracts,
diseriminate between the bank notes of the Bankof France, which are made
a legal tender, and coin money, which is also a legal tender.

o decision will be found in ‘Bulletin of A of France, volume 75, No.
48, of date February 11, 1873. In the case of Delatre vs. Scouteters the court
said: “Inamonetary crisis laws directing the legal tender of bank noteshave
the character of police and surety laws, and are for the public benefit; con-
sequently these laws can not be avoided by written contracts, made either
after the promulgation of such laws or even befors. Therefore itors
can not, in view of such contracts, refuse payment if it is tendered him in
notes of the Bank of Irance, taking them at their legal value, which is by
law equivalent to that of coln.” J other nations of the earth even went

mmrtherandmnda it & crime punishable by death to discredit the money of

@ country. ;

msu:rhgcowoi many of the States of the Union have on this

memmhwauumm;uumm the court in
Ance.
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hese decisions were rendered in the St.a.t.e courts after the %ssaga of the
legsle%:nﬁar act by Otmgrass and before the decision of the United States
Supreme own. A few of tha cases will bs examined and
the date of trial given.

Attention is first called to the following case:

In 1863, in the case of Wood vs. Bullens, 6 Allen (Masas.), 516, the note was
for &500, with this statement in the note: **The above payable in specie.”
The court held tm:g !f.:le note could be discharged In currency, and fn decid-

the case anguage:
lnq S heeonnmndulstomat as money that which the statutes of the
Uhlted States, L ted, declare to be money. I 1twem in o‘nrpowenr

rend e jud entli signating the species of cmsngym hich
?ﬂm elra. ij‘m avo?.d some cgli the existing daif es, but we
have no an

mShoenhur TWatts, 10 Am. Law , 553 (Pa.), a bond for
In 1 T 8. A

m.ongg'asexmm gu \ble in specie, ** current and silverof the United
States,” and the cagr: eld that the bond could dlscharged in currency.
The court a in that case:

“ This boggg the object and design for which the coining and money-
making power was given to the Governmentof the United Statesin common
with aﬁ other governments, we may well doubt whether, while that Govern-
ment has exercised its high prerogative by that certain modes or
forms of value shall all be mon all money be equal, that the same
named quantities of each shall be worthas much a5 any of the othem{ibean
be competent for the citizen to distingnish to male a bar
those with whom he contracts from a means of payment h the law has
decided shall be open to and available for all and encumber them with a
debtof anew and s al nature not capabladl d:l.sc.hargulinthe way
in which the ordin: debts u-e‘bylsw zy

In 1864, in Schallen’ !ogﬁ Am. '.‘.aw ). the lease

was for ground rent payablam “law nﬂm mone'r she nited States,”
t!:e court held that the remnt could be pai la?'nl er notes.

In 1865, in the case of Buchegger vs. Schulta m M). itis held by the

eourtt.hataomt:ractf a certain nmberot“donnru, ghtdjmﬂteﬁ
Iihl “in gold,” is not a contract for y and

cs.n be-discharged in any lawful money.
in this case, and in doing so, among other

B gs,
t o Ic mwmln“mndmﬁ&:eﬂymmrmﬁmam

wounld be force in an ent that the class to be benefited
mlghtwalwthupnvﬂego by st in their contracts, But these laws
are also based in t measure

grea mm of State mucy which some-
ﬁ.tnm to a considerable degree override and disregard individual interests.

“The act in question was based exclusively upon reasons of a publie char-
acter. which, in the o power, imperatively demands
that Treasury notes shall be made equal in value to coin, and parties
have no more Tight to stipulate that their contracts shall not be governed
by it than those of a particular loeality have te agree among themselves
that a law shall not be in force in that umnuy

In 1865, in wmmne v, Oonegem 328), suit was on a nete for llw.
ablem“gol The court held that the note eould be
ited States mmmmmmemﬂmu t.ho
value of gold com: with legal-tender 'I‘rea.sn:{'gnotss is inadmissible.
Ini A [T N Wallmnn (Bm.o., 184), the ac Was m' arecovery of
$2,000, the terms ol the con d in the current
gold coin of the United aw,es,tn mn arwnhout. regard to any legal | eol
tender that may be esiablished or uglswaf » It was
held by the court that this contract coum be discharged legal-tender

Preasury notes. The court say in
“But by law Congress mt.ea of legal vﬁue with gold,
and declared they should be legal tenders in satisfaction ol t-aae
As a legal medium, then, there can not be a distinction Lakan betw
them and gold.”
A the court in the same case say
fact which

Case.

“It is a notorious has passed mwm‘;mtm coun!
that for the purpose of trade and in commercial there is a dif-
ference made between notes and coin; but whatever fluc-
tuations there may be extraneous causes the debtor’s right to
pay In whatever medium he mmmbhﬂmﬁ- administering
the law ldmd'rmmnommmm as equal and no differ-

ence or tiom can be alle’
In 18688, in Brown vs. Weich (sunn 116), the contract was for the * pay-
mamota.sm la d in paper the amount thereof

X ungo at t-ha of »” It'was held by
thseom tha.e the contract could be notes as um
d in the t. The court uses this in the fon

sum
“When Treasuty no mnndnahgum“mmpnymsotdebm
twmmmqﬂmuotmuamd payment in all but the
cases excepbed by la Kﬂmﬁehwm&uﬁamegmm&mmﬁr
meofmmhatnmwma mmm asmmmdb{eon-
tract, can not possibly beget an o mgoﬂn in -
tender notes, whatevar preminmmmmuvolun choose to give for
goldwhentormaoobtunitmra m;orwhunun by a

spiﬁtotsgo iy n.mor by‘?&w;a kﬂaa nlshddth&tsmtemwbum “gola”
Rily ve. 1 'y 1
ean bed in ot tender in the amount named in the contract.

In 1871, in Rellogg ¢5. 3
from the plaintiff, and in a civ
amount could ba
coln in eurrency was £1.
aw would bo the same. (Chysl

(48 N. Y.), B483.51 in gﬂdmmmmn
suit for its recovery it was held that the
by Treasury notes, although the value of gold
at the time, and if the matter was in contract the
'-’l'ﬂ-ml&é,) tha mn hold #750,
y s that &
thereof in the United States legal-
legal-tender notes of the United States, and
gold coin mmeumedollarmaouar' that things which are equal to-the
same thing are equal to each other.
In 1867, in ©us. Rhodes (3 Nebr., 240), it is held that In the payment
Iation of law equal to coin, and
in legal-tender notes after it
onsiy made mwhin not unconstitutional.
In 855, in Relse vs, Stearns (EOLL,M & suit was on a contract
in gold coin of the United States, “or the equivalent of such gold coin, if
in legal enrrency,” and it was held that such contract can b&ﬁa!d in
any kind of lawful mon l' Lhe Un.ited States. The court snytn case:
*In contemplation legral-tender notes is
therefore the e n.ivﬂ.lent ofa clolhtheotn.
money the law
adopted the standard of eguivalents must be that which the ia
Tried by this standarid, any given number of dollars in egaltenaernomis
nivalent te the saue nwm m’eollm in coin.”
153, in Giover rs, Hobbina :m) the note was of date October 10,
Mm1ﬂhﬂmvmmrm 500
cent interest. Thetrial courtin this case
“ i1 15 there ore constdered and ordered by the court that aintlf
Bave mnd recover of the dofendant the said sum of 7,540.15 in gold or silver
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coln or its equivalent in United States currency, for which execution may
issue to be levied and collected in gold or silver coin or its equivalent !n
United States currency, and also that the said plaintiff have and recover of
gald defendant the costs of this sn:lt for which execution may issue to be
levioﬂ in United Staves cnrrenc;

ppeal the supremecourt Georg‘ia reversed this judgment, and in the
o-pinion, among other things, said

““Yet, as the debt was contracted long after the go of thel Atender
acts of regulating the payment of s contracts, the t
should havsmnror 80 msny dollara only, lem'ing 1t to be disc in

currency or money of the United States

!n .’Im Pettler (18 La. Am. 103), it 18 held that a hote payabie
in gold oan bo g!sﬂed hy the tender of United States Treasary notes.

Jennison (44 V&, 815), the court held that when a
dabt is paynb}a in spec&e it is error for the court to allow plaintif premium
on gilver coin, there being more t.mm ons lﬂnr.l of money called specte, and
the kinds being capable of different v:

1978, in Hunter vs. ers (b9 Am m), the court used this language
3 miago!d, he judgment follows the vewct
U States g'nvems the currency, and defining
al tender for the payment of debts forbids such a payment.
The verurct ought, therefore, to have been for dollars simply. A judgment
for dellars in gold 'is erronecus.’
ho supreme courts of Mteen of the States are now glven,
and they all nomm singnlar nnanimit; fr at private parties can not dis-
criminate against the diferent kinds of legal tender in this country. We
have here the oprnto'n of fifty judges, many of them men of eminent learn-
; colebrated = jurtsts, and of ngtfon

on of our currency and that the debtor could "d
pa ent of ury notes made a legal tender. Up to that time such a
gas nj'gd entin ‘' colndollars’ was unknown to thelaw. At.tant.lonts
noI ;u\lleu i a:;cision of ;.heUnIm Statea Supreme Oonrt this point.
tisnot in to question the power of Congress to issue Treasury
notes or makes them a legal tender fgg the paymen: otdcbu. The simple
¥ ry i=, did not the court t the act of Congress iny
notes a Icgnl tender? IT they did, here and now is the.
tibn. It will further bo noticed that these decisions
in nie g‘nnigd tir.:tes Suprems fo‘grst. awigre by a agd?d conrt, sojmeum?nb#;
one judge majority, an senting opinion being join
sometimes three or even four of the nine Juda-es nm t.hat
trivunal, and the dissen! op'ln‘lon mg'm th ms
of the State courts, as wiil com; qu. A:tenuon is now
mwmmgwﬂm“ %’v‘ém““““zs?‘?n m‘:ﬁ“‘“ "Supre
, the mt-es mo
Court held that Treasury notes wera not subject to taxation in the same
manner and to the same extent as coin issued under er authority, and re-
versed the decision of th e New York court. The decision of the Supr

Court was predicated enthe a.ct. ot Februs: 13&. which declares tha
“All United States bomds of the United Statesheld by
Individuals, associations, within the United States shall be
Pt from taxation by ur State authoﬂ:g
l'e wns held that Obnx:!eu wer to difference between

this
Treasury notes; aoit.wulbggunmt.thismem:wappuoauon
mw& Ummwu Ormn('rwm 'n),m ure of

over to the

wumy masurar t.hemll amount of the State snd school taxes in gold and

and silver coin. The county of Lane bro: h.t.mit t the sherifl to re-
cover #5,400.06 in gold and silver coin. answered that He had
tende:

the amotm:r in United States notes, but the circuit court held this

reason for this decision was on the distinct ground that
the law States notes a tender for debts has no ref-
erence to taxes im by State uuthorlt.y‘ So it can be safely claimed

that this case has t-uooraobearlngonthe question at issue, as this bill
only lies to private debts.
in Bronson vs. Rodes (7 Wall,, 229), a bond or note was given for

£, 400 payablein gold and silver coin, with 7 cent interes 1e also
in'coin, A tender of §1,507 in United States g:rws’ the nomltﬁ amount of
tha note, was made and refused.

At this time 21 in coin was worth $2.25 in United States notes. So the
question s here fairly presented, whether the Umr.ed States notes have an
equal debt-paying power as coln and whether the pmﬂce should be that
judgments may be entered for * coined dollarsand of dollars " om coin

na'acta.ansindaumﬁme ¥ in other cases. this case the supreme
court of New York held t| l.heplan.ot tender was not a good plea, but on
a to the court in genmeral term the was h and

Judgment was afirmed by the court of N’ew York and the
ht te thre United States Swupreme Court, when the judgment
was mvemed or dissentin

usuoe
The United States Su}mam Court Eeld in this case that a bond or note,

BETadien st ot st S el i e Sl g cn enY
of co' o 50
be entered for coined dollars and of d:ﬁ

parts
A judgment for cotuad dollars is a judiclal curiosity. When Congress
BOtES (10 SR PRTCRAIEs At Q56 PayIaG SO A St S N peieey
notes the same 2 ascoin, &
demanded that the statutes shou.ld bgas!;mtr T lggmm “in
also an undesirable innovation Jh ug::cd
3 In Butler rs. Harwitz (7 Wall,, 268}, the dec Brownason vs, Rodes is

Iu 1869, “in Willard ¢s. Taylor (8 Wall.. 557), the courtin a suit in equ:[l.yfor
the specific performance of contract, decreed thas the com E!unan
payin gold, although the contract which was made in 1854
terms contract for gold payment.

This case had nogeneral application and does not demand further notice.
Inl in Hepburn #¢. Griswold (8 Wall., wi),aauizmmmsmsm
of date umen,:suo.mrm but there Was No express promise to the
note in gold. In March, 1854 the makcr of the note tendered 520 in
notes in full ent, Thetrialmnrt.heldthomm and

the case was taken to court of errors of Ken , Which reversed the

judgment, and the case was then taken to the United States Supreme Conrt,
where thsjudgment of :.ha court of errors of Kedtucky was afirmed.
The Uzl ::anacourtpl i.hedadﬂuninﬂﬂsmeonm
g:ouudthatthemt Treasury notes a legal tender in payment of all
bts, puh!ic and prlvaw, had no application to debts contracted before the
wg& the act, Justices Miller, Swayne, mmmm Thiscase
sinoce been everruled by the court, and therefore has ion now.
In Knox #& Lee and Parker #a. Da!'inﬂ& Wall., 4574, l-hs decision in
burn vs. Griswald (8 Wall., 603), is overruled, and the court holds that
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acts of Congress known as the legal-tender acts are cc itutional when ap-
B].lad 10 conl made before t.helrpmnfo. the Chief Jus and Justices

lifford, Field, and Nelson dissen . It will be noticed, however, that
there wWas no e contract to n coln in this case.

In 1871, in Trebilock ve. Wilson (12 Wall., 687), a note was given for §000, due
in one year, with 10 per cent interest, * énayabla ins " The amountdue
on the note was, after its maturity, tendered in U States notes, being a
1 tender for all debts, public and private. The district court of Iowa
held that the tender was good. The case was then appealed to the supreme
eourt of Iowa and the decreewas affirmed; the case was then brought to the
United States Supreme Court and the decree reversed, Justice Bradley and
Miller dissenting. The United States Supreme Court held that the note
could not be aiscm:.ffed in its nominal value in ury notes, but that the

mnart:,in' was entitled to a judgment to be entered for the paymentof * colned
0 Y

In 1871, in Vaughan vs, Talegragsgu ‘Wall,, 258), the actionwas for the loss
of a cargo of goods, valued at 2 in gold, and the decree was for 4,806,530
and interest, making in all 86,515,561, At this time gold was 101 per cent
above 1 -tender notes. On appeal from the Uni States circuit court
at New York to the United States Supreme Court this decree was afirmed,
the Chief Justice and Justices Clifford and Field dissenting. The principle
announced in this case seems to be indefensible.

In the first place, the court heard evidence and found that the value of the

oods destroyed was 52,436 in gold, and then heard further testimony and
ound that Igm in dgol was worth #4,806.30, more than double the value of
the %oods. and rendered judgment for this sum and the interest, making
£6,515.51. If this was not simple rob , 1t was very near of kintoit. Why
ghould the debtor be held alone responsible for the fluctuation of the cur-
rency when Co! ss declared that currenzy and coin money should be a
legal tender, dollar for dollar, one as good a8 the other? t right had
the court to annul the law in order to favor the creditor? Itcan not be ex-

lained.
R Itismo qgﬂ'b of the design of this bill to consider the authority of Congress
to issue Treasury notes and declare them a legal tender. These were burn-
ing questions at one time in this country, but they may be regarded as set-
tled now. Before the adoption of the Constitution the power of colning

1d and silver and emitting bills of credit or making monaz and decl

t a legal tender existed in the several States, but now by the Constitution
{t. is rohdjbited in all the States except the right to make gold and silver a

egal tender.

ﬁ‘he power to issue money does not exist in the States, and it must there-
fore exist, if at all, in Congress. The factisnotforgottenthata ﬁieat.mauy
constitutional lawyers believe that when the Constitution was drafted the
intention of its framers was not to grant to the General Government the
right to emit bills of credit, and if the General Government did have a right
to issue bills of eredit in certain emergencies, still they had no right tomake
them alegal tender. The United States Supreme Court, however, has finally
held that Congress has the power in times of peace or war to issue Treasury
notes, and also to make them a legal tender.

These questions are now settled in the aMirmative, it is true, by a divided
conrt, but they are settled, and it is to be hoped that they will remain so.
But the trouble now is that, after the court decided that Co ss can make
Treasury notes a legal te: in payment of all debts, public and private,
the court annuls its own decision by holding that these coin contracts can
be satisfied by entering a “coin judgment.” The unif:
common-law courts is for a specific sum of money in po
pounds, or in dollars and parts of dollars, leaving such jud
charied in whatever has been rightfully made a legal tender f0r the payment

ta.

of de’

Judgments are not rendered and can not be rendered without an act of the
Leglslature or Congress In unYt but dollars. Congress can say what a
dollar shall be, and in such dollars judgments of courts shall be paid. It is
the stamp of the Government that bestows upon a piece of gold or silver the
value of a dollar. So Congress can make Treasury notes money, transmit-
ting, 1f youn please, the J;;aver into coin and cause it to pass in all private
transactions at their ared value, and all jndmts rendered by the
courts between individuals being entered up for do! can, and of a right
should be, dischar in dollars, paper money as well as coin.

When Congress declared that Treas notes should be lawful money and
a legal tender for the payment of all debts, public and private, the design
was to render paper dollars legally equlvalent to specle and an adequate

ormance of a contract expresaly Btlpulat-in&ror payment in coin.

If the law does not mean this it means no . en the parties in-
tended by their contract that money should be pald, then it can pald in
any lawful money. Thisis made plain by the court itself. InKnox vs. Lee
(12 Wall., 568) Justice b%readle , in concurring in the opinion of the majority
of the court, among other said:

“So longc\faa &hani%onay of the country, in whatever terms described, 1s In
contemplation of theparties 1t is the object of the legal-tender laws to make
the cregit of the Government a lawful substitute. Therefore, if the con-
tract is for the delivery of a chattel or a specific commeodity or substance
the law does notapply. If it is bona fide for so many carats of diamonds,
or so ounces of gold as bullion, the s fic contract must be per-
formed. But if terms which naturally import such a contract are used by
way of evasion, and money only is intended, the law reaches the case. Not
but that Congress might tthe operation of thelaw in any way it pleased.
It might make an exception of cases when the contract expressly promises
gold and silver money. Butif it has not done so, if the enactment is gen-
eral in its terms, specifi es to pay the money in specle are just as
much subject to the operation of the law as a mere promise to fn.y 80 many
dollars, for in contemplation of law is a promise to pay in sdpec e.”

No language could be gﬂainer than this. Can any person doubt that inthe
cases cited and decided by the court it was not the intention that money was
to be pald and not a commodity dellvered?

There are but two of the foregoing cases that have adlrect bearing on this

uestion, and those are the cases of Brownson vs. Rodes and Trebilock vs.

ilson. In the first case the court tells us that a contract was given for
£1,400, payable in gold and silver coin.. Then there can be no doubt but it
was a contract for the payment of money, coupled with an attempt to hold
the maker as a guarantor against any fluctuation in the currency.

Now, a promissory note is anagreement in wri to pay a certain person
acertaln sum of money by a time certain. These elements are indis-
pensable to a promissory note. An agreement to deliver to a certain person
a certain numberjof ounces of gold or silver ‘ﬁ a day certain is not a promis.
sory note, nor is itanegotiable instrument. If, therefore, the note for #1,400
‘was not for a sum of money, but the amount had to befixed by testimony as
to the difference between coin and Treasury notes, then the sum would not
be , &nd the court was in error in m% a promissory note. It
was payable in gold or sllver coin, so it 1s unce: in which eoin.

was brought on this note at the present time; it might be-

come & question in which coln it should be pald. Some members of Con-
state on the floor of the House that a sllver dollar is only worth 50 or

% cents, and }it is sup; they wonld swear to itif called on in court,
and in that revent in whichn coin would the court hold that the note could be

No one can tell. If parties have a right to discriminate between Treasury
notes and coin, then they have the right to discriminate between the coins
themselves, and the whole matter is at sea. Nor did it help the matter for
the court to legislate that the judgment should be for ‘' coined dollars,” for
the same trouble still remained.

The means of satisfying a judgment is by execution. The execution must
follow the judgment and be founded on it. What wounld a sheriff or a mar-
shal do with an execution for “coined dollars?'" The usnal language of an
execution is a command to the officer to cause to be made so many dollars
out of the defendant by levying the same on his goods and chattels, lands
and tenements, ete. enthe execution would be for eolned dollars then
the sheriff would be com&)ellad to sell the Eroperty of the defendant,and if
he could not get coined dollars, and then he would be compelled to accept
Treasury notes and with that buy gold or silver coin,how would he deter-
mine what price he would pay? What market would control the price of
goilll a8 compared with Treasury notes? Such asystem leads to endless con-

uslon.

Again, suppose the promise was to pay #1,400 in wheat. The promiser
would have the right to discharge his note by tendering Bl,mgvonh of
wheat, but if he defaulted and suit should be brought on the(ipn.per the court
would not inquire into the value of wheat but simplly render a judgment
for §1,400. The instrument itself fixed the measure of damages, Now sup-
pose in the place of wheatthe word * gold " should be used—gold is simply a
commodity and the rule would not be chn.nrlged. and in defaunlt of payment
in gold the judgment would be for $1,400. The parties themselvesin their
contract fixed the amount to be pald at 8$1,400, no more nor no less. And the
contract further provided that this sum should be paid in gold and silver
coin; so acoordm%t-o the very terms of the contract the maker had a right
to pay 81,400 in gold and silver coln, and if gold and silver were at a pre-
miom then should not the maker of the contract be allowed to satisfy
the clalm with less than 81,400 in gold coin? But the truth is the promise
was for $1,400, and the judgment should be for that sum.

All that has been said with reference to the case of Brownson ve. Rodes
gﬂg}mes with even greater force to the case of Trebllock vs. Wilson (12 Wall.,

). In this case a promissory note was given for a debt of §800, payable in
“gpecle.” Now, whatis s; a? Itiscoin; ?ﬁ}& gilver, and chdper a8 cur-
rency. How could the court determine what of specie would discharge
this note? Suppose & promise is made to pay 8000 in wheat, oats, or corn.
The maker could disch the obligation by a tender of #8800 worth of either
of these commodities, ese three articles were of different values, and if
default was made in the payment of the note the court would not go into an
investigation of the value of the wheat, oats, and corn. but would render a
judgment for $900. @ court was correct in the Vermont case just cited
when they said that it was * error for the court toallow plaintiff premium
onsilver coin, there more than one kind of money called specie and
the kinds being capable of different values.”

Again, the maker of this promise to pay $800 in coin _could lawiully dis-
charge it in silver half dollars and quarter dollars. When, then, did the
court ind authority to render j ent for ** coined dollars”? It was clearly
gcuﬁorltey contract,jand Judge Cooley was right when he said in Buchegger vs.

ultz:

‘4The act in question (meaning the legal-tender act) was based exclusively
upon reasons of a public character, which, in the opinion of the Iswmakmﬁ
wer, imperatively demanded that Traa.sur{lnom should be made equ

legal value to coln, and uldmruaa have no right to stipulate that their con.
tracts shall not be governed by it."

Parties can not make contracts in violation of public policy. The statute
of usury can not be anuulled by contract; ‘ﬁnmb:mg contracts, and con-
tracts for the sale of mn.r%m! and for speculation in the rise and fall of
commodities, and contracts for the sale of *puts* and *“‘calls,” and con-
tracts in restraint of trade, are all void.

A contract to defeat a public statute i3 vold. No lawyer will deny this
'progc«amon, for it can be sustained by unlimited authority from the courts
of (?o is and othegd countrélei& AR g

ngress passed a public ute making Treasury notes equa |
value to coin in the payment of debts; yet-il the two cases mentioned gha
Supreme Court held that the partles could by private contract annul and
defeat this statute. The rule is a menace to trade and commerce. A party
desires to borrow money to go into business, and when he applies for it he
is told that there must be the usual gold clause in the note. e risk is toa
much, and he refuses to borrow. Itis to the interest of soclety that mone
should be used in business. The borrowers of money are the menwho bui!
our railroads, span our rivers, tunnel the mountalns, build citiss and towns,
churches and schoolhouses, and en, in our vast industrial pursuits, all
at great risk to them financially, and it is unjust in addition to the risk of
their business to hold them responsible‘for the fluctuation of the currency.
This rule also offers a premium for rascality. When themoney of the coun-
try is loaned in the gold contracts, then the money power can greatly in.
crease their wealth by forcing gold to a premium and compel the debtor to
pay double the amount of money borrowed.

ere can be no stable currency in this country if private ties are per-
mitted to contract agalnst a certainkind of currency and in favor of another
kind, both of which the law declares shall be squal. Legal tender is a func-
tion of money, and no private contractshould be permitted toannul it. Con-
tracts must he made uance of law and not contrary to it.
no class of persons in this country who should be more interested in sus-
taining the commercial law of the land and the financial policy of the Gov-
ernment “the credit class. ’

When defaunlt is made in their contracts for the payment of money they
a to the courts to enforce the law for its collection, and, therefore, the;
should not themselves violate the law when they make their contracts an
demonetize the money of the oountrhe'rhe [ tor and debtor rarely ever
occupy the same vantage und. necessities of the debtor often de-
prive of the freedom of contract. =

The object of law is to defend the wWeak t the strong, ‘‘to restrain
men from injuring oneanother.” *Equalandexact justicetoall and special
privileges to none,"” 13 the basis of all free governments; andit 1s not just to
the debtor that he should be held liable for any and all fluctuations that may
take place in the currency between the date of contract and the time of per-
formance. The creditor should be willing to submit to the law and acceps
?n h.lils money cgn}rﬁta f.ggm money declared by Congress to beclegal tender

'or the ent o &

This is %?at.that}nit.ad States Supreme Courtdeclaredin its second legal-

tender decision, when it used this language:

“The obligation of a contract to pay money is to that which the law
ie yng:nt is to ge msdg.a"y

recognizes as money when the

The flag of the wgn&ry is ed to sustain our financial system, and to
make every dollar of our money equal to every other dollar in purchasing
and debt-paying power, and no pgrsou should have the right to repudiate
the money or the gﬁﬂi}f the Republic. Patriotism, justice, and State policy

demand that this bill should d, however, by adding
after the word *‘contract’ in line 8 of said bill, the following words, to-wit:
““Hereafter executed;” ana as amended the bill is reported back to the
House with a recommendation that the same do pass.
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Mr LANE. Inow yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
CUOLBERSON |.

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker,I understand that the Com-
mittee on Appropriations desire to submit a conference report,
and as they could take us off the floor anyway, I am willing to
yield now. I suppose, however, that when the conference re-
port is disposed of I may be permitted to occupy the remainder
of the hour.

The SPEAKER. Without objection that can be done.

Mr. CULBERSON. I will merely state that I intend to with-
draw this bill and present another one, inasmuch as the time at
command will not give sufficient opportunity for the discussion
of this measure.

Mr. WARNER. I trustthe gentleman will allow the time to
be so divided as not to have the discussion of this bill, which
goes into the RECORD, all on one side.

Mr. CULBERSON. Iam going to withdraw the bill.

Mr. WARNER. Well, that is one way to defeat it.

The SPEAKER., Without objection, after the conference re-
port is disposed of, twenty minutes will be'given to the consider-
ation of this bill.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks,
announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com-
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7477) making
appropriations to supply the deficiencies in the appropriations
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for prior years, and
for other purposes.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with
amendments the bill (H. R.7668) toauthorize the St. Louis, Avoy-
elles and Southwestern Railway Company to bridge Bayou Des
Glaises and Afchafalaya River, in the State of Louisiana; in
which the concurrenee of the House was requested.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with-
out amendment the bill (H. R. 859) for the relief of B.D. Greene.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed joint
resolution and bill of the following titles; in which the concur-
rence of the House was uested:

Joint resolution (3. Res. 101) providing for clerical assistance
in the Health Department of the District of Columbia;

A bill (8. 1713) to permit Commodore Louis C. Sartori, now on
the retired list of the Navy, to be a rear-admiral on said list in
accordance with his orlginai position on the Navy Register.

GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL.

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I present the conference report
on the bill (H.R.7477) making appropriations to supply defi-
ciences.

As the report is quite long, I ask that the reading of it be dis-
pensed with, that oaly the statement of the House conferees be
read, and that the report be printed in the RECORD,

+ There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

For conference report see Senate proceedings.

The statement of the House conferees was read as follows:

The managers on the part of the House at the conference on the disagree-
ing votes of the two Houses on the Senate amendments to the bill H. R. 7477,

making appropriations to supglr deficlencies, submitthe following written
statement in explanation of the effect of the action recommended in the

accomgany‘in%‘ conference Tt, nme{_{;
The bill as it passed the Senate approf ted $7,930,551.41, being an increase
of £2,034,518.83 over the bill as it passed the House.

Of this sum, $1,809,539.70is to pay a judgment in favor of the Southern Pa-
cific Railroad Company, and upon this amendment the committee of confer-
ence have been unable to agree; #77,453.34 1s for payment of certain so-called
charter party cases and insurance claims, from which it is recommended
that the Senate recede, together with other amendments involving appro-
priations amounu;f to $107,163.08.

It is recommended that the House agree to the amendments appropriat-
m%m.mm. to cover deficiencies, final ju ents of the Court olp Claims,
and audited accounts certified to Oonqresss ce the passage of the bill by
the House. An additional sppro&mt on of §250,000, for fees and expen es of
marshals, United States courts, {s recommended in the conference report,
in accordance with a recommendation of the Attorney-General, cert.it{tng
that at least that sum will be necessary to settle accounts on account of the

cal year 1

Excruslve of the judgment of the Southern Pacific Rallroad Com: , the
bill as finally agreed upon appropriates $6,202,803,61, being §1,736,647.50 less
tﬁhm it passed the te, #1,197,871.83 more than as it passed the

; JOSEPH D. SAYERS,
J. G. CANNON,
Managers on the part of the Houge.

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inform the House
that all the differences between the two Houses upon this bill
have been settled with the exception of one item, amounting to

about 81,500,000 in round numbers, in relation to the Southern |

Pacific Railroad Company,and I suggest to my colleague on the
conference committee, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ¢ ax-
NON], that the House be asked to agree to the partial report,
leaving that item still open for discussion.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois.
House to adopt the report?

Mr. SAYERS. Yes.sir.

Mr. PICKLER. What has been done about the judgments for
Indian depredation clainis?

Mr. SAYERS. The item was increased $50,000. It passed
the House at $100,000, and was increased 850,000 in conference.

Mr. PICKLER. And was the provision retained which the
House adopted with regard to a future investigation?

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir. 3

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the con-
ference report.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I would be glad to
have a few minutes before this report is adopted. Iunderstand
that there is still one amendment upon which no agreement has
been reached.

Before this vote is taken I would be glad to have two minutes
to state §enara.lly my understanding as to the appropriations of
this session—

Mr. SAYERS. I will state to my friend that when the de-
ficiency bill comes back I will yield to him. We want to pass
the sundry civil bill immediately; but when we come back with
our final report on the general deficiency bill, the gentleman
can have as much time as he wants.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. There will be no final report in a
certain contingency. If the House should insist upon its dis-
agreement to the Senate amendment, we would have to go into
conference again; if the Senate should recede from its amend-
ment, that would pass the bill.

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. Iam willing to accommodate the
gentleman (rom Illinois as to the time he desires to occupy.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think I had better take a few
minutes now, asmy friend from Iowa [Col. HENDERSON], who is
now temporarily absent, desires to be heard when the deficiency
bill comes ‘E'

Mr. SAYERS. Very well, I willyield to the gentleman from
Illinois as much time as he desires.

The SPEAKER. Before the gentleman from Illinois begins,
the House will receive a message from the Senate.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks,
announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com-
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
on the bill (H. R. 5575) making appropriations for sundry civil
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1895, and for other purposes.

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr, SAYERS. I ask vnanimous consent to withdraw from
consideration for a few minutes the report on the general de-
ficiency bill in order that the House mayagree to the report on
the sundry civil bill. Itis important that this bill should be
enrolled and signed as quickly as possible. 7

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the conference
report on the deficiency bill will be temporarily withdrawn, and
the House will takeup the conference report on the sundry civil
bill. The Clerk will read the statement of the House conferees.

The Clerk read as follows:

The managers on the part of the House at the conference on the disa,
ing votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the
sundry civil a?propriauon bill, submit the following written statement in
explanation of the action recommended in the accompanying conference
report on each of the amendments, namely:

amendment numbered 11: Strikes out the appropriation of $100,000 pro-
posed by the Senate for the purchase of sites for and commencement of
g:‘illgi%gzs aﬁt Cheyenne, Wyo.; Boise City, Idaho; Helena, Mont.; and Spo-

On amendment numbered 110: Strikes out the appropriation of £105,000

roposed by the Senate for the sufferers of the Ford Theater disaster, and
in lien thereof provision for a joint commission of the two Houses

That is, the gentloman desires the

to investigate and rt upon the d sufferers.
On amendment numbered 118: A rogrmbas 825,000, as proposed by the
Senate, for a quarantine station at Southport, N. C.

On amendment numbered 119: Strikes out the appropriation of $40,000 pro-
by the Senate for & quarantine station at or near the mouth of the
lumbia River.

On amendments numbered 127, 128, 183, and 134: Strikes out the appropria-
tions 1;;0 sed by the Senate of $10,000 for the B‘nrchase of the etectric-light
plant in the Senate wing of the Capitol and $10,000 for the repairs and ex-
tension thereof, and restores to the bill the provision proposed to bestricken
out by the Senate authorizing the payment of per month rent for the
electric-light dplanta in the Senate and House wings during the sessions of
Congress; and strikes out the provision proposed by the Senate authorizing
the introduction of electric-light current into the Capitol building by any
existing electrie-light coxlgga.ny in Washington.

On amendment numbe 146: Authorizes the use of $16,000 of the appro-
priation made for surveys of %hllc land, for making a resurvey of lands in
(tiraemt a:gd bl;li?oker Counties, Nebr., and makes a verbal correction in the

ext of the bill

On amendment numbered 238: Appropriates 45,000, instead of $86,000, as
proposed by the Senate, for dry dock at t Sound, Wa.shjnfwn.

On amendment numbered 261: Appropriates £5,000, instead of 16,000, as pro-
aned by the Senate, for the Burean of American Republics, and places

ureau unier the control and direction of the Secretary of State, and re-
guires him to report to Congress at its next session the propriety of con-
tinuing said Burean, or if any obligation exists on the part of the Govern-
ment for its continuance.
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Om amendment numbered 270: Strikes out the provision, proposed by the
Senate, fixing the salary of the assistant I1br: n in charge of the Law
Library at £1,600, and allowing him £480 for laborer's service.

On amendment numbered 277: Strikes out: the amendment, proposed
by the House, providing for the purchase of additional land for the Gov-
gnmam Pringxln'g OfMee, and for the construction of additional buildings

PreoIL.

On amendments numbered 278 and 270:
ton States and International Exposition at Atlanta, Ga., in terms substan-
tinlly in accordance with the instructions of the House.

On amendment numbered 280: Providesfor the reclamationof desertlands
as p:ovided by the House, with an amendment that not less than 20 acres of
each!ao-aclm tract shall be irrigated, reclaimed, occupled, and eultivated by
actual settlers.

The bill as fluslly agreed upon app tes 834,200,770.05,; being §1,901,890.65
lg’s than as it passed the Senate, and §1,686,303.25 more than as it passed the
use.

JOSEPH D. SAYERS,
JOS. H. O'NETL,

W. COGSWELL,
Managers on the part of the House.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report.

Mr. WILSON of W Before the question is taken,
I would like to ocoupy three or four minutes.

Mr. SAYERS. I d' to the gentleman five minutes.

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I desire anly to
eall attention to the receding on the part of the Senats from
amendment numbered: 11, providing an appropriation for the
purchase of sites for public buildings in the four new States—
in: Boisa_@i}iy, Idahe; Cheyenne, Wyo:; Helena, Mont., and Spo-
lzane, Was.

Taking into-consideration the environment of this question,
the conditions operating in that section of the Union, and the
further fact that this amendment was placed o the sundry civil
bill in the other end of the Capitol, it seems to me the House
conferees might, in their extreme liberality, have granted to
each: of these new States a public building for United States
eourts, for marshals’ offices, for pestal p , and for other
official uses nceded by the Government. % believe that every
State in the Union is provided with at least one publie build-
except the States of Wyomjng, Idaho, and Montana.

The difficulty in this case, Mr. Speaker, is. that tha-l.::j?onsi-
bility for the e of this a;ﬁ:};roprmtism will be ed as
coming with peeuliar and particular havdship upon the Repre-
sentatives of these States in the House. I do net know of any-
thing in the nature: of appropriations with which I have had
any connection since I have been in the House that will cause
me personally, perhaps, so much damage as the defeat of this
amendment. By reason of the fact that when the amendment
was placed on the appropriation bill it was telegraphed to the
various newspapers of our locality, cansing the people to become
" intensely interested; all the responsibility for the defeat of the
amendment will now be re: as falling upon the members
from the various new States, to which the amendment apper-
tains.

The postal reeeipts at the town of Spokane are $60,000:a year.
It is the headquarters of a postal division. Besides, we have
there the United States court, United States marshal's offices,
United States land office, the offices of the deputy collector of
internal revenue and deputy collector of customs, ete. Itseems
to me that now, when the opportunity offers; the Government
should acquire a site there, because In the course of a year or
two it may not be able to do so; for since the great fire of 1889
which smiﬁs over that city and destroyed $6,000,000 worth of
property, the available sites for the location of a publie building
are being rapidl a;:g;opriated. :

I am not here {In language of & gentleman who addressed
the House the other evening) for pity; but I do think
that in view of the large appropriations embraced in this bill
for the improvement of rivers and harbors; in view of the large
appropriations: made: in every direetion by this Cengress, it
would have been nothing morethanfairand just to have granted
to these four States these sites for the erection of public build-
infs. You must of necessity come: to: it sooner or later:

had on this floor a controversy relative to an appropriation
for a public building that was already constructed in the State
that my friend from Texas re nts so ably and. honorably on
this floor. There they had no United States eourt; there their
postal receipts were not equal to ours. Butthey came hers and
got a provision for & third story to be placed on: their buildin
on this sundry civil bill. Now, if they eould not pass that bi
through the House; if I could not pass mine through the House
for a similar purpose, it seems te me that if the new States are
to be cut out fromy any consideration, then ail of them should be
placed upon the same footing. and all of this appropriation
should have been stricken out.

I know,sir, and I make my public acknowledgment of the fact
now, that the gentleman from Texas, the chairman of the Com-
mittee on A riations, has upon many occasions rendered
not only to myself but to the people of my State greatservices,
and I herc and now wish to thank him for and for them

tes $200,000 for the Cot- |

for the and extensive. acts of courtesy shown through his
committee. T am not here to criticise the gentleman on this

. subject;; but I do think I may be. permitted to say that all the
- responsibility for the defeat.of this amendment should not have

been placed en the members of the House of Representatives.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired,

Mr. SAYERS. I yield now what time my colleague on the
committee desires.

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Speaker; I wish to oceupy but a very
few moments.

As the statement of the conferees set forth, the amendment
agreed to in the repert in regard to the Atlanta Exposition is
substantially in accord with the instructions of the Houss itself.
The only material variance is in retaining the Government
building exelusively for the Government exhibit.

The House instructions involved the setting apart of the va-
cant si)wa in that building for the exhibit of the: colored peo-
ple. 1t was thought best, however, that the Government ex-

hibit should occupy the Government building exclusively; and
this was yielded Eeoa,use of the: assurance that the corporation
itself would erect a proper structure for the colored exhibit;
and in this connection, and at the request of the friends of that
exposition, I desire to'have read from the desk as a part of my
remarks the following letter:
The Clerk read as fellows:
Bon: JoawemD; S WasHINGTON, D. C., August 14, 1894,

mMT rman House commitiee i conference on the sundry clelldill:

< The Cotton States and Internstionsl Expositiom Company hersby,

gumm.thusm rowill gnvma upon their mﬁa o mmmﬁ
uilding, to contain not less' than 35,000 sqhum'e feet of space, and as.much

more as may be needed for an exhibit by thecolored e-of the United

States, free-of all' orvﬁnse for rent and entrance.fees bits.

Said space so preovided to be used exclusively by said race for the jgltiﬁoae
of making exhibit of the progress of the saidrace In sducation, art, ng,
agriculture, and all other pursuits and industries; satd exhibit to be e
ﬁb‘i?am and under the rules: and regulations governing all other ex-

8.
In witness whereof, the said Exposition Company hereunto attaches. its

THE COTTON STATES AND ISTERNATIONAL
ON COMPANT,
By C. A. COLLIER, President,
EVAN P. HOWELL, Director.
CLEMENT A. EVANS,. Director.
In presence of:

J. B. GorpoN, United Stales Senator.

Me. SAYERS, I will Eielﬂ a. few minutes to the gentleman
{from: South Dakota [Mr, PICKLER].

Me. PICKLER. Mpr. S r, I desire, as a Representative
of one of the Northwestern States, to join in the commendatory
words of the gentleman from Washington [Mr. WiLsoN] in re-
gard to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], for his rm courtesy
and consideration of the interests of our section of the country.

desire now, with the genfleman’s permission, to ask one or
two questions in regard to the agreement just submitted. I un-
derstand the conference co ttee agree to the proposition to
donate the million acres of land to the States, with an amend-
ment?

Mr, SAYERS. With an amendment.

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman please state the purport
of the amendment?

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman will recellect that the amend-
ment of the House provided that the 1680 acres of land should
not only be occupied, but also cultivated. Instead of that, we
now provide that at least 20 acres of the land shall be occupied,
cultivated, and irrigated. We thought that if youlet:the Housa
amendment stand, requi the entire 160 acres to be culti-
vated and irrigated, it would be of little or no benefit to the
States; but by only requiring thatatleast 20 acres of it shall be
cultivated or irrigated, the real purpose of the House would be
accomplished.

Mr. PICKLER. I didnpotunderstand the Housebill reguired
that; but I am glad that it is made certain and definite.

Mr.SAYERS. We consider it as more liberal to. the States
than the House amendment as it originally stood..

[ will state to the Eantlama.n that we have further increased
the sum: appropriated for surveys to $250,000; It was$175,000a8
the House passed it, and we increased it $75,000 more, making
$250,000 in all, :

Mr. PICKLER. Then one more question. with the gentle-
man’s consent. I have felt a great deal of interest, as I have
constituents who are direcily involved, in. the Ford's Theater
disaster. That question goesover, I understand.

Mr. SAYERS. The agreement reached by the conferees
amounts to this: That the President of the Senate and the
Speaker of the House appoint five. Senators and five Members
who shall investigate the matter and report to the two Houses.

Mr. PICKLER. When?

Mr. SAYERS. At the next session.

 signature by itspresident.
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My: PICKLER. Well, will this:matter be then dispesed of? The SPEAKER. pre tempore. The ayes have it; and the re-
Mr. SAYERS. That isfor the House to determine, -portof the commitiee on eonference is agreed to.

hMr. PICK‘.PLER. But will they come toaconelusion and make
their 1

Mr. YERS. That is for the commission tosay. They have
the power to act if they choose to do so.

Mr. PICKLER. If it were going to put the matter off indefi-
nitely I shonld have very grave objections.

Mr: SAYERS. That was certainly not the intention of the
conferees.

Mr. COOMBS. This isa very specific arrangement.

Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts. It was the distinct under-
standing, I will state with the gentleman’s consent, in the eon-
ference committee that this was not an attempt em the part of
the conferees to evade any responsibility of the United States at
all, but was an honest effort on the part of the committee,
through a commission to be appointed in the manner suggested,
to secure a report of all the facts by the time 88 mests in
December for whatever action was proper to be taken at that

me,

Mr. PICKLER. I think I understood the gentleman from
Massachusetts. [Mr. ONEIL] this morning in private conversa-
tion to say that it not enly relates to- death claims, but to-all

elaims,

Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts. To claims growing out of the
Ford’s Theater disaster.

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to amend the statement of the gentle-
man from Massachusetts: [Mr. O'NEIL] by saying that so faras
my understanding goes, and speaking for myself, it was not in-
tended to admit any responsibility on the part of the Govern-
ment for that disaster.

Mr, O'NEIL of Massachusetts. I meant simply the respensi-
bility, if any existed.

Me. HEBK&AN [ANN.. What changeshave bsenmade by the con-
ferees as to the arid lands provision?

My, SAYERS. The only change was, that instead of requir-
ing thewhole 160 acres tobe ocoupied, cultivated, andirrigated,
it only requires that at least 20 acres of the: 160 shall be so accu-

ied, cultivated, and irrigated, maling it more favorable to the
tates than the House amendments.

Mr. HERMANN. Then, in thas case, u

the 160 acres into title?
Mr, SAYERS. That is my understanding of the matter.
Mr. HERMANN. Then,I ask the gentleman further whether
the precaution has been: faken by the conferees as tor

uiring,

that these prerequisites shall becomplied with before Eﬁam
in the State?

Mr. SAYERS. I will state tothe gentleman from Oregon that

the amendment adopted by the House was d with the sin-
ﬂg amendment thereto, uiring that at least 20° acres of the

) Teqg.
d be occupied, cultivated, and irrigated before title should |

pass.
Mr. HERMANN. Otherwise the McRae amendment stands.
Mr. SAYERS. Yes. Now, Mr.Speaker,I yield five minutes
to the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. COFFEEN].

" [Mr, COFFEEN addressed the House, SeeAppendix.]

Mr. SAYERS. [ ask fora vote on the conference repert.
Mr. BRYAN. Was there any
the arid lands on which we passed the resolution the otherday?
Mr. SAYERS. The conferces amended the House amend-
ment, by making it more favorable, putting 20 acres in as the

minimum, instead of 160 to be cultivated and irrigated, and not |

requiring them to eultivate 160 acres.

Mr. BRYAN.
you consider them included in the present terms of the bill?
HM:'.' SAYERS. Wae adopted the resolution passed by the

ouse.

The question was taken on the motion to agree to the confer-
ence report; and the Speaker pro tempore [Mr. TARSNEY] an-
nounced that the ayes seemed to have:it.

Mr. COFFEEN. Division.

Mr, WILSON of Washington. I hope the gentleman will
withdraw that demand. Tamas much interested in this matter
as the gentleman from Wyoming, and it is impossible: to secure
anything. T appeal to him towithdraw that motion. We can
not help ourselves. If we could T wounld be with the gentleman
until the last moment in attempting to accomplish something.

Mr. COFFEEN. Iamnot -to be eaptious, but yowhave
given us no time to consider the injustice which has beemdone
m&ur %?ﬁfon f Washingten. I'h

Mr., of Was [ ou will withdraw your
demand. We are interested the Bam?:syyw are. i

Mr. COFFEEN. I withdraw on that plea.

pon: proof being made |
tothe Secretary of the Interior, that 20 acres have beenregularly |
cultivated aud resided upon, that will carry the remainder of |

concession made in regard fo

Did you inelude Nebraska.and Kansasg, or did |

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the vote
by whiech the report of the committes of conference was agreed
to was laid en: the table.

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I have returned geed for evil
to my friend from Texas. [Laughter.]

INSPECTION OF LIVE STOCK.

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent of the
House to consider-at this time @ bill of great public interest to
the entire meat industries of the United States, in relation to
the enforeement of a section of the law now upon the statute
books. If the Clerk will read the bill, it will explain itself or
I will explain it to the House.

Mr. SAYERS. Mr.Speaker,I desire te know how much time
it will take.

Mr. HATCH. It will not take twe minutes to explain it.

The: refort is only a few lines, and I will QEE it to the
House, do not think that any gentleman will ebject, and if
they do I will withdraw if.. : '

Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R.7910) to amend ** An.act to provide for the inspection of live
cattle, hogs, and the carcasses and products thereof, which are the subjects

of interstate commerce, and for other p s
Be it enacted, etc., That the:** Act to provide for the n:of live cat-
tle, hogs, and the careasses sndegmducts thereof, which are the-subjects of
interstate commerce, and for other purposes,™ ap _March 3, 1881, be,
the addition ef tlie foll sectl

and the'same is hereby, amended by on,
signatedias  section

which shall be de: .8 af :aot, and which: . read as
follews, to. wit:
*Spc. 8. That the Secretary s hereby authorized to nimlte such rules, reg-

ulations, and erdersashe mmswbe-nmssm m&:iwano the trans-

portation:from one State er Ty or the District of umbin into any

other’ State or Territory ar the: District of Columbia, or to foreign
Shne

country, of thecondeinned carcasses.or parts of careasses of cattle, sh egi
and ,or the edible produets of the same;, Which have been inspected
: accordance with the act entitled: ‘An acttio rideforthe inspection of live

cattle; hogs, and the carcasses and products thereof, which are the subjects
o ST S SO P v N ¥
alagg ter-house, a.pba.uréglt'.hgr meat mca‘n:{-ig:l lp:;:l king, %Eecla.nmgw%bmh-
! mfd?gt%?rm mqgga?nursuant- %o this section shall be aeaagm; ot &
By amomos crcoeiing 8,000 OF HIDTIsoRMment Dot SXOOUIBLE ons §eir, 0F bY
both-saifl punishiments, in the discretion. of the eourt, ane-half of thefine to
go to the informer. ™
Mr. HATCH. My, Speaker, I would state to the House, in
explanation of this matter, that it is simply to carry out the pro-
visions of & law now upon the statute books in regard to the in-
 spection of meats for interstate eommerce, in which an omission
- was made as to any pen&lgfor the violation of the law in taking
| theeareassesor Mg)parﬁ the earcasses condemned and putting
iit on the market for sale. The Secretary of Agriculture, in a
v personal conversation, and in a letter written, part of which is
. embodied in this report,states that he has ascertained, after hav-
| ing complied with the law and made the inspection of animals,
such asﬁ!mp-jawed cattle and cholera hogs, and they had been
i eondemmned and sent to the tanks for rendering into grease, he
| found portions of them hadbeen stolen out of the tanks, after be-
-ing put into them, and shipped outside of the State and sold for
human food.
The Secretary says that it isimpossible for him to execute the
:law properly without this additional legislation, and he asks
that it be passed at ence; and I have: asked unanimous: consent
to pass it so-that it may be sent to the Senate and passed before
we adjourn. [Criesof '*Vote!”]
. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri
‘asks unanimous eonsent to consider this bill. Is there objec-
tion? [Afterm .] The Chair hears none.
Mr. COOMBS. What is the usual course taken with con-
demned cattle after being slaughtered.
Mr. HATCH. I ean not hear the gentleman.
i Mr. COOMBS. I want to ask a question for information asto
the di ition of these: eondenme& cattle?
Mr. HATCH. The law is that after the meat has been in-
spected either ata slaughterhouse, a packing house, or a can-
| ning establishment, and has beew found defective,and for any
reason unfit.for human: foed, it shall be condemned by the in-
spector, and under the regulation of the De nt theowner
-of the carcass can only take it to-a rendering establishment to
: be rendered into what is known as common grease, and it is for
« the violation of that rule (which had no penalty attached to.it)
. that we aslc this additional legislation.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time;
i and: being engrossed, it was accordingly read: the third time,
h and passed.. =
On motion of Mr. HATCH, a motion to reconsider the vote by
which. the bill was passed was laid on the table.

GENHERAL DEFICIENCY BILL.

Mr. SAYHERS. Now.Mr. Speaker, I desire tocall up-the con-
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ference report on the general deficiency bill, and I ask consent
that the members of the Commitiee on Appropriations have
leave toprint remarkson the subject of the a‘FE:opriat.iona made
by the present and previous Congresses. t is a privilege
which has always been granted to members of the Committee
on Appropriations ever since I have been a member of this
House.

There was no objection to the request of Mr. SAYERS, and it
was so ordered. .

[Mr. COFFEEN addressed the House. See Appendix.]

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield to my colleague on
the committee [Mr. CANNON of Illinois] such time as he may de-

sire.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, under our Constitu-
tion and laws the Congress appropriates the moneys for the
public service and the President expends the same. In prac-
tice the Congress appropriates from year to year for the service
of the succeeding year. The lawrequires the Executive tosend
to each session of Congress his estimates in detail for the public
service and the amounts he desires therefor. There are, how-
ever, certain appropriations for the.public service made by

rmanent law, and known as ‘“‘permanent,” as distinguished

rom annual appropriations. Among the permanent appropri-
ations are those for the interest on the public debt, the collec-
tion of the customs revenues, the sinking fund, ete. . -

When the Executive forwards yearly to Congress his esti-
mates for annual ap{-ropriations he also forwards his estimate of
the amount that will be expended for the coming year under
permanent law. Mr. Cleveland, by his estimates, asked Con-
gress to appropriate for the public service, for the coming fis-
cal year, including permanent appropriations, $520,662,840.71,
and Congress has a.qgropri.a.tad for such service $490,668,369.51.
This, in round numbers, is $30,000,000 less than the President
asked for the public service. A large part of this $30,000,000,
however, will be appropriated next winter by way of defi-
ciencies.

I hold inmy hand a table which I will submit, to be printed as
a part of and at the conclusion of my remarks. It is a compara-
tive statement of appropriations made at this Congress for the
fiscal year ending June 30, next, with appropriations made at the
first and second sessions of the last Congress (the Fiftiy-seeond
Congress), and at the first and second session of the Fifty-first,
commonly known as the ‘‘ Reed Congress.”

This statement shows, Mr. Speaker—and such is the fact—
that the appropriations this year are greater by $27,269,858.72
than were those made by the first session of the Fifty-first, or
‘‘Reed Congress.” Thestatementalsoshows that theappropria-
tions made this year are $28,835,980.70 less than those made at
thesecondsession of thelastor Fifty-second Congress. The Dem-
ocrats controlled the House in both the last Congress and this.
But, Mr. Speaker,I ask the House and the country tonotice that
thisreduection is covered by the item for pensiouns alone. There
was appropriated this year for pensions 829,099,504.85 less than
was appropriated last year. It will be notfced, therefore, that
the appropriations this year, excepting pensions, are greater
than the apgropriat.ions made last year by $263,515.15.

Mr. Speaker, the total appropriations for the Fifty-first, or
““Reed Congress,” two years, were $088,417,183.34; those for
the Fifty-second, or last Congress, two years, were $1,027,104,-
547.92; and it is absolutely certain that, starting off at $490,-
000,000, as we do, for this year, when the deflciencies are
added next winter to the regular appropriations then to be
made for the coming year, the total appropriations will aggre-

ate at least $1,050,000,000 for the Fifty-third Congress, e88
%y unfriendly administration further heavy reductionsare made
in payment of pensions.

In the main, Mr. Speaker, these apgropriationssre necessary.
Ours is the greatest country on earth, and the demands of the
public service will grow as the country grows. I would not call
attention to this matter now were it not that in 1890, 1891, and
1892 the Democrats in the House, in the press, on the stump,
and everywhere in the country, denounced the Republicans for
having made the Fifty-first Congress a ‘'‘billion-dollar Con-

ress.” You Democrats had two-thirds of the House in the last

mgress, and in that Congress you increased the appropria-
tions over those of the ‘* Reed Congress " by $40,000,000, in round
numbers, and now in this Congress you are to increase the ap-
%priations over and above t‘f:e ‘* Reed Congress " by $60,000,-

You were either guilty of misrepresentation and deceit then
or {ou are guilty of fearful extravagance now. You can choose
which defense you will make.

RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES OF 1804 COMPARED WITH 1893,

Mr. Speaker, under the law the Executive is required at the
close of each fiscal year to make a statement of the receipts and

expenditures of the United States Government for the past year.
I hold in my hand and read the official comparative statement
for the fiscal years 1894 and 1893, respectively:

Comparative statement of the receipls and expenditures of the United States.

Fiscal 1,E:Ien.r F'lasical ear
emllng une en nﬁ une
So 30, 1804, 30, .
urce.
Since Julyl, Since July 1.
1803, 1892,
RECEIPTS.
[a0e T 1o T L £132,204, 242. 43 §203, 355, 016. 73
Internal revenue ... ....coeeecooocncannaa. 146, 945, T78. 31 161,027, 628, 93
MIGCRLANBOTE < - oics i e imae s a st S b st 17,720, 815. 26 21,435,088, 12
DO e e e s £96, 960, 336. 00 385, 819, 628.78
EXPENDITURES.
Civil and miscellaneous .._.__._.... cenees) 101,403, 455, 85 103, 732, 790. 27
Ly e S T 600. 84 >
................... 195, 15 %
416, 64
. 96 35
04
L e e 806, 503, 850. 08 883, 477,054. 49

TREASURY DEPARTMENT,
Warrant Division, July 2, 1804.

This statement does not include the postal receiptsor expend-
itures therefrom, and as they balance each other it is not ma-
terial to state them here. It shows the receipts of the United
States for the twelve months ending June 30, 1894, to have been
$38,859,202.78 less than the receipts for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1893.

This alarming deficit was paid in part from moneys in the
Treasury on the 4th of March, 1893, when President Cleveland
was inaugurated, and in %u.rt from a sale of 5 per cent interest-
bearing bonds made by the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Car-
lisle, in February last, yielding $58,633,295.71, and increasing the
annual interest charge against the Government $2,000,000.

Mr. Spzaker, this statement shows also that the expenditures
for the twelve months ending June 30, 1824, were $16,884,595.31
less than for the twelve months ending June 30, 1893; but, Mr.
Speaker, I call the attention of the House and of the country to
the fact that this same statement shows that the payment for

nsions made for the year ending June 30, 1894, was $18,180,-
272.91 less than they were for the year ending June 30, 1593.

In other words, exclusive of pensions, President Cleveland,
for his first full fiscal year, expended $1,295,677.50 more to carry
on the Government than was expended in the final fiscal year
under President Harrison. Whatever was saved by President
Cleveland was saved at the expense of the soldiers of the late
war and of their widows and orphans by an unfriendly and un-
just administration of the pension laws.

Mr. Speaker, during the whole of the Harrison Administra-
tion we were on the highway of prosperity. The Government
was liberally and effectively performing its funections. Public
improvements were being made where needed,and the Govern-
ment, by wise and economical expenditures, l’:ept step with a
prosperous and happy people; whereas for the last year, under
Cleveland, there has been great distress throughout the land.
The revenues of the Government have fallen off and the expend-
itures of the Governmenthave increased, except for pensions.

In other words, it is more expensive to enforce the law with
great blocks of our citizens out of employment, the Government
making its strong arm felt by force, than it is to expend the
public moneys for the common good, for publicobjects, with our
people profitably em’ployed, and therefore contented—the peo-
ple obeying the law from love, rather than from force.

The condition of the country under the respective policies of
Harrison and Cleveland is known by all, and its future condi-
tion will depend upon the economic and fiscal policies which will
be chosen by the people at the ballot box.

Mr. Speaker, notwithstanding the great distress throughout
the country, there have been many increases in the salaries of
Democratic officials, especially in the diplomatic and consular
service. I specify a few of them. The salary of the First As-
sistant Secretary of State is increased from 83,500 to$1,500. The
minister to Belgium, Mr. Ewing, of Illinois, the former law
partner of the Vice-President, is increased from $7,500 to 810.-
000. The ministers to Switzerland and Portugal, Messrs. Ca-
rutli and Broadhead, are increased from $5,000 to 6,500 respec-
tively.

Th{; minister to Mexico, ex-Governor Gray, of Indiana, who re-
ceives an annual salary of 817,500, has the salary of his s ‘cretary
of legation increased from $1,800 to $2,650. The ministers to
Nicaragua and Costa Rica, for the first time, are allowed szcre-




1894.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

8545

taries of legation at $1,800 each, while the Bureau of American
Republics, established under the auspices of Secretary ]E}la.me
to promote commerce and reciprocity—a real service—is cut
down from $30,000 to $10,000. The six Auditors of the Treasury
Department are increased from $3,600 to $4,000 each. The sala-
ries of a great many consuls and other officials are largely in-
creased, but I have not the time to enumerate them or you the
patience to hear. \
Mr. Speaker, all these Democraticofficials have received their
appointments under Mr. Cleveland. For years they declaimed,
in common with all other Demoecrats, about the extravagant sal-

aries of officials,and pledged that if they came into power there
should be economy and reform. There is no excuse for the in-
crease of most of thes2 salaries. I call attention to the matter
to show the difference between promise and performance.
Mr. Speaker, I ask how many more poor widows of soldiers of
the late war and how many worthy veterans must have the small
ensions which they receive taken away or reduced by an un-
riendly Administration, to meet these and many other increases
of salary to already Wema.id officials? From every standpoint
the Democratic party fails. The best inferests of all the people
demand that the Democratic party step down and out.

Comparative statement of appropriations made by the Fifty-first and Fifty-second Congresses. and by exira anid first regular sessions of the Fifty-third Con-
gress, fiscal years 1891 to 1595 inclusive.

! = o Fifty-third
Fifty-first Congress. Fifty-second Congress. Congress.
Title,
First session, !Second session,| First session, [Second se.sston,l ﬂglflut;gg?l?gr
1891, 1892, 1893, 1894, nLny TOgUIEE.

A o i B L e s R 3 e i L Lt 81,799, 100. 00 153, 82,232,005 50 |  £3,323,500.00 | 83,222,023.08
ATy e . 24,206, 471.79 24, 618,529.19 24, 308, 499. 82 24, 235,639. 78 23,502, 884. 68
Diplomatic and consuiar. 1,710, 815.00 " 656, 925, 1,604, 045. 00 1,557,445.00 |  1,563,918.76
District of Columbia ..... 5,760, 544. 15 5, 597, 125,17 5,817, 973. 27 5,413,223, 01 b, 544, 503. 57
Fortifications. ... 4,232’ 935. 00 8,774 803, 00 2734 276,00 2.210,055.00 | 2427004, 00
D R e e e e i e I s e L L S ek 7,262,016, 02 16, 386, 284. 88 7, 604, 047, 84 7,854, 240. 28 9, 520, 648. 40
].,elﬁialque, RO s i - 21,030,752, 76 22,027,004.75 21,900, 182.97 21, 865, 802, 81 21,308, 205, 79
Military Academy ..cccevceun- 435, 206.11 402, 064, 64 428 017.33 432, 556, 12 404, 523. 08
G e P P R 24,136,095.53 |  81,541,654.78 |  23,543,385.00 |  22,104,061.38 | 25,327,126.72
Pensions, including deficiensi 128,779, 368. 85 164, 550, 383, 34 154,411, 682,00 180, 881, 074. 85 | - 151, 581, 570. 00
Post-office T2, 226, 698. 99 77,907, 222. 61 80, 331,276.73 84,004,314, 22 87,236,599, 55
River and harbor 25 100, 208,00 1o i s 21,164, 818.00 | oo o 11,473, 180.00
Sundry eivil 29, 738, 282, 22 37,410, 363.99 27, 665, 076. 93 41,716,311.15 34, 208, 776. 05
clen - 13, 295, 541. 61 9, 364, 148. 62 8, 230, 859, 50 8,127, 861. 51 11,820, 545. 76
Total ... 354,759, 152, 52 , 260, 333. 46 382 527, 385,80 403,515,586, 11 | 880, 043, 689, 51
Miscellaneous 7,010,905, 27 4,271, 531.10 3,208,922, 82 520, 4990, 18 550, 000, 00
Total regular annual Appropriations. . ... .ccccceerccncecnsncosacssnmnenses 361,770, 057.79 402, 531, 864. 55 385, 736, 308. 71 404,036,085, 20 | 380, 593, 630. 51
Permanent annual appropriationst. . ... ccirecieccmianaan --=a| 101,628, 453.00 122, 486, 808. 00 121, 863, 880. 00 115,468, 273.92 | 101, 074, 680.00
L e e e T e e o R s e 0t et Sy 463, 398, 510.79 525, 018, 672.55 507, 600, 188. 71 519,504, 350,21 | 400, 668, 360,51

Total Fifty-first and Fifty-8econd CONZeSSes. ... oo nmomeeeoeenses 2088, 417, 183. 34 £1,027, 104, 547. 92

#Deficlencies included as follows: 1891, on account of 1890, §25,321,007.25; 1892, on account of 1891, §29,335,598.34; 1833, on account of 1892, §7,674,332; 1804,

on account of 1893, $14,140,724.85,

+This is the amount originally submitted to Congress by the Secretary of the Treasury as estimated to be necessary under parmanent specific and

permanentindefinite appropriations.

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, the figures to which the gen-
tleman from Illinois has called the attention of the House seem
to make it desirable that three facts should be emphasized to
the people of this country. :

It will be remembered that two and four yearsago there rang
all through this country denunciations of t.ge Republican party,
the Republican Congress, and the Republican Administration
for alleﬁed extravagance of appropriations and expenditures.
We replied at that time, showing that theve had been only the
ordinary growth of the expenditures of the country, except so
faras permanent work had becn done which had been delayed
too long, and that the charges were without foundation. Yet
these unfounded charges were iterated and reiterated, and had
more or less influence in bringing the Democratic party into

wer.

1t is certainly a gratification, after the Democratic party has
been in power in every department of the Government for one
year, now to have it so clearly demonstrated that these gentle-
men who, when out of power, made such denunciations of Re-

ublican extravagance two and four years ago, now find the boot
is on the other leg. The extravagance now is onthe part of the
Democratic party in power, who denounced alleged Republican
extravagance two and four years ago, and who find themselves
now subject to the criticism of those whom they then criticised.

Tn short, it appears from the statement of the gentleman from
Illinois, first, that the appropriations at the first session of the
Filty-first Congress, Whicﬁ had been denounced throughout the
country as the “ billion-dollar Congress,” were $27,000,000 less
than the appropriations at the corresponding session of this Cen-
gress, the round figures being $463,000,000 for the first session
of the Fifty-first Congress and $490,000,000 for the first session
of the present Congress.

Second, that the expenditures under the Democratic Admin-
istration, with both Houses of Congress Democratic, for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, have been only seventeen mil-
lions less than the lastfiscal year of President Harrison, and this
raduction has been entirely in pensions, leaving an increase of
one million in other expenditures.

And third, that while the revenue after the enactment of the
McKinley tariff was more than enough all through President
Harrison's Administration to meet expenditures, including
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the increasing pensions, for the first year of the present Dem-
ocratic Administration there is a deficiency of $70,000,000.

Having stated these three facts by way of reply to the billion-
dollar charges of the Democratic party in 1892 against the Re-
publican party, I desire to add—what is the simple truth—that
there was no extravagance in 1890 beyond the requirements of
the country; there is none now. The Governmentof thiscoun-
try two and four years ago was conducted as reasonably, eco-
nomieally, and efficiently as any government upon the face of
the earth,and I donot stand here to declare that those whoars
now in power and who, two and four years ago, criticised us for
extravagance have themselves become participants in extrava-
gance, notwithstanding they have appropriated and expended
more than we did.

This simply illustrates the fact that gentlemen who are ou
of power have little difficulty in criticising those who are in
power, and that when the critics themselves come into power,
if they do as well as the party they criticise, they will be doing
better than our friends on the other side have done thus far.

I took up a few moments ago an editorial article in the Kan-
sas City Times, in which the editor proceeded to say that the
Democratic party had inherited a deficiency which had been
created by their predecessors, and upon that ground to excuse
the deficiency which now exists.

The editorial stated thata hundred million dollarsof the bank-
redemption fund was turned into the Treasury by the act of
July 14, 1890, and was used for the purpose of meeting current
expenditures. Gentlemen here very well understand thatthere
is not a particle of truth in that statement. Fifty-four million
dollars—not a hundred millions—of the bank-redemption fund
was turned into the Treasury by the act of July 14, 1890, and
that 854,000,000 was used not for current expenditures, but for
the reduction of the public debt.

L‘verf year since the passage of the tariff act of 1890 up to the
close of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, the revenue was
sufficient to meet the current expenditures. For the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1891, the revenue exceeded the expenditures by
$37,000,000, For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1332, the reve-
nue exceeded the expenditures by nearly $10,000,000, and even
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, in the last portion of
which the revenue was affected by the disturbance of business,
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resulting from the threatened tariff revolution, the revenue ex-
ceeded the expenditures by $2,500,000. Thus, for ever{ Zaar
after the enactment of the tariff act of 1890 up to and including
the fiscal year 1803, the revenue under that act was ample to
meet all tie current expenses of the Government, including the
current expenditures for pensions.

For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, the revenue exceeded
the expenditures by $105,000,000. Gentlemen will remember
the demand that was made at that time by our Democratic
friends that such a surplus should not be allowed to continue
which necessitated the purchase of our bonds at a premium.
‘We were told thata ‘* condition ” oia,sul;flus and ** nota theory”
confronted us which called for a reduction of revenue by a re-
vision of the tariff. In response to that demand the annualrev-
enue was reduced $60,000,000 by the abolition of the duty on
sugar, by the remission of the dufy on sugar.

t the same time expenditures were increased from year to
year by enlarged appropriations for pensions; yet, notwith-
standing the fact that by the repeal of the duty on sugar 360,
000,000 was thus remitted to the people in the fiscal years 1891,
189&, and 1883, as I have already said, we were able to meet all

nditures and leave a surplis each and averfy year. Every
do let me repeat, of the redemption fund which was
turned into the {:er:uury by the act of June 14, 1890,
for the reduction of the ‘gubliu debt.

Mr.LIVINGSTON. hatabout the postponement of the pay-
ment of bondsand the running of contracts on them?

Mr. DINGLEY. What does the gentleman mean by the *‘run-
ning of contracts”? Surely the gentleman does not include the

yment of bonded indebtedness a current expenditure incarry-

2 on the Government. It issufficient for me to repeat, Mr.
Speaker, that every year up to theclose ofthe fiscal year ending
June 30, 1893, the revenue was a.m?la to meet all currentexpen-
ditures of the Government, and if it had not beendecreedin 1892
that a Democratic tariff revolution should comse upon the coun-
try, there is no doubt whatever that this condition of things
would have been continued.

‘In the last fiscal year, the year ending June 30, 1894, for the
first time in time of peace since 1860, we had a deficiency of
$70,000,000. That deficiency has not been caused by anincrease
of expenditures. The expenditures, as has been stated by the
gentleman from Illinois[Mr. CANNON], are $17,000,000 less than
those of the previous year, but the whole of that $17,000,000 re-
duction, and one ion more, has been brought about by re-
.ducing and discontinuing pensions for the boys in blue. The ex-

enditures for the ordinary purposes of the Government are
81.000,000 more for this fiscal year under Democratic rule than
m@i were for the preceding year, under Republican rule.

was used

ere the hammer fell.
y unanimous consent, Mr. DINGLEY'S time was extended.

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, as I have said, the deficiency
for-the past fiscal year has been brought about entirely by a
falling off of revenue. There hasbeen a decline of the revenue
in the last fiscal year of 819,000,000, of which $71,000,000 is in
-customs revenue, $14,000,000 in internal revenue taxes, and $4,-
000,000 miscellaneous. In order to meet this deflciency of over
$70,000,000, occurring for the first time in peace since 1860, bonds
have been issued and money borrowed to the extent of $58,000,-
000,and $12,000,000 more have been taken from the gold redemp-
tion fund to meet current expenses.

Now, in this condition of things, with the gold redemption
fund run down to-day to $52,000,000, while $100,000,000 is the
amount contemplabeg by law and by the regulations of the De-
partment, this amount batn.% necessary to tg:‘eusawa the public
confidence in the currency of the nation, the situation is such
certainly as should command the serious attention of Congress
and the people. Fifty-two million dollars only as the gold re-
demption fund to maintain at Par8346,000,0000 greenbacks and
$163,000,000 of Treasury notes!

This is a situation, Mr. Speaker, which if we will but carefully
consider must inspire a feeﬁng of alarm in the minds of those
who understand that with so small a redemption fund the public
confidence may be impaired at a single stroke.

And, Mr. Speaker, the otherday when the ‘‘ popgun ” bill for
the abolition of the duty on sugarimposed by the Gorman-Brice
bill, was passed by this House, I could not but think that gen-
tlemen of the ma ority who voted for it and also for the Gorman-
Brice tariff, could not have considered the fact that the dutyon
sugar Is absolutely required to meet ‘the expenditures of this
‘Government for the present fiscal year, if the bill which has
‘been known as the Gorman-Brice act should become a law, as I
. e it will, because the latter measurereduces the revenue

rom a large number of sources—particularly upon luxuaries—to
‘such an extent that it is im ble the expenditures of this
nation ean be met without the duty on sugar. And it must
have been obvious to gentlemen here that tiis sugar bill was
presented and put through, not with the slightest purpose of

its becoming a law, but for buncombe, with the distinet knowl-
edge that it could not be enacted into law in the present condi-
tion of the finances of the nation if the Gorman-Brice bill is to
stand in the terms in which it has been enacted.

‘Why, sir, in that Gorman-Brice bill—just as there was in the
‘Wilson bill—there has been a reduction of revenue to the extent
of over $15,000,000 upon pure luxuries, such as liquors, cigars,
leaf tobacco, opium, ostrich feathers, silks, kid gloves, ete.,
where there was no earthly call for a single dollar’s reduction.
In order to meet the deficiency created by such reductions, it is
inevitable that the duty on sugar, as provided by the Gorman-
Brice act, must remain, if that act in its other provisions is to
become law as the Democratic majority have ed.

Mr. Speaker, I had not intended to enter upon any discussion
of these questions. I simply desired to call attention to the fact
that the situation in which this country finds itself at the close
of the fiscal year just passed—the first year of full Democratic
control since 1860—is one which may indeed attract the atten-
tion and arouse the alarm of every true friend of our institu-
tions. I trust that before this Congress shall reassemble the
clouds will to some extent have broken away; that gentlemen
who have the responsibility of the government of this nation
will feel the sense of that responsibility,and that from this time
henceforth we shall have legislation designed to promote the
interests of the people—legislation caleulated to restore confi-
dence—notthe revolutionary threats which we have had through-
out the past year, which haveso destroyed confidenceand excited
alarm throughoutthe country that business has been shattered,
industries overwhelmed, and millions of men have found them-
selves out of emplo nt, with es reduced, consumption di-
minished, and all the Bpt'{ng's of industry dried up to an extent
which may well arouse the commiseration of everyfriend of the
American Republic. [Loud applause on the Republican side.]

|Here the hammer fell.]

EXTENSION OF APPROPRIATIONS.
A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks,

‘announced that the Senate had passed with an amendment, in

which the concurrence of the House was uested, the joint
resolution (H.Res. 217) to continue the provisions of existing
laws providl.nlgst.am rarily forexpenditures of the Government.
Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consentthat the further con-
sideration of the conference report be suspended for the purpose
of considering the resolution just received from the Senate.
There was no objection. ;
The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows,

In line 7, strike out the word *“ twenty-fourth" and insert ** twentleth;" so

that the resolution will read as follows

“ Resolved by the Senateand Houseof Rm'ﬂun&aluu. ete., That the provisions
of joint resolutions approved June 20 and July 31, 1804, ‘govmmg temporar-

ily for the expenditures of the Government. be, and same are horeby,

extended and continued in full and effect to and including the20th day
of August, 1694."

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, it will be impossible for the
sundry civil bill to be enrolled and sent to the President to-day.
The resolution of which this is amendatory expired last night
at 12 o'elock; hence it is important that this resolution go to
the President as soon as possible. I move that the House con-
cur in the amendment of the Senate.

The motion was to.

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the vote
just taken was laid on the table.

GENERAL DEFICIENOY BILL.

Mr. SAYERS. I now call up, Mr. Speaker, for further con-
sideration the report of the conferees on the general deficiency
bill, and yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON|
such time as he desires. :

Mr. HENDERSON of Towa. Mr. Speaker, I want the House
of Representatives and the country to understand the leading
facts touching the appropriations for 1865 and their relations to
the appropriations in the near past.

THE REDUCTIONS BY THIS CONGRESS—THE FIFTY-THIRD,

The total appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1895, just mnge by the Fifty-third Congress, amount to $490,668,-
360.51. This includes the permanent annual appropriations as
well as those for the postal service. It includes all appropria-
tions. The total amount appropriated for the last fiscal year,
ending June 30, 1804, made by the second session of the Fifty-
second Congress, amounted to $519,504,359.21. The details of
these several appropriations will be found in & table appended to
my remarks and marked ** Exhibit A.”

These figures give a reduction for 1895 of $28,835,989.70, and
doubtless much credit will be claimed during the campaign now
coming on for this reduction, and the cry of ‘‘demonstrated
economy by the Democracy” will be heard on every stump.

First, let it be borne in mind that this is a reduction by one
Democratic Congress below the appropriations of aformer Dem-
ocratic Congress, the former doing ‘work under the watchful
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eye of Judge HOLMAN, the ‘‘ watchdog of the Treasury.” Let
ime queatgon come up, If these are proper, were the former
roper? .

t g now examine the appropriations for the two years 1804
and 1895, and find where these reductions come from. Ifwill be
found thatin the single item of appropriations for pensions alone
the difference can be accounted for,and not in acutting down of
the other current expenses of the Government.

The pension approp: for last year amounted to $180,-
681,074.85, while for next year it is $151,581,5670. Here is a cut
of £29,099,504.85, more than accounting for the reductions in the
bills just passed for the next year,and leaves a margin of $263,-
515.16.

But let us look a step further. The second session of the last
Congress had to appropriate for the Eleventh Census $1,020,000.
This session only had to give $356,5680 for that work. Again,
the second session of the last Congress had to give $958,000 for
the World's Fair. This Congress had nothing to appropriate

for that purpose. Now, let us take the three items of pensions,
Elevant.)?u(-}rcnsua, and World's Fair and see what the three cuts
aggregate:
b An penelemsl ot oo oo e $29, 099, 504. 85
Cutin Eleventh Census. - oo 663, 500. 00
Entin MWerldhs il =i g (0 e el 958, 000. 00
5 Mot TN S e LA T S MR ST ) e 30,721, 004. 85
Subtract reductions for?95 . _____________ 28, 835,'989. 70
And the differenceof ... . . .. . .. 1, 885, 015. 15

is found over and above all reductions by this Congress.

The ing by of the great fair and the almost tinished work
of the Eleventh Census dropped, unasked, $1,621,500 from the
appropriations for next year. Leaving out these thres items,
for doing which no eredit can be claimed by this Congress,and
it will be-seen that there is an increase of the current expenses
of the Government of $1,885,015.15.

THE OLD SOLDIER SACRIFICED TO HCONOMY.

These facts will demonstrate that the reductions made, the
**economy ” practiced, falls alone upon the old soldiers—the de-
fenders of the country from 1861 to 1865.

Of the appropriations made even by the last Congress for pen-
sions, the sum of $23,822,715.04 was withheld from them andcov-
ered back into the Treasury last year.

One is filled with horror when the brutal attacks on the pen-
sion roll by this Administration isexamined. I call attentionto
Senate Executive Document No. 121 of the second session of this
Congress, being a report of the suagenaions ordered by the pres-
ent Administration—a report called for by .a Senate resolution

iﬁ:troduced by the watehful, frue-hearted Senator CuLrLoM of
linois.

This report confesses that between March 4, 1893, when Har-
rison went out and Cleveland camein, and May 10, 1894, the pen-
sions of 15,520 old soldiers and widows had been suspended. Of
this number the Pension Office found that it had to reinstate at
their former rates, 9,509, thus confessing the hasty and incon-
siderate and unfeeling attack upon these deserving men. But
3,014 were reduced from former rates, cufting them mostly
down to 36 and 38 per month, where they had been drawing
mosfly 812 and $10 per month; 2,671 were dropped alvogether
from the rolls, and 326 are still under suspension, pursued, un-
doubtedly, by the detectives of the Pension Bureau.

These men sent out to examine into pension claims are called
‘‘special examiners.” The real aim of the law creating them

. was to look into doubtful cases and to help out ignorant but
worthy claimants who did not know how to properly prepare
their proofs. I fear that now instead of ‘*special examiners”
they are used as detectives to cut off pensioners from the great
roll of honor.

As bearing upon this point it may be well to note that for the
year 1893 there was appropriated for special examiners the sum
of 8225,000, while for 1844, at the request of the Pension Office it
was increased to $100,000. Evidently anassaultof deadly char-
acter was being made on the pension roll. It is however signi-
ficant and gratifying that even an unfriendly Administration
was forced to restore the 9,509 at the rates formerly allowed.

THE FIFTY-FIRST, FIFTY-SECOND, AND FIFTY-THIRD CONGRESSES COM-

PARED.

The Fifty-first Congress was Republican, and was denounced
by the Democratic party as *‘ the billion-dollar Congress,” and
I beliove that the able, genial, and creative mind of the present
chairman of the Committee of Appropriations in the House
first gave birth to the name.

Time ought to make the blind see and the deaf hear. It
ought also to cause some to blush. Let us see what these three
Congresses have been at. The figures are now made up show-
ing the work done, and I refer to table “A.”

The Fifty-first Congress a progt;sted $088,417,183.34 for the
two years of its service. .]?ut that amount includes deficien-
'cies made by its Democratic predecessor, the Fiftieth Congress,
amounting to $38,617,448.96, and included in that was a deficiency
for pensions, amounting t0$25,321,907.35. Deducting the-above
deficiency, which belonged tothe Fiftieth Congress,and itleaves
the appropriations of the Fifty-first Congress at $949,799,734.38,

The appropriations of the Fifty-second Congress were for its
two years $1,027,104,5647.92, The present Congress has only ap-
propriated for one year, and it hasdone itsbesuatoutﬁﬁ' before
the eleetions just coming on. At the next session, after the
elections, look out for a large increase by reason of forced defi-
ciencies and deferred appropriations. But let us assume that
the appropriations for next year will be the same as those just
made, the total for this Congress will be $981,336,730.02,
ml:e;;hus now look at the work of the three Congresses placed

zether:

Fifty-first Congress (Republican) . ... $949, 709, 734. 38
Fifty-second Congress (Democratie) ........_. 1,027, 104, 547. 92
Fifty-third Congress (Democratic). . _...____. 981, 339, 739. 02

Where, T ask my Democratic friends, is your ery of economy?
You may slash at the defenders of your country in order toswell
other bills,and yet you cannot keep the appropriations down to
the Republican standard.

ADDITIONS BY THE SENATE.

It has been one of the greatpleasuresof our Democraticiriends
to call attention ‘to the fact that the appropriations, as made by
the House of Hepresentatives, were increased by the Republican
Senate. But now the Senate is Democratic as well as the House,
and yet the Senate increased the House bills to the amount of
$15,372,977.34. -

I am not questioning the constitutional right of the Senate to
increase or to decrease the House bills, but I invite attention to
itand hope that the Demoecratic press and stumpers will tell the
country of the outrages trated by the Democratic Senate.

The table marked ‘‘ Exhibit B” wi.lf throw full light on this
question, and give in detail the work of the two Houses.

INOREASE OF SALARIES, ETC.

While Republicansfilled the publicoffices everyeffort wasmade
by the Democracy in Congress to reduce the salaries of public
otficials; even to cutting the amount appropriated lower than
the compensation fixed by law. But now that Democrats fill
the offices their economic zeal has calmed down materially, and
increases have commenced all along the line. They can find
the heart to cut down pensions, while they are increasing the
salaries of Democratic officials, and that, too, in the face of a
hungry Treasury, with bonds being sold to meet the running
expenses of the Government.

will give a few illustrations:

Minister to Belgium is increased from $7,500 per annum to
$10,000. The First Assistant Secretary of State increased $1,000.
Secretary of legation to Mexico increased $850. Minister to
Switzerland is increased from $6,000 to $7,500. Contingent ex-
penses of foreign missions is increased $15,000. Two new secre-
taries of legation are created at $1,800 each. Balaries of two
consular clerks increased $200 each. In the Departments af
Washington there are several other increases in the salaries of

bureau chiefs. No increases were made by the Fifty-first Con-

gress, excepting a large clerical force given to bring up the
work in the Pension Office.
CERTAIN OTHER REDUCTIONS AND INCREASES,
The bills showing reductions ascompared with appropriations
made at the last session of the last Congress are as follows:

The Agrionltoral bll) oo oo s o 8101, 476.94
Bhe ARy I - e e 632, 755.10
Thelapialativebill —— = ot =gir s 557, 6507.02
The Military Academy bill. o vemeooeo oo 26, 033. 04
e poudiorehil] T o T S e T 14,949, 780. 00
Thesnng i el bill o DU v Sy S , 506,
Eficianalaprre=S SRl iomito ied ws § i Sl ) i 10, 456, 540. 60
Permanentappropriations after deducting for both
sessions the amounts charged for ** Refund of na-
tionalsbank notes™ ... al oalioiiiiioooo i.o. 12,393, 593. 92
Total raduotlon. - 46, 624, 221. 72

Of the reduction on the legislative bill, $345, 000 is on account
of 300 clerks dropped in the Record and Pension Office. This
reduction was promised both by Secretaries Proctor and Elkins,
Republicans, in their last annual reports, the work on which the
clerks were employed in carding war records having just been
completed. I presume that the claim will be made that because
of these reductions great credit is deserved by this Congress.

The reduction in the pension bill is in accordance with recom-
meundations of the Commissioner of Pensions.

Of the reduction of $7,506,535.10 on the sundry civil bill,
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Avausrt 15,

$5,766,153 is on account of contracts for river and harbor works.

The -deficiencies of the last session of the last Con in-
cluded $14,149,724.85 for payment of pensions. Deducting that
sum from the whole amount of deficiencies of the last session,
only $8,127,361.51 remain, or $3,693,184.25 less than the deficien-
cies appropriated by this Congress. /

The permanent appropriations show an apparent reduction of
$14,303,593.92, which includes $11,000,000 for sugar bounty and
8450,006 for expenses under election laws.

The bills which have been increased are as follows:

The diplomatic and consular bill. ... ... 26, 473.76
The District of Columbia bill. .. __._____ 131, 396. 66
Thefortificarion-bill o oo o L e ] 216, 949. 00
LT BT EFR 1 e R ST R I T S AT T e 1,475,408.11
Ty R R B 3, 223, 065.
The Poattfioehil o L e e i 3,232, 285. 33
The river and harbor bill - ____ . . ... 11. 473, 180. 00
2 TR R I e S S A R e 29, 500. 82
Total Inoresne - o oo iuisar oo ovun 19, 788, 232. 02
Net apparent reduection. . .o _o._.. 28, 835, 989. 70

DnrinF the last session of the last Congress there was appro-
priated for pensions, including a deficiency of 814,140,724.85, the
total sum of $180,681,074.85. At this session there is appro-
priated for pensions ounly $151,581,570, or $29,009,504.85 less,
which reduction in pensions exceeds the whole apparent netre-
duction in all appropriations by this session, under the last ses-
sion of the last &ngr&ss, by $263,515.15. I have already alluded
to this and to other items of reduction forced upon this
and not of its seeking. 5
WHAT HAS THIS CONGRESS DONE?

It has repealed the purchasing clause of the Sherman act, but
wholly failed to keep the promise made at the time that during
this Congress other legislation would follow for the proper utili-
zation of both our metals.

1t has let the Mormons into the Union of States.

It has wiped out the last vestige of Federal protection to the
ballot box, and thus opened the door for frauds and a high car-
nival of crime.

It has utterly failed to keep its pledges touching a revision of
the tariff, and after a surrender to the sugar trust, after stop-
ping commerce, closing factories, throwing millions of laboring
men out of emplo{‘ment, keeping order with fixed bayonets and
the slaughter of the people, it winds up by giving the country
an unwise revision of the McKinley law.

I see but one thing to commend it for,and over that the whole
country will heartily rejoice, and that is that both Houses are
without a quorum, and give promise of an early adjournment.

DEMOCRACY AND FOREIGN COMMERCE.

I invite the attention of the House and the country to the
terrible effectsof Democratic control upon the foreign commerce
of the country.

During the last year of President Harrison, and before the
elections warned the people here and abroad that Democracy
had the power,by carrying the legislativeand executive branches
of the Government, to carry out the dangerous doctrines of the
national Democratic platform, the foreign commerce of this
country reached the highest point ever attained by the nation,
the aggregate reaching the enormous sum of $1,857,680,610 in

92,

In 1893, after the Democracy were in power, it fell to 81,714,
066,115, and in 1894 to $1,547,138,698.

Haere is a falling off in 1893, as compared with 1892, of 8143,-
614,494, and in 1894, as compared with 1892, of $310,541,912.

In 1892 the exports from this country exceeded our imports

- $202,875,686. e were doing a safe business, selling more than
we bought; but after the advent of Democracy, in 1393, the im-
ports exceeded the exports $18,735,728, and we were buying more
than we were selling.

How did agriculture fare under Democracy? Let us see. We
exported in 1892, under Harrison, $799,323,232 of our agricul-
tural products. In 1893, under Cleveland, $615,382,986, and in
1894 only $628,318,773. Here is a falling off in 1893 of $183,945,-
246, and in 1894 of $171,009,459.

In supportof my statement I refer totable from the Bureau of
Statistics appended to my remarks and marked *‘ Exhibit C.”

REVENUES AND EXPENDITURES.

I come now to consider the management of the finances by this
Administration.

In 1865 the expendituresof the Government exceeded revenues
$936,840,619.33, and during the civil war our expenditures each
year exceeded our revenues. Butfrom 1865, the last year of the
war, we have had no such experience until the fiscal year just
closed, when we find that the expenditures exceeded the reve-
nues in the startling sum of $69,803,260.58.

ngress

With this ax(:]:ft.ion the revenues and the cash in the Treas-
ury have met of our necessifies since 1865. (See Exhibit

'I_ find that the receipts, exclusive of postal, from March 1,
1885, to March 1, 1889, under President Cleveland, was $1,451,-
660,246.74, while from March 1, 1889, to March 1, 1893, under
President Harrison, they amounted to $1,540,225,448,35. This
ggvas an excess of receipts for the four years of Harrison of

8,565,201.61. This is the key to the efficiency of a Republican
Administration executing Republican laws.

But here comes a sharper test of the two Executives, leaving
out postal receipts:

Receipts:
For first sixteen months of Harrlson's Administration
(from March 1, 1889, to July 1, 1890) .o oo emecreannn
For first sixteen months of Cleveland’'s Administration
(from March 1, 1893, to July 1, 1894) . ... .ceovoreennnran
For last sixteen months of Earriaon'a Administration

422,147,810, 48
493, 091, 074. 39

A study of these figures will show that the first sixteen months
of Harrison's Ad tration collected $110,595,413.55 more than
the first sixteen months of the present Administration! and the
receipts for thelastsixteen monthsof Harrison's Administration
exceeded the first sixteen months of the present Administration
$71,543,224.91. Isit an‘{ wonder that a deficit in the Treasury is
upon us, and that this Administration is selling bonds to pay the
running expenses of the Government?

Let me give a further test of the administration of the laws
by the different Executives. I call attention to ‘‘Exhibit E,”
appended to my remarks—a statement prepared in the Treas-
ury Departmentat my request. Observe the receiptsfrom ‘' cus-
toms, internal revenue, and miscellaneous,” which gives the true
test of an honest and efficient enforcement of the laws:

Collected by President Arthur, $1,487,749,110.37.

Collected by President Cleveland, $1,451,661,246.74,

Collected by President Harrison, $1,540,225,448,35.

When President Cleveland came in the revenues in four years
fell off $36,087,863.63,and when President Harrison came in they
211(1’?1'3?596 in four years over President Cleveland’s work $88,564,-

The moonshiners and violators of law evidently had an easy
time of it under Mr, Cleveland’s appointees.

“THE SURPLUS.”

The favorite argument of the ignorant, or those who under-
standing wish to deceive the people is that Mr. Cleveland left
a full Treasury on March 4, 1889, and found an empty one on
March 4, 1893. Let us examine this question. ¥

On thefirstlinein ** Exhibit E " will be found the amount avail-
able at the beginning of the several Administrations of Arthur,
Cleveland, Harrison, and a.g‘a.in Cleveland, and on the last line,
opposite the word ** surplus,” theamounts over and above expend-
itures during each period indicated.

Mr. Arthur had, when he was inaugurated, in round numbers
$170,000,000, Mr. Cleveland $159,000,000, Mr. Harrison $183,000,-
000, and Mr. Cleveland, second term, $124,000,000. President
Harrison did start with 859,000,000 more than President Cleve-
land started with in1893. Why? Because Harrison, during his
term paid off $233,588,950 of the public debt of the country.
During Mr. Cleveland’s first term he paid off only $143,8%4,350,
and had to be forced to pay off any by the passage of aresolution
in the House of Representatives, assailing him for hisdelinquency
in this particular.

Even after so lashed to his duty he paid off 59,704,600 less
than Mr. Harrison paid during the four years following. Mr.
Harrison applied the cash locﬁed up in the Treasury to pay off
the debt of the people, and in doing so he saved in interest 555 -
352,493.51, as against $42,832,538.38 saved by Mr. Cleveland.

The Democracy used to abuse the Republicansfor keeping too
much cash in the Treasury, but now Wgen it is applied to lift
the debt burden, they are displeased and regret that the money
so spent was not left in the Treasury for them to spend.

Tﬁgre is nothing clearer to my mind than this: That if the
Democracy had not come into power on their revolutionary plat-
form the Republicans would have had plenty of money with
which to run the Government, and that the 850,000,000 of bonds
lately issued by this Administration would not have been
needed.

I call attention to Exhibit F, following my remarks, being a
statementof the bond purchases, prepared in the Treasury De-
partment.

If Harrison left$59,000,000 less for Cleveland than he received,
he paid off $89,704,600 more of the public debt.

I have demonstrated that the revenues were vastly greater
under the Republicans, and if they had been continued in power
{;lixﬁre would have been plenty of cash to pay the Government

8.

It is a sad sight for this country to see the bonded debt in-

creased, while the revenues that come from the foreigners are
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being transferred so as to come directly from the pockets of | laughingstock of the people and the Administration the rich
our own people. The burden is increased at home, while the | subject for the cartoonist. -
laborer abroad is allowed to do the work of our people, thus | The peopleare sick at heart, and hope for the first time has left

lessening our ability to lift the burden. the breasts of alarge army of workers only willing and eager to
earn their daily bread.
I COATLUR o For the first time in thehistory of our country the eapital éity

I do not see one claim that can be advanced by the President | has become the camping ground and rallying place for an unem-
or this Democratic Congress for the continued support of the | ployed army.
people. Leaving out the pensionroll, and the current expenses | But even Democracy can not destroy this great Republic.

are increased in the appropriation bills just passed. There is a sure remedy—the ballot in the hand of the sovereign
In our dealings with foreign questions we have become the | citizen. ¥
- EXHIBIT A.
Appropriations made by the Fifty-firet and Fifty-second Congresses, and by ﬁi}’:’?m Jirst regular sessions of the Fifty-third Congress, fiscal years 1591 and 1895,
re.
- Pt Fifty-third
Fifty-Brst Congress. Fifty-second Congress. Congress.
Title.
First sgsaion. Second session, | First session, | Second session, ﬂ%;i.%;:gatﬁgr
1891, 1892, 1893, 1894, sessions, 1895,
T U1y B S e e L ety v S e R L S e e £1,799, 100. 00 23,028, 153. 50 £3, 232, 095, 50 £3,323,500.00 |  $3,222,023.06
ﬁ:gmy ...................... 1200,471.79 |  24.613.520.10 | 24,308, 499.82 |  24.225.639.78 | 23, 592, 884, 68
Diplomatic and consular. 1,710, 815. 00 1, 656, 925. 00 1, £04, 045, 00 1,557, 445. 00 1,563, 918,76
District of Columbia ... s 5,769, 544. 15 5, 507,125. 17 5,817, 973.27 5,413,323.91 5, 544, 503, 57
R A T I e e e e e e e Ay 4,232, 035. 00 8, 774, 803, 2, 734. 276. 00 2:210, 055, 00 2,427, 004. 00
T e e B R e I Rl s 7,262, 016, 02 16, 356, 284, 86 7,664, 047. 84 7, 854, 240, 38 9, 329, 648, 49
T N T e L R PR LS T T R L L LR T S~ e 21,030, 752. 75 027,674.75 21,90, 182. 97 21, 8065,802.81 | 21,308, 295. 79
Mt ARy e e e e e R T e e et 435, 206. 11 402, 064, 64 428 917,33 432, 556. 12 406, 723. 08
NOTY i ity o it 24, 136, 035, 53 81,541, 654. 78 23, 543, 8%5. 00 22 104,061.88 | 25,327,126.72
Pension, including deficiencies* 123,779,368.35 | 164,550,383.34 | 154,411,682.00 | 180,681,074.85 | 151,581,570.00
PORGOMOD o f i ot e o o i oads 72, 226, 698, 99 77, 907, 222, 61 80, 331, 276. 00 , 004, 314, £7, 236, 599. 55
River BRADAYDOL . . oo vionnarmaninionsmacman bisiee 25,136,205.00 |.....cceoconsnocnn o1 106 BIRI | oo s e 11,473, 180. 00
T e oty + | e e s AR 29, 738, 282,22 87, 410,363. 99 27, 665, 076. 41,716,311.15 | 34,209, 776.05
TR ORI o s i oo i gt s b o s 1 e o e B A 13, 295, 541. 61 9, 364, 148, 62 8, 230, , 127, 861. 11,820, 545. 7¢
tal. R R R R e 854, 759, 152,52 , 033, 882,527,385.69 |  403,515,586.11 | 389, 043, 630, 51
Miscellaneous. ......ccovcancanas e el 7,010, 905, 27 4,271,531.10 38,208, 922, 82 520, 499.18 550, 000. 00
Total regular annual appropriations 861,770,057.79 | 402,531,864 55 | 885,736,308.71 | 404,036,085.20 | 380, 503, 680, 51
Permanent anaual n.ppropn]a}lt)it)t?s? 101,628.453.00 | 122,4%6,808.00 | 121,803,880.00 | 115,488,278.02 | 101,074, 680,00
o, N S O M S g e S e 463,398,510.79 | 525,018, 672.55 | 6507,600,188.71 | 519,504,859,21 | 490,68, 369, 51
Total Fifty-first and Fifty-second CONgresses. ........oceeomsseaeen 088, 41?, 183. 34 §1, 027, 104, 547. 02

#Deficlencies included as follows: 1801, on account of 1800, #25,321,907.25; 1892, on account of 1801, $29,835,508,84; 1803, on account of 1892, §7,674,332; 1804,
on account of 1893, $14,140,724.85. 1 This is the amount originally submitted to Congress by the Secretary of the Treasury as estimated to be necessary
under permauent specific and permanent indefinite appropriations. Exurie B

Tabular hislory of appropriation bills, first and second sessions of the Fifty-third Congress; estimales and appropriations for the fiscal year 1894-'95, and appro-
priations for the flscal year 1595-'94.

Reported to Passed the | Reported to | Passed the "
Estimates, Law, 1804-'95, | Law, 1803-'04,
Title. the House, House, the Senate, Senate, : ' :
155 amount. amount. amount. amount. amount. Smount.
Agriculture....... 843, $3,180,643.06 | #3,215,643.06 | £3,208,183.06 | $4,225, 188,06 | $3, 222 023.06 £3, 323, 500, 00
N v et 25, 332, 018, 52 23, 568, 68 | 23,580,924.68 | 23,0035,384.€8 | 23,611,384.68 | 23,502, 884.68 24,225, 689. 78
Diplomatic and co; 638, 76 1,511,738.76 1,500, 738.76 1,580, 438. 76 1,501, 218. 27 1,543, 918.76 1,557, 445. 00
District of 5, 381, 473,91 5,157,673.57 | 5,200,473.57| 5,854,584.57 | 5,887,088.57 | 5,544, 508.57 b, 413,223, 01
Fortifieation....... 7, 438, 413. 00 2,219, 654. 00 2,224, 054.00 2,779, 104. 00 2, 836, 604. 00 2,427, 004. 00 2. 210, 055. 00
Indian...... , 931, 156, 61 6, 611,260, 78 6, 735, 518. 90 9, 8327, 386. 60 9, 404, 248, 49 9,320, 648. 49 7,83, 240. 28
slative, etc.. | 22,810,510.33 21,086,923.20 | 21,105,787.20 | 21,348,739.79 | 21,578,315.70 | 21,308, 205.79 21. 863, 802. 81
Military Academy.. 463, 183, 58 401,283. 08 401, 283. 08 410, 208. 08 410, 203, 08 406, 523, 08 432, 656. 12
P £ i S 27,875,914. 02 25, 280, 930, 27 | 25,339,580.27 | 25,215,080.27 | 25,437,105.30 | 25, 327,126.72 , 104, 051. 38
Pension ...... | 162,631,570.00 | 151,581,570, 00 | 151,581,570, 00 | 151,581, 570. 00 | 15,581,570, 00 | 151,581,570.00 | 166,531, 350, 00
Post-Officed ._.... 90, 309, 485. 33 ,470,599.55 | 87,240, 599.55 | 87,236,500.65 | 67,236,509, 55. 1 236, 599. 55 , 004,
River and harbor €7, 625, 000, 00 9, 458, 689. 56 9, 638, 680,56 | 12,771,180.00 | 12,946,650.00 | 11,443, 180.00 (d)
BURATY CIYIE 351 oo v arramimion ps fa s bR s 34, 966, 002. 81 82,308, 642,80 | 82,523,883.80 | 85,001,685.70 | 36,202,165.70 | 84,209,776.05 | €41,716,311.15
3 T AL BB e e e s S 895,232,100.93 | 369,837,703, 40 | 370,209, 846, 52 | 379,081, 004. 15 | 382, 748, 367. 49 | 377,223, 143.75 | 381,238, 409,75
Urgent deflciency, recoinage sllver coins, etc. 300, 000. 00 800, 000. 00 306, 000. 00 306, C00. 00 806, 000. 00 -
Further urgent deficiency, assistant custo-
YA B e e e 838, 000. 00 338, 000. 00 370, 588. 33 70, 588, 33 870, 588, 33
Further urgent deficiency, customs, census,
T S e e s 1,651,800.81 | 1,889,455.86 | 1,880,455.86 | 1,880,455.86 | 1,968,470.86
Further urgent deficlency, Un
COMFLS, BE - oooooomocseolecons s cons 717,012, 627. 31 338, 958, 00 338, 958. 00 453, 278. 00 453,278, 00 768,278, 00 | [ 922:277,086, 38
Further urgent deficiency, engraving an i
printing, courts, etc g 1,237,255.668 | 1,242,255.606 | 1,785,880.66 | 1,842,304.66 | 1,854, 804,66
Further urgent deficie.
R 350, 000. 00 350, 000. 00 850, 000. 00 350, 000. 00 350, 000, 00
Deficiency 1804 and prior ye = 4,890, 593. 78 5, 005, 032. 58 7,910,219, 96 7,939, 551. 41 6, 202, 903. 91
MOl s e | 412,244,737.24 |  378,044.497. 15 | 879, 673, 548. 62 | 393, 046, 525.06 | 395, 899, 545. 75 | 389, 043, 689,51 | 403,515, 586. 11
73T T R B el DR TR S el B0 ¢ IR SR L Rl e 550, 000. 00 520,499, 18
Total, regular mualaptgropﬂation.s.... po iR i hi e O e e N T e e R S e msssaese-n--| 380,563, 680.51 | 404,038, (85, 29
Permanent annual appropriations. ............ Foale Bl YL e R e e e e A L IR SR R101, 074, 680. 00 | £108, 468, 273.92
Grand total, and permanent an-
nual appropriations ... B B L T e e e B E e e 490, 668,360.51 | 512, 504,350.21

4 One-half of the amounts for the District of Columbia payable by the United States, except amounts for the water department (estimated for 1805
at $265,083.03), which are payable from the revenues of the water department. & Includes all expenses of the tal service payable from postal reve-
nues and out of the Treasury. ¢Thisis the amount estimated for rivers and harbors for 1895, exclusive of 4,845,000 required to meet contracts author-
ized by law included in the sundry civil estimates. * The amount that can be profitably expended " in that fiscal year, as reported by the Chief of Engi-
neers, is $43,760,611. [Book of Estimates for 1895, pages im—lm"; d No river and harbor bill was passed for 1804, but the sum of 814,166,153 was included
the sundry civil act to carry out contracts authorized by law for river and harbor improvements. ¢ This amount includes #14,166,133 to carry out con-_
tracts authorized by law for river and harbor improvements, and for improvements under the Mjssisai&)pl River and the Missouri River Commissions.

This amount includes £3,074,646.14 judgments, and claims audited and certified as due the several Pacific railroad companies. ¢ This amount includes
4,149,724.85, deflciency for pensions for the fiscal year 1803. A No amount is included in the estimates of permanent annual appropriations for 1895 for
bounty on s , for the reason stated in the following note on page 267, Book of Estimates for 1805: **NoTE.—The Secretary of the Treasury having
recommended the repeal of the sulﬁzr bounty law, no estimate is submitted for the fiscal year 1895. In case the law is not repealed, £11,000,000 will be re-
quired for the purpose, which sho be added to the sum total to the estimates for 1895."" i This is theamount submitted by the Secretary of the Treas-
ury in the annual estimates for the fiscal year 1894, the exact amount appropriated not being ascertainable until two years after the close of the fiscal year.
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ExHmIT C.

Imports and exports of merchandise of the United States, 1554 o 1894,
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TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Bureau of Statistics, July 27, 1894,

WORTHINGTON C. FORD, Chief of Bureau.

ExHIBIT D.

Receipts and expenditures of Lhe Government.
RECAPITULATION OF BEVENUE BY FISCAL YEARS.
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Examarr D—Continued.
Receipts and expenditures of the Governmeni—Continued. !
RECAPITULATION OF EXPENDITURES BY FISCAL YEARS—continued.
Civil and miscellaneous.
Promi: War Depart- |Nayy Depart- Interest b e
mium on ar Depar a Ly rest on other -
Yeat. loans and  [Other civiland e Y ar Indians: Pensions. | o ept: [tures, including) SORT POCREY
. miscella- premium. sinking fund
neous items.
086. 8§37, 082, 735. 90 | §14,050,035.96 | $5,277,007.22 | 827,963,752.27 | §97,124,511.58 | 8238, 660, 008,93 468, 010.05
53,177,703, 57 32,154,147.85 | 17,365,801, 37 4, 620, 280. 28 || 27,187,019.08 | 102, 500,874, 65 236, 064, 328. 80 17,012,634, 57
T41, 555. 49 40, 425, 660. 15, 125, 120. 84 5,208,109.08 | 55,121,482, 39 | 105, 327, 049.00 206, 947, 882, 53 723, 662. 99
54, 713,529,786 38,116,016.22 | 13,530,084.74 5,945, 457.09 | 56,777, 174. 44| 95,757, 575.11 267,642, 957.78 78,004, 617. 41
B4, 416, 824,71 40, 466, 460.55 | 15,686, 671 66 6,514,161.00 | 50,050,270.63| 82,508, 741,19 260,712, 887, 59 74,489, 351. 056
57,219,750.98. 43,570,404.19 | 15,032,046 26 9,736,747.40.| G1,345,108.95 | 71,007,4208.79 257,981, 439. 57 60, 137, 855, 65
68, 678, 022. 21 48,911,382.:03 | 15,283,437.17 | 7,302,500.2%'| 65,012,5:8.64 | 59,160,131.25 | 285,408, 137.54 | 44 807,256,906
70,920, 483. 70 | 30,429,603.36 | 17,202,0601. 44 6,475,099.20 | 55,429,228.00 | b54,578,878.48 244,126, 244. 33 46,790, 229, 50
87,404, 258,33 4. 42,670,578.47 | 18,021,079, 67 6, 552,404,063 | 56,102,267.40 | 51,386, 250, 47 260, 228, 985. 11 45, 604, 035. 43
74, 166,020, 85 34,824, 162.74 | 13,907,887.74.1 6,009,158.17 | 63,404, 564:03 | 50, 145.97 242 483, 138.50 44,551,043.38
B85, 264, 825, 50. 38,561,025.85° | 15,141,126.80 6,194,522.60° | 75,029,101.70 | 47,741,577.25 267,032,179, 97 47,803, 248. 15
72,952, 260, B0 38,522,480.11 | 16,026,437, 65 6,240,307:87 | 80,288,508, 77 | 44,716,007 47 267,924, 801. 18 43,732, 550. 00
80, 664,064, 26 44, 4385, 270,85 | 21, 378, B09. 31 6,802 207,78 | 87,024 799.11 | 41,001, 484.29 200, 288, 078. 25 30, 063, 173. 35
B1, 403, 258. 49 44,582, 838.08 | 22 006,206.24 8, 708, 046. 67 | 106,086, 855,07 | 36, 009, 284. 05 318,040, 710. 08 33, 847,830, 50
110, 048, 167. 49 48,720,065.01 | 26,113,800, 46 8, 527, 460.01 ]24,&,'951.40 37, 547, 185. 87 365, 773, 905. 35 44,008,111.387
99, 841, 998, 61 46, 895,4506.80°| 20,174,138 08 | 11,150,577.67.| 134, 052.79| 23,378,116:23 345,023, 330. 58| ' 87,574, 170.98
103,732,799, 27 49,641,778.47° | 350,130,084.43 || 18,345, 347,27 , 357, 567.87 | 27,204,302.18 853, 477, 054.49 6,703, 744. 50
..... [+ 101,943, 884, 07 b4, 5607,920.85 | 81,701,208.79 | 10,203, 481.52 | 141,177,284.90 | 27,841, 405.64 867, 525, 270. 83 58720

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Warrant Divigion:

* Expenditures in excess of revenue.

t+Excess supplied from cash in the Treasury.

ExHIBIT E.
Condition of the Treasury for the four-year periodsending Maroh 1, 1885, March 1, 1559, March 1, 1893, and for sizteen months ending July 1, 1504,
March 1, 1881, to | March 1, 1885, to | March 1, 1889, to | Marck1,1883,to
~ March 1, 1885, March 1, 1889, March 1, 1803 March 1, 1804
Avwailable cash balan & beginning-of each 8170, B17, 436. 69 159, 350, 508, 41 8183, 827, 190. 20 B124, 128,087.88
Bsoai‘pg?nm mtm‘.::.?nm&lm 1,487:?49. 110. 87 1,451, 661, 246. 74 1,540,225, 448. 25 422, 147,840, 48
National-bank red A T e i e I S b e by, S e €L AR 68, 671, 039, 25 17,453, 853. 00
Five per cent loan, cipal and premium s 0 AT TR NI, | B b N Wy 58,633, 205,71
Total available.... 1, 658, 5686, 547, 06 1, 011, 017, 753. 15 1,792,723, 677. 89 622, 363, 084. 07
275, 816, 227. 84 817, 070,407. 91 386, 152, 128. 7% 184, 165, 658, 61
173, 307, 251. 55 154, 442, 268. 20 188, 968, 268, 01 70, 115, 973. 80
68,416, 599, 83 |, 66, 474, 108. 82 103; 260, 176, 54 , 550, 374, 71
29, 678, 240. 95 24, 861, 517. 36 36, 029, 664, 36 112,912.65
234,522, 400,16 316, 546, 814. 50 438, 132, 532,83 567,478, 65
241, 178, 532 52 . 187,823, 251.08 |/ 128,745, 242.72 84,261, 607, 47
480, 246, 511. 10 863, 858, 082, 81 202, 601, 254. 02 483, 560, 20
46, 898, 978, 00 13,354, 298, 75
Total expenditures .. oo 1,408, 235 859,08 | 1,480,076,460.36 | 1,070,878, 247.13 505, 220, 782. 94
BIping: sl T . 160, 310, 637, 08 180,941,292, 70 122, 345, 430, 76 117, 142,203 13
ExHIsir F.
Satement of United States bonds purchased from March 1, 1835, to Murch 1, 1893,
Principal. Premium paid. | Interest saved.
From Marehl, 1 to March.1, 1889:
Four 88,5_' =ll== = §56, 726, 550. 00 - $15, 604, 309. 79 827, 450,250, 22
b o irig Gl L gy e e e S S S Rl s SRS AT SR R e e 87,157, 800. 00 6,772,813.82 B, 882, 279. 16
T B S RN A e L e e Bt s ] L i i s il il b e s M Ak 148, 884,350, 00 22,377,123.:11 32,832, 538, 38
From March 1, 1889, to March 1, 1873: -
FOUDDOTDENEA . ..o oo o s i s et ooE e 121, 615, 950. 00 30, 666, 138. 50 53, 506, 460, 6T
Four and a half percents. 111, 873, 000. 00 3,225,388.08 1,756,023, 84
T e o B L o et o e o e PR B e 233, 588, 950,00 33,891, 526, 67 55, 352, 493. 51

Mr. SAYERS. Iask the adoption of the report.

Mr. DUNPHY. Before that, I would like to ask the chair-
man.of the committee a quaat.fun. with his consent. I find on
page G4-of the bill as reported by the Senate this provision:

And the clerks of the United States court may act as United States com-
missioners without. receiving additional compensation for their services
from the United States.

I see from the report that the Senate has receded from that
amendment.

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir:

Mr. DUNPHY. I would like to know the reason why?

Mr. SAYERS. Waoell, they receded, in the first place, because
it is legislation on a general deficiency bill; and I am one of those
who do not believe that there should lsﬁgalation On an appro-

riation bill, In the second E!we, itis believed that under the

w passed at this Congress there was embodied a provision that
no one man shall hold two offices unless hereafter or heretofore
specially authorized to do soj and. I was informed that there
was alaw which authorized this-clerk to act as commissioner. I
think these are the facts in connection with the matter, al-

though I do not pretend to speak with absolute accuracy:

Mr. DUNPHY. I desired to have the explanation appear in -
‘some question has come up between the

the RECORD,

members of the House on this poin

b

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman understands me to say, how-
pretend to speak with absolute accuracy on

Mr. DUNPHY. I understand that.
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. TARSNEY). The questionis
on the adoption of the conference roport.
The report was adopted.
On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the: last
vote was laid on the table.
Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I will ecall the attention
of my colleague on: the committee, the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. CANNON], to the remaining question at issue, and ask how
much time he would like to have in discussing that matter?

aever, that I donot
the subject.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois.

we will not occupy very long:

Mr. SAYERS

A MeuMBER. What is the amendment?
Mr. SAYERS. Itis the amendment of the Senate appropri-

Well, I can not tell exactly; but
.. Well, say a half hour on each side.
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ating $1,800,000, in round numbers, to pay the Southern Pacific
Company.

Mr. CJ{NNON of Illinois. I will say to the gentleman from
Texas it seems to me as this is the last appropriation bill to be

—I suppose about the last piece of legislation Congress

will enact—

Mr. COGSWELL. Oh, no; there are four tariff bills in the
Senate to be passed. !

Mr. CANNON of Illinois (continuing). I think that a half
hour on this side would be enough, although I would prefer not
to be limited in that way.

Mr. SAYERS. We want to get through with the discussion-

of this matter with a view to adjourning.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think we can get throughina
half hour, but I hope the gentleman will not regard it as abso-
lutely necessary to close up the time definitely. I think my
friend from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] desires some time, and per-
haps other gentlemen. The length of debate will depend alittle
on the course it takes. I think we can get through by 5 o'clock.

Mr, SAYERS. I suggest that we fake a vote at twenty min-
utes to 5.

Mr. HENDERSON of Towa. Lwillnotoccupy very much time.

Mr. SAYERS. . Iwill divide the time with you. Iask consent
that debate be closed at twenty minutes to 5.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think youhad better let it alone,
We will get through sooner.

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. There will be no trouble about
that.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think if the gentleman will just
let the debate run along, we can close it up more quickly than
if we make an agreement.

Mv. SAYERS. Mr.Speaker,I first desire to have the amend-
ment read.

The Clerk read as follows:

T'o the Southern Pacific Company, 81,809,5639.70.

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield twenty minutes to the
gentleman from California [Mr. MAGUIRE].

[Mr. MAGUIRE addressed the House. See Appendix.]

Mr. DALZELL. Do I understand the proposition to be one
for the payment of any judgment in favor of the Central Pacific
Railroad Company?

Mr. SAYERS. This bill proposes to pay a judgment in favor
of the Southern Pacific.

Mr. DALZELL. I understand; but there are judgments ex-
isting in favor of the Central Pacific Railroad which, as I under-
stand, this bill does not propose to pay. That is true, is it not?

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir.

Mr. DALZELL. This bill Eroposes to pay a judgment of the
Southern Pacifie, which is the lessee of anumber of roads, among
others the Central Pacific, but not for services on the Union Pa-
cific or any of the nonaided lines,

Mr. SAYERS. That is so. ]

Mr. DALZELL. Then the pro%ositlon of the gentleman from
California is that we shall punish this innocent company, be-
tween whom and the Government no relation exists.

Mr. OUTHWAITE. TLeave out the word *' innocent.”

Mr. MAGUIRE, The same men own it.

Mr. DALZELL. They are separate organizations, and this
Government has connection with them.

Mr. MAGUIRE., This same set of men promoted and incor-
porated the Southern Pacific Company in Kentucky for the pur-

of using it as a cover for the diversion of these funds and
earnings of the Central Pacific road.

Mr. DALZELL. All of which would have been good matter
to present in a trial of the cause.

Mr. MAGUIRE. No, sir; because the Central Pacific Com-
pany would have had a legal right to recover if it had sued.

M}r". DALZELL. I would like to know why not?

Mr. MAGUIRE. Because the Supreme Court, in the case of
the United States against the Union Pacifie, held that these
fraudulent diversions could not give rise to a cause of action or
suit in equity in favor of the Government until the obligations
of the Central Pacific Railroad Company to the Government
ghall have matured.

Mr. DALZELL. I understand the decision.

Mr.SAYERS. How much time does the gentleman from I1li-
nois want?

Mr. DALZELL. Why, I am told there are 30,000 stockhold-
ers in the Southern Pacific Railroad Cormpany.

Mr. MAGUIRE. Where is the evidence of that?

Mr. DALZELL. The evidence is quite as good as the evi-
dence the gentleman has furnished. .

Mr.MAGUIRE. The attorney of the company does notsay so.

Mr. SAYERS. How much time shall I yield to the gentle-
man from Illinois?

Mr. CANNON of Illinois.
desire to have some time.

Mr. SAYERS. How much time does the gentleman from
Iowa desire?

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I cannot tell exactly, butI think
not over ten or fifteen minutes.

Mr. SAYERS. Will fifteen minutes satisfy the gentleman?

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I think that will cover my ne-
cessities. If I need more, I shall get it.

Mr. SAYERS. 1 I¥iei|1 the gentleman filteen minutes.

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, as a member of
the Committee on Appr?riations. it is x:g duty to explain
this matter as I understand it. We have had repeated hearings
before the Committee on Appropriations in respect to this su
ject. Now, let us not have any confusion in this discussion.

t us know exactly what we are talking about. This amend-
ment provides $1,809,538.70 to be paid to the Southern Pacific
Railroad Company. Fix that in your minds. For what is that
payment to be made? For carrying troops, mails, and freight
for the Government of the United States. Is there any contro-
versy between the Government and the Southern Pacific Rail-
way Company as to the rates? None whatever. They have
always been able to agree as to the compensation to be paid for
the work done by the Southern Pacific Railroad. There is not
to-day pending a single issue between the Government and that
railroad company, not one.

Fix another point in you minds. The amount covered by this
amendment, inserted in the bill by the Senate without a dissent-
ing voice, is all in judgment. Suit has been brought for these
amountsand they are coveradﬂ]:'bg judgmentsin the Federal courts
and every question has been udged by the highest triba
in this country. So much for that.

Now, an attempt has been made, I think, to confuse the House
by a discussion of the Central Pacific Railroad and its relations
to the Government. The Central Pacific and the Union Pacific
Railroads are roads that were aided by the issue of Government
bonds, the amountaggregating, [ believe, without interest, some
$27,000,000. The amount covered by this amendment for the
Southern Pacific Railroad Company is for work done and for
money earned wholly by nonaided railroads. Not a single Gov-
ernment bond was issued to one of the railroads that performed
this work.

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Is it not a fact, well known in the
history of these railroads, that the Southern Pacific Road is
owned by the Central Pacific Company, and that it was created
out of the tgroﬁt-a of the Central Pacific, which were diverted
to the Southern Pacific? And is there not now pending litiga-
tion between the Government and the Central Pacific and its
owners to recover money that they owe the Government by rea-
son of the aid extended to them?

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I do notso understand it at all.
Let me read at this point from the hearings on this subject be-
fore the Committee on Appropriationsa question which I put to
Judge Payson and his answer. There are many gentlemen here
who remember the attitude of Judge Payson in this House on
these railroad questions, and I voted with him in everyinstance
when a vote was taken for the forfeiture of the railroad land
grants. Here is a question that I put to him when he was re-
cently before the Committee on Appropriations:

Mr. HENDERSON. One other matter, becanse I am quite interested and we
have gone into this thing more comprehensively than before, in order to
bring ug a question which has appeared in the discussion, as I am not clear
as to what was done, and that is In relation to theidea that Governor Sayers
brought out when he made clear from your answers that the same men own-
mf the Central Pacific own the Southern Pacific.

t has been stated that the funds derived from the sale of Government
bonds for the construction of the Central Pacific were diverted by the man-

ment of the Central Pacific for the purchase of lines and for the construc-
?E)en of lines of the Southern Pacific system, and that therefore an equity
arises affecting the whole Southern Pacific as an offset, or equitable offset,
to the clalmns againstthe Government for transportation, etc. Now, I want

ou to state whether that question has ever been investigated and decided
court, or in anyway adjudicated.

Judge PAvYsoN. I will answer first in a general way, and In the letter
which 1 will prepare and send you Iwﬂllglve you a citation of the book and
'ps%a where you will find a brief of it. rst, I will state that every dollar
which the Government alded the Central Pacific system was
road. The entire amount of both the bonds furnished by the Government,
£27,000,000, and the bonds issued by the railroad company, which were also
$27,000,000, was sold on the market forgold. At that time, if you remember,
the currency of California and west of the Rocky Mountains was in gold.

The official reports show that out of that amount of 54,000,000 there was
realized only forty-odd millions—between £40,000,000 and £41,000,000 in gold.
That had to stand the ghaving: p’m understand as to that. So there was
expended in cash on the Central Pacific system bet ween £42,000,000 and £43,-
000,000 of cool cash in its construction before it commenced its practical

operation. More money was expended upon this road than was realized
from both sets of bonds. I will refer you to the book and page.

Now, if 854,000,000 was expended upon this road and the Gov-
ernment aid was 827,000,000, it would require a smart mathema-
tician to demonstrate that there was a diversion of 52,000,000
or $52,000,000 or any other sum to build the Southern Pacific.

I do not know; several gentlemen
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Here is J udge Payson’s statement in the brief which he sub-
sequently filed:

The report of the Pacific Railroad Commission of 1887 shows fully that
there has been no im?roper diversion of funds by the Central Pacific Com-
Eimy. and that every ;%al requirement has been met and satisfied; that no

vidends have been paid in violation of law, page 111; no diversion of earn-
ings through constructive mileage accounts.

So much for the information that was furnished the committee
on that point, and Judge Payson stated further that there was
nothing now in controversy between the Southern Pacific and
the Government. If there is anything I have no knowledge of
it. I have only the information that we derived from the in-
vestigation we have made as a committee.

Now, let me say another thing. It is true, as Judge Payson
stated before our committee, that the chief owners of the South-
ern Pacific are the same men who are the chief owners in the
Central Pacific.

But [ am assured that in the Central Pacific Railroad Com-
pany, as was shown before the committee of which the gentle-
man from Pennsylvnnia [Mr. REILLY] is chairman, there are
some 10,000 stockholders, and that there are many thousands
more in the Southern Pacific. Bear in mind that the whole at-
tempt here is to keep back payment from the Southern Pacific
on prineciples which might apply to the Central Pacific.

e Central Pacific being a bond-aided road, the statement is
made (and it isamatter that has occupied my mind and troubled
me not a little) that as the bonded indebtedness of that road
will fall due or commence falling due in 1895, and they admit
that they can not pay it, it might be well for us to hold back
what is due to the Central Pacific road until that indebtedness
matures, so that we may put it in as an offset.

But no such consideration can apply in the case of the South-
ern Pacific Road. If we were to-day in such a position thatthe
bonds of the Central Pacific Road were due, there is no offset
that can apply to the Southern Pacific or any of the branches
that are ent.it{eﬂ to this $1,900,000. Then why put this off? We
should not have the benefit of any offset even if the time were
come for a settlement between the Governmentand the Central
Pacific Road.

But there is another consideration. Granting the stockhold-
ers, and the largest stockholders are common to both these lines,
the one line aided, the other nonaided, what follows? If I owe
a thousand dollars to the gentleman from California [Mr. MA-
GUIRE] and the gentleman from Texas, Governor SAYERS, owes
me a thousand dollars, does it follow that T can not settle with
the gentleman from Texas because the gentleman from Cali-
fornia has some arrangement with me? For my part, I can not
understand such logic. I see no reason in if.

Here is another point that I want to impress upon this body.
We have already been paying this very class of claims to the
Southern Pacific Railroad Company. Indeed, I believe we are
paying them now. And I call attention to a circular which
was issued by Secretary Fairchild June 4,1886. Prior to that
time there had been a general holding up of payments in re-
gard to these railroads; then after matters were settled by the
Supreme Court, he issued this circular:

The attention of the accounting ofcers of the Treasury Department is in-
vited to the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in the case
of The United States, nggellams. v4. The Central Pacific Rallroad Company,

endar October term, 1885, rendered May 10, 1888, as

res%ondentﬂ. No. 1201, ¢
to the right of the Government to withhold and apply under the Thurman
act the compensation due the Central Pacific Railroad Company—

This applies even to the Central Pacific road—

for transportation and other services for the Government over the non-
aided portions of the lines owned, leased, or operated by such company, and
h ter the accounts and claims of the company for such services will be
settled, adjusted, and paid in conformity to such declsion.

All Department circulars heretofore issued upon the subject are modified
accordingly.

. C. 8. FAIRCHILD, Acting Secretary.

Under that order a large amount of these earnings was paid
even to the Central Pacific Railroad Company. When Mr. Har-
rison came in as President a temporary suspension of that order
was had, on the advice of an officer of the Department of Jus-
tice. But there was no revocation of the order, as Iunderstand;
there was merely a suspension until another question, not pre-
viously raised, in regard to these claims could be settled. That
question was raised in the Court of Claims and unanimously de-
cided against the Government; and so clear was the case that
no one thought it necessary to appeal; no appeal has ever been
taken, and the time for appeal has long since gone by.

Thus it will be seen that the Central Pacific Company cuts
no figure in this case. That company is not here. No aided
line is covered by this proposition. The only question now is
whether Congress shall exercise a power, which I grant it may
exercise, the power of refusing to an an honest debt. The
question is whether the Government will sst to the people of

the country the example of not paying debts that are justly due
for services faithfully rendered, there being no controversy as
to the legality of the claim.

[Here the hammer fell.]

Mr, HENDERSON of Iowa. Justa word more.

Mr. SAYERS. I yield the gentleman a few moments more.

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I believe for one
that the Government ought not to be adding to the distress, al-
read_{omounta.in high, upon the railroad systems of the country.
I believe in holding the railroads toa strict accountability to the
people. Ihavevoted for the mostradical fropoait.ions that have
come before Congress to so hold them. I believe in that doe-
trine. But with our railroads passing one after another into
bankruptey, and when they do so are throwing armies of laboring
men out of employment, is it wise policy to hold back this sum
of nearly $2,000,000 honestly earned, the work having been well
done by a line of road which never had a dollar of aid from the
United States Government? I state the facts; and this House
can do as it pleases.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois rose.

Mr. SAYERS. How much time does the gentleman from Il-
linois want?

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. There area number of gentlemen
here who want to speak.

Mr. SAYERS. 1 will yield to the gentleman if he will state
what time he wants.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman yields to me, I
will yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
DALZELL].

Mr. SAYERS. I donot yield the floor to the gentleman. I
have asked him how much time he wants?

Mr. CANNON of Iilinois. Oh, 1 do not know. The gentle-
man [rom Pennsylvania wants ten minutes; the gentleman from
New York [Mr. PAYNE] ten, and I may want ten or fifteen min-
utes myself.

Mr. SBAYERS. Well, I yield thirty minutes to the gentle-
man from Illinois, and he can parcel out that time as he
chooses.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. All right. I would be glad to
hear from the gentlemen, however, on the other side. But I
will yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL
for ten minutes.

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, the only interest I have in the
pending controversy at this time is largely a personal one. It
so happened that early in my service in Congress I was brought
into a study of the relations existing between the United States
Government and the Pacifiec railroads; and in a discussion in the
Fifty-first Congress—in the second session of that Congress—I
strenuously resisted, so far as I could resist, an appropriation
then progosed for the payment of certain judgments which had
been rendered by the Court of Claims and affirmed by the Su-

reme Court of the United States, in favor of the Central Pacific

ilroad Company and against the Government.

It has been said in the course of this discussion that the posi-
tion I have assumed to-day, judging that position from the in-
terrogatories I ﬁ'opomded to the gentleman from California
[Mr. MAGUIRE], is inconsistent with the position I then assumed.
I do not think that it is so in any sense of the word; in fact, I
think it quite the contrary; and I desire to occupy the floor for
a few moments in order to establish that fact.

Now, what was the question before the Fifty-first Congress?
The question then presented was whether or not that Congress
should appropriate a sum of money for the payment of certain
judgments rendered in favor of the Central Pacific Railroad
Company against the Government. These judgments were ren-
dered for services performed by that company on the nonaided
lines, and were rendered in favor of the Central Pacific Com-
pany, because the Supreme Court had held that, under the
contract relations existing between the company and the Gov-
ernment, it had a right to be paid in full for all services ren-
dered upon the nonaided lines.

The situation then was this: There was a judgment in favor
of the Central Pacific Railroad Company against the Govern-
ment for services rendered on what is known as the nonaided
lines, for which services the Supreme Courtof the United States
said the company had a right to be paid in full. It was urged
here on the floor of the House that the judgment having been
so rendered, and there being no money due to the Government
from these companies at the time, we could notsetoff the amount
of money to be due by them in the future against the judgment
that they had already recovered. =

I conceded that principle; but [ stood on this prineiple: That
the Central Pacific Company having the judgment, was an in-
solvent company; that it had presented itself at the doors of
every Congress within my recollection declaring that when the




8554

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

Avgusrt 15,

time came to :f the $70,000,000 which it owed to the Govern-
ment of the t}) ted States it would be unable to meet its obli-
gations, and I stood on the proposition that a court of equity
would always grant an injunction to restrain an executiononthe
part of an insolvent judgment creditor issued against a party to
whom the insolvent would be bound to pay a greater sum of
money in the future.

That was the position I then assumed, and I stand on that

position and the principles it enunciates now. No man on
ﬁ:: floor of this House will go further than I will in resistance
of the payment, on the partof the United States,of a single dol-
lar to these subsidized railroads, whether for services rendered
on the subsidized portions of the lines orupon thenonaided por-
tions of the lines. But that is not the case here.

Mr. RILEY. 1f the gentleman will permit me, I think itis
exactly the case presented here, the only difference being, as 1
understand, that the judgments before were in the name of the
Central Pacific Railroad Company, whereas to-day they are in
the name of the Southern Pacific, its lessor, but for the same
services and over the same nonaided lines.

Mr. DALZELL. That is precisely the fallacy of the position
that is assumed by these gentlemen. The gentleman from Cal-
ifornia [Mr. MAGUIRE] says itis true the judgmentis notin favor
of the Central Pacific Railroad,but in favor of the Southern Pa-
cific. He says, however, that the stockholders of the Central
Pacific and the stockholders of the Southern Pacific Railroad
are one and the same.

Why, Mr. Speaker, is there any lawyer here who will have
the temerity to claim that identity of stockholders makes iden-
tity of corporations? If it were a defense that this is a
scheme on the part of the stoc ers of the Central Pacific
road, under cover of another corporatename, to recover a judg-
meunt against the Government of the United States, it was a
good defense to set up in court where the case was tried, but it
is no defense here; and because we refuse and still refuse, and
will eontinue to refuse to pay judgments, how many or how

rent it does not matter, rendered in favor of the subsidized

nes, is no reason why we should refuse to pay a judgment in
favor of another company for services rendered on roads not
aided by the Government and having no connection with the
subsidized lines.

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Now, if the gentleman from Penn-
s{lvania will allow me, had the Central Pacific Company under
the terms of its agreement with the Government in the first in-
stance the right to make leases with the Southern Pacific Com-
pany, or any other company to deprive the Government of ifs
opportunity to obtain serviees to be rendered, or which should
have been rendered to it under the terms of its creation?

Mr. DALZELL. I understand the services were rendered on
lines belonging to the Southern Pacifie Company, a company
whieh was not aided by the Government, and has no contract
with the Government at all.

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I thinkthe gentleman is mistaken
in that. The services in this case were rendered on branches
of w{sha Central Pacific which were leased by the Southern Pa-
cifie.

Mr, DALZELL. Oh, notatall.

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Iunderstand from the gggﬁeman
from Pennaylvania [Mr. REILLY] chairman of the mittee
on Pacific Railroads, that that is the situation of the case.

Mr. REILLY. Thatis the way I understand it.

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Now,I want to ask as to the valid-
ity of this lease made withoutthe consent of the General Gov-
ernment.

Mr, DALZELL. I can nok upon that question.

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. they had no power to make that
lease without the consent of the General Government, then we
are under no obligations to deal with them.

Mr. DALZELL. That is too big a question for me to pass on
now. If your position is correct, why do you simply include in
this appropriation bill the judgment rendered in favor of the
Southern Pacific Compa.nf? Why do you not put in
the judgments rendered in favor of the Central Pacific Rail-
road Company that are yet unpaid? b

Mr. OUTHWAITE. You understand that this amendment
was put into the bill at the other end of this building.

Mr. DALZELL. I understand, butthey must be consistent.

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, but they are not consistent.

Mr. DALZELL. The mere fact that they have v]iamviied for
the payment of this judgment and have not provided for the
others is a declaration upon their part that there is a funda-
mental distinction between the Central Pacific judgment and
this judgment. As I stated when I started, I have no interest
in this matter except that I want to ba consistent; and if any
gentleman ean uonvfnce me that the ground I now occupy is not

the ground I occupied in the Fifty-first Congress, I will go baclk
to that ground.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I wish the Chair, at
the end of ten minutes, would call me down.

This is a Senate amendment that provides for the payment of
a judgment rendered in favor of the Southern Pacific Railroad
Company for carrying the mails and transportation of Govern-
ment troops over the Southern Pacific Railroad—not the Cen-
tral Pacific Railroad—prior to 1889.

Sinee the passage of the Thurman act the Central Pacifio

, which was built by Governmentaid and a loan of Gov-
ernment bonds, performed services over its line which have
never been paid for, but under the laware held to reimburse the
Government for the debt of that road hereafter to accrue.

But there came up a question between the Government and
the Central Pacifie road, that was then o ting itself and
also operating certain leased lines built without Government
aid, as to whether payment could be recovered for the service to
the Government upon those lines, or whether under the law
such earnings could be held by the Government to reimburse it
for debts hereafter to accrue from the Central Pacific. Railroad.
Well,some said one thing and some said another. The question
went to the Supreme Court of the United States, and was fully
argued by way of ap from the Court of Claims, and the Su-
preme Court of the United States, construing the Pacific rail-
road laws and the Thurman act, said that for services performed
on the nonaided lines they wereentitled to pay. The judgment
was rendered and is sfill unpaid. That judgment is not only
unpaid, but is not on this bill.

n 1885 or 1886, I am not sure which, a new corporation was
organized, the Southern Pacific Railroad Comm, and they
proceeded to build railroads and bridges, and to d, own, and
acquire 2,000 miles of railroad in that system. The Central Pa-
cific Railroad is less than 1,000 mileslong. Now, from that time
up to 1889, on these 2,000 miles of railroad, owned and ted
by the Southern Pacific Railroad Com y they carried our
mails and troops until we owed them 81,800,000, e Southern
Pacific Railroad went into the courts and got judgment, which
was finally adjudicated. This is on the Southern Pacifie, wpon
its own lines, not upon the Central Pacific at all. Z

Now, the gentleman from California [Mr. MAGUIRE] can talk.
The gentleman from Texas and the tleman from Ohio can
talk, and I can talk about this question and that guestion and
the other guestion, but the colirdinate branch of the Govern-
ment, the Supreme Court of the United States, was created to
settle questions, and when it has solemnly settled them and ren-

dered a judgment, that is the last guess, and is the guess that
binds evaré ody.
Mr. MA

UIRE. Will the antlaman allow aquestion?
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. rtainly.

Mr. MAGUIRE. Would it not be perfectly true if you owed
one of your colles 82,000 immediately maturing, and he
owed you 10,000 to mature within a few days after judgment
was rendered; would not the court be bound to render judg-
ment in his favor upon the note against you, notwithstandin
the greater obligation in your favor about to fall due? That is
the situation here.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is not the sifuation; and the
gentleman doesnot state it fairly when he states it to be the sit-
uation. Notatall. The Southern Pacific Railroad system is an
entirely different systemfrom the Central Pacific. 1t was built
independent of the Government. The Government never aided
in its construction. It has differentstockholders from the Cen-
tral Pacific in part.

Mr. MAGUIRE. Didnot the Governmentaid it to the extent
of a grant of saveral millions of acres in aid of its construction?

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes. I statedthatithadnotaided
it in the issue of bonds. It aided the Northern Pacific and
10,000 miles of other roads; but that is not the question. The
Southern Pacific Railroad owns 2,000 miles of road, has built and

id for its construction, and it has its own set of stockholders
independent of the Central Pactfic. I am told there are 20,000
of them. And now, after they have earned this money, and the
highest court of the land has rendered ajudgmentin their favor,
the gentleman seeks to come in here and muddy the water by

not correctly stating the situation. Now, one further matter.
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me to
ask him a question?
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly,

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois.
from? Is it an allowance for ¢
aided roads; and is it proposed to
debts and obligations of aided roads?

Mr. CANNON of Illineois. Oh,no; it is for money due by the
United States for carrying the mails on 2,000 miles of the South-

Where does this 81,800,000 come
ing the mails, etc., on non-
ld this as security for the
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ern Pacific Railroad, and notovera single foot of the Central Pa-
cific.

Mr. HEPBURN. Orver a nonaided road.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It has 2,000 miles of nonaided road,
having no connection with the Central Pacifie, but having dil-
ferent stockholders; and after exhaustive litigation the judg-
ment has been rendered.

Now, let me tell you another fact, and I hope I will have the
attention.of the gentlemen from California, Ohio, and Texas.
Under Mr. Cleveland’s former Administration, a t of it, after
the decision of the Supreme Court, and under Mr. Harrison's
Administration, and under this Administration, and by our ag
propriations last Congress, and by Congresses before, and th

ngrees, we are paying money this day to this Southern Pa-
cific Railroad Company for carrying ourmails quarter by quarter.
You have appropriated for it in the army bill, in the naval bill,
and you have appropriated forit in the Post-Office appropriation
bill: and in all these years we pay them every dollar that they
earn, 1; there is enough appropriated; and there is substantially
enough.

Th% SPEAKER pro tempore.

expired.
xﬁr. CANNON of Illinois. I will take two minutes more.

Now, I ean not say anything more about it. That is enough.
If the gentleman from Ohio and the gentleman from California
object to the payment of this claim after the money has been
earned, and after the Supreme Court has rendered a judgment,
pray, if you want to be consistent, why do you not withhold that
money, or why do you (ftarmit its payment for current services?
Why do you not amend this very amendment if you want fo do
that, and say that there shall be no money paid for services ren-
dered by the Southern Pacific Railroad?

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me to
ask him a question right there?

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly.

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Do I understand the gentleman
to say that the chairman of the committee, under the present
Administration, is reporting provisionsfor Kaying the Southern
Pacific Company for carrying the mails, the class of services
for which it refused to pay on a judgment—for carrying the
mails prior to 18797

Mr. CANNON of Illinois.
this amendment.

Mr. HEPBURN. Itis the same class of case.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It is the same thing.

Mr, HOPKINS of Illinois. Thht is what I wanted to find out.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The United States mails were car-
ried in 1883 or 1880, or parts of those years, and troops trans-

orted to the amount of $1,800,000, which the Southern Pacific

ilroad went into the court and recovered by a final judgment;
and in the last quarter and the quarter before, and for years be-
fore, we have been paying the same company for similar serv-
ices, and are doing if to-day.

Mr. HULICK. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a
question?

1Mg. MARSH. Will my colleague allow me to ask him aques-
tion? ;

Mr. CANNON of Tllinois. Well, I will; both.

Mr. HULICK. In the suitin which that judgment was ren-
dered was there any defense, legal or equitable, set up against
the pa‘;mant of the judgment bearing upon this defense now
setu
Mrl.JCANNON of Illinois. On which defense?

Mr. HULICK. The claim that the Central Pacific Railroad
Company would be insolvent, and that it could not pay.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. All the defenses were set up that
could be set up, I aporehend. I have not read the pleadings;
but I am satisfied that every defense wasset up.

Mr. MARSH. Thisis just what I want to ask my colleague.
The gentleman from California made the point, and it made
some impression upon my mind, that four individuals, and he
named them, are the owners of the Central Pacific, which rail-
road is abont to default to the United States.

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And it is sustained by the testimony

taken.

Mr. MARSH. I donot want to know anything from you. I
want my colleague to answer my question. The point the gen-
tleman from California made was that four certain men, whom
he named, are the owners, and the sole owners, of the Central
Pacific Railroad, and that the same four men are the owners of
the Southern Pacific Railroad. And hence he says, properly
as I believe, if his statement is correct, that what the Central
Pacific road owes the Government might, in equity, be set off

ainst what the Government owes the Southern Pacific. Now,
what is the fact? Are the same men the owners of the two cor-

A

The time of the gentleman has

We refuse to pay if we vote down

porations?

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. My colleague on the committee,
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], answered that
question in part.

Mr. MARSH. Well, will you not answer it in whole?

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. And I answer that, if
Judge Payson’s word can be taken, the stockholders of the two
companies are different. I have no doubt that there are some
stockholders common to each company; butall the stockholders
in one company are not all the stockholders in the other.

Mr., MARSH. Then the statement of the gentleman from
California is not correct.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I understand thaf it is not correct
if that gentleman intended to make that statement.

Mr. MAGUIRE. Judge Payson is contradicting the testi-
mony taken by the Pacific Railway Commission.

Mr. CANNON of Tllinois. Let us have the testimony, but in
your own time. Now, Mr. Speaker, even if it were so, it would
cutno figure. The corporations are different. Their debtors
and credifors are different, Each one of these roads is bonded.
The Southern Pacific Railroad, with its 2,000 miles of road, is
bonded. Its bonds were sold to build the road step b{ staﬂp
throuih Texas long after the Central Pacific was completed.
They have different interests. Their creditors are erent.
Their stockholders are different in part, as I am informed.

Mr. CULBERSON. Do I understand the gentleman to say
that they sold bonds to build the railroad through Texas?

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, well, the road runs through
Texas, and I made that as a general remark. I do not know
specifically that they sold bonds to build the partof the road
tﬁt runs through Texas; but T understand that the Southern
Pacific , in whole or in many of its branches, did sell
bonds for construetion purposes.

Mr.SAYERS. Will the gentleman yield to me a moment?

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the ﬁenﬂema.n has any special
knowledge on this subject I will yield o him.

Mr. CULBERSON. I would like to have three or four min-
utes on this question.

Mr. SAYERS. I will yield thegentleman fime.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If thegentleman has any informa-
tion on the subtjtascct) that I have not, I will yield to him.

Mr. CULBE N. I was simply asking the question for in-
formation.

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Ididnotmean United Statesbonds.

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gentle-
man from Iilinois [Mr. CANNON] and the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. DarzELL] have used about twenty-five minutes,
and the gentleman from Towa [Mr. HENDERSON]about filteen
minutes, making forty minutes altogether used on that side.
Now, I intend to move an adjournment at 5 o'clock—

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. You can not complete this matter
this evening.

Mr. SAYERS. Iam notgoing totry. I am going to submif
a proposition to the House. Iaskunanimousconsent that, after
the reading of the Journal to-morrow the debate on this amend-
ment be continued for an hour and a half, when the vote shall
be taken; the time for debate to be divided in proportion to the
consumption of time to-day; that is, those in favor of the amend-
ment having consumed forty-five minutes and those opposed to
it twenty minutes, each side shall have its proper proportion of
the remaining time.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. There is no disposition to prolong
the d'alba.t.e', but I think it would be better to let it run tem-

rarily.

lm]&t!.r. gAYERS. I would like to reach an agreement because
members will desire to know when they are required to vote.
I aslk consent that the debate continue now until 5 o’'clock and
for an hour and a half to-morrow inmediately after the reading
of the Journal—

Mr. CANNON ofIllinois. Why not say that you will not ask
a vote before half past 1 or half past 2? We on this side have
used a good deal of the time, and I do not know what may be
said on the other side that may require a reply.

Mr, SAYERS. Iam willing to give the gentleman time.

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. ell, the gentleman has it in his
power to move the previous question at any time. I will codp-
erate with him to close the debate as soon as it can be done
raa.soua.bl§

Mr. SAYERS. I believe I have the floor, Mr. Speaker,and I
do not want to yield it so that other motions may be made.
‘What I desire isto reach some fair and eguitable agreement be-
tween those whoarein favor of the Senate amendment and those
who are opposed to it. I do notwish to pressa vote unless with
the gonsent of the gentlemen who are in favor of the amend-
ment.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I can say nothing further than I
have said. There is no disposition on my part to occupy one
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minute of time for the mere purpose of consuming time, and I
will, to the best of my ability, codperate with the gentleman to
bring this matter to aspeedy vote, but I am not prepared at this
moment to saﬂgust how much time we require.

Mr. SAYERS. Will the %ent.leman agree that the vote be
taken at 2 o'clock to-morrow?

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will agree that I will notask the
gentleman to call for a vote before 2 o’clock. [Laughter.]

Mr. CULBERSON. There are afew of usover here that want
a little time.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman from New Hamp-
shire also wants ten minutes, and quite a number of gentlemen
over here want to be heard.

Mr. CULBERSON. I think we can get through by 2 o’clock.
% Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I hope so; but there is a morning

our.

Mr. SAYERS. No; I am going to call upthe report the first
thing after the reading of the Journal. -

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will agree to two hours and a
gr, this side to have an hour and the other side an hour and a

f

Mr. SAYERS. All right,sir. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that the debate on this question may be limited to two
hours and a half—one hour and a half to be used by those gen-
tlemen who are opposed to the Senate amendments, and the re-
maining hour by those who are in favor of those amendments,
the hour to be controlled by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
CANNON], and the hour and a by myself.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is, two hours and a half to-
MOrrow.

Mr. SAYERS. Perhaps the gentleman might be willing to
£0 On Now.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, I will not go on now. It is
quarter before 5.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. TARSNEY). The gentleman
from Texas asks unanimous consent that, after two hours and a
half of further debate, the previous question may be considered
as ordered and a vote be takén on the pendin% proposition. Is
there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

Mr. SAYERS. With the understanding that this conference
report will be called ? as soon as the Journal is read to-morrow,
I will move that the House adjourn.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same:

A bill(S. 2107) Franting to the Northern Mississippi Railway
Company right of way through certain Indian reservations in
Minnesota;

Joint resolution (H. R. 217) to continue the provisions of exist-
ing laws providing temporarily for the expenditures of the Gov-
ernment;

A bill (S. 2303) to authorize the construction of abridge across
the Conteninea Creek at Grifton, Lenoir County, N. C., and
establish it as a post-road; and

Joint resolution (8. R. No. 96) to extend the charter of the
Maryland and Washington Railroad Company.

WINNEBAGO INDIANS IN MINNESOTA.

Mr. PICKLER, by unanimous consent, reported back favor-
ably from the Committee on Indian Affairs the bill (H. R.7731)
for therelief of certain Winnebago Indians in Minnesota; which
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

The motion of Mr. SAYERS was then agreed to; and accord-
ingly (at 4 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS.

Underclause 2of Rule XIIT, private bills and resolutions were
severally reported from committtees, delivered to theClerk, and
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows:

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions:
A h{ll (H.R. 6985% granting a pension to William Armstrong.
{Re?ort No. 1438,

Also, a bill (S. 577) granting an increase of pension to Thomas
M. Chill. (Report No. 1416.)

Also, abill (H. R. 6461) togrant a pension to Mrs. MarﬂButton,
of Arkansas, widow ol Asa Button,deceased. (Report No. 1417.)

By Mr. HOUK, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill
iH. 1512) for the relief of Slater and William Cowart, of Ham-

Iton County, Tenn. (Report No.1439.)

Also, a bill (H. R. 7802) for the relief of William Pickett, ad-
ministrator of Jesse Pickett, late of Sequatchie County, Tenn.,
as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 3,
1883. (Report No. 1440.)

I

By Mr. BAKER or Kansas, from the Committee on Pensions:
A bill (8. 2056) granting a Eension to Ada J. Schwatka, widow
of the late Lieut. Frederick Schwatka. (Report No.1448.)

Also, a bill (H. R. 6663) granting an increase of pension to
Mrs. Annie E. Colwell. (Report No. 1449.)

PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, 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. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 7974) providing for the punish-
ment of persons falsely making, forging, altering, or counter-
feiting military and naval commissions or discharges or other
public records for the purpose of defrauding the United States
or deceiving the public,ete.—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 7975) to provide to whom con-
tracts for carrying the mails shall be awarded—to the Commit-
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 7976) to repeal section
4901 of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Judi-

ciary.

By Mr. McMILLIN: A bill (H. R. 7977) to amend the internal
revenue laws of the United States—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. PENDLETON of Texas: A resolution asking for a
:Inacia.l order providing for the consideration of a bill repealing

1 specific and differential duties on sugar—to the Committee
on Rules.

By Mr. HUDSON: A resolution calling for a committee to as-
certain the status of lands granted to railroads and other cor-
porations—to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. BLACK of Illinois: A resolution directing the Com-

mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures to report to the
House a bill providing for the Empar use and avail of the silver
in the Treasury, and asking the Committee on Rules to report
a rule providing for the consideration of said bill—to the Com-
mittee on Rules.
. By Mr. COGSWELL: A joint resolution (H. Res. 219) instruct-
ing the Secretary of War to return to the State of Massichu-
setts the flag of the T'wenty-third Regiment of Massachusetts
Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen-

sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R.

7948) granting a pension to Aloysius Oberle, and the same was
referred to the Committee on Pensions.

PRIVATE BILLS, ETC.

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

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R 7978) for the benefit of
Martin W. Greene—to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7979) for the benefit of Edward Lauten-
schlager—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 7980) granting an in-
crease of pension to Alvin I, Kimball—to the Committee on Pen-
sions. :

By Mr. COOMBS: A bill (H.R.7981) for the relief of Capt.
John T. Bruen, of the State of New York—to the Committee on
Claims.

By Mr. DURBOROW: A bill (H. R. 7982) for the relief of W.
L. Clifford, a letter-carrier in the Post-Office Department of the
United States—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H.R.7983) for the relief of Daniel
Cupples, Claiborne Wilson, J. B. King, and R. A. Mitchell—to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. KIEFER: A bill (H.R.7984) for the relief ol Mrs.
Celeste H. McCoy, widow of W. D. McCoy, deceased—to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. OATES: A bill (H. R. 7985) for the relief of R.R. Bar-
row, of Geneva County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana: A bill(H. R. 7936) to correct the
military record of Christopher Bolin—to the Committee on Mil-
itary Affairs., . :

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H.R. 7987) for the
relief of the estate of James Campbell, deceased, late of Jack-
son County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims,

By Mr. WILLIAMS of M[ssissi{)pi: A bill (H. R. 7988) for the
relief of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Pheenix,
Yazoo County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims.

-

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and
! pu.gera were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:
1 y Mr, BRODERICK: Petition of W. H. Griffith and 600 other
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citizens or Kansas City, Kans., against appropriating public
money for sectarian purposes—to the Committee on Indian Af-
fairs.

By Mr. COFFEEN (by request): Petition of 100 American
Railway Union members of Uinta County, Wyo., asking for im-
peachment proceedings—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. ENLOE: Papers to accompany the bill for the relief
of Daniels Cupples, Claiborne Wilson, J. B, King, and R. A.
Mitchell—to tll:e Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: Petition of Samuel Moore
and 54 other citizens of Grand Forks County, N. Dak., residing
near Turtle River, asking that John R. G. Karlen be relieved of
the contest now pending against his free claim, viz, the north-
west quarter of section 8, township 154, range 51, and that hebe
iillﬂwed to prove up on said land—to the Commiftee on the Pub-

ic Lands.

By Mr. MADDOX: Petition of William Hadaway, for a claim
against the Government—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. MEREDITH: Papers to accompany House bill 7966—
to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. PENCE: Resolutions of the taxpayers of Rio Blanco
County, Colo., urging that White River forest reservation be
abolished or very materially reduced—to the Committee on the
Public Lands.

Also, petition of the citizens of Colorado, for the impeach-
ment of the Attorney-General of the United States—to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

SENATE,
THURSDAY, August 16, 1894,

_ Prayer by Rev.J. H. M'CARTY, D. D., of the city of Wash-
ington.
The Jonrnal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. -

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O.
TowLES, its Chief Clerk,announced that the House had disagreed
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4605) grant-
ing chief justices of United States courts in Territories power to
appoint commissioners to take proof in land cases, etc.; agreed
to the conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing
votesof the two Hcuses thereon,and had appointed Mr. MCRAE,
Mr. SomeRs, and Mr. ELLIS of Oregon managers at the con-
ference on the part of the House.

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7668) to authorize
the St. Louis, Avoyelles anl Southwestern Railway Company to
bridge Bayou Des Glaises and Atchafalaya River, in the State
of Louisiana.

The messige further announced that the House had passed
the joint resolution (S. R. 101) providing for clerical assistance
in the health office of the Distriet of Columbia.

The message also announced that the House had passed the
g)llowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the

enate:

A bill (H. R. 7811) authorizing the El Reno Bridge Company
to construct a bridge across the South Canadian River, between
Blaine County, Okla., and the Wichita Indian Reservation;

A bill (H. R. 7839) to bridge the Newark Bay;

A bill (H. R. 7910) to amend *An act to provide for the inspec-
tion of live cattle, hogs, and the carcassesand products thereof,
which are the subjects of interstate commerce, and for other

urposes:” and

A bill (H. R. 7955) to perfect the title to a quarter section of
land in the town of Yuma, Colo.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House
had si%'ued the following enrolled bills; and they were there-
upon 8 fned by the Vice-President:

A bill (H. R.387) to authorize the construction of a life-saving
station at or near Rocky Point or East Marion, Long Island,
New York;

A bill (H. R. 859) for the relief of B. D. Greene;

A bill (H. R. 6038) to repeal House resolution numbered 104,
first session Fifty-first Congress, granting to Secretary of War
a permit to license to use a pier at mouth of Chicago River;

and _
A bill (H. R. 6060) to amend section 4833, Revised Statutes,
and for other purposes.
MEMORIALS.,
Mr. ALLISON presented the memorial of Robert Lipton and
sundry other citizens of 1da County, Iowa, and the memorial of
H.G. hburger and sundry other citizens of Woodbine, Iowa,

remonstrating against the support of the Government in maine
taining the present system of sectarian Indian education, ete.;
which were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

EXCLUSION AND DEPORTATION OF ALIEN ANARCHISTS.

Mr, HILL. Iask unanimous consent to call up for present
consideration the bill (S. 2314) to provide for the exclusion and
de'Bortation of alien anarchists.
o he VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa-

on.

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill.

Mr. CALL. I do not wish to interfere with the Senator from
New York, but this seems to be a very long bill, and it will
probably occuptv some time.

Mr. HILL. I will explain it to the Senator, if he will permit
me just a moment.

This bill is virtually a report from a conference committee.
The other House passed a bill to provide for consular inspection
abroad. The Senate did not like that bill, and we substituted
another measure. A conference committee was appointed, and
we ﬁna.]lzl[y agreed upon this bill; but the conferees on the part
of the House did not wish to have their bill killed, but wanted
the principle of consular inspection to remain open and go over
until the next session. We consented to allow that bill to re-
main in conference, they in the mean time agreeing that we
should pass this bill here and send it to the House, when that

.| body would concur in it.
Mr.

5 t{JALL. If there is to be no debate, I will withdraw my
objection.

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

The Sacratarl{éesumed_ and concluded the reading of the bill.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the bill?

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

Mr. SHERMAN. When this bill or a similar bill was before
the Senate the other day,on the motion of the Senator from New
York there was a provision inserted that when any person had
come into our country and had been naturalized, if it could be
proven before the proper tribunal that he was not a man of good
moral character, that he was not attached to the Constitution
and (}Jrinciples of our Government, and was not disposed to the

ood order and happiness of the same, he should be deported.
hat language is omitted from this bill, and I do not see why it
should not be contained in it.

Mr, HILL. By the provisions of this bill, in the first place,
if an alien immigrant should be convicted of a crime and the
judge should determine upon a further hearing that the person

ad been guilty of a crime involving moral turpitude, and that
his presence in the country would be a menace to the Govern-
ment and the peace and good order of society, he may be ordered
deported. It wasthought wise by the conference committee not
to use the words ‘‘attached to the principles of the Constitution
of the United States,” as it left too much open. As the man is
an alien, of course it is not expected that he will be attached to
the principles of our Constitution. An alien who behaves him-
self in this country would not and could not be touched under
this bill, and we do not propose to do it.

Mr. SHERMAN. Idonotpropose to offer an amendment—

Mr. HILL. The bill was very carefully considered by the
committee.

Mr. SHERMAN. But it does seem to me that every person
who has been admitted under our immigration laws oughtto be
re%uired to stand by the declaration we require for admission;
and if it be proven afterward that he is nota man of good moral
character, that he is not attached to the principles of our Gov-
ernment, and is not disposed to the good order and peace of the
same, he ought to be excluded.

Mr. HILL. We do not touch the citizen who is naturalized.
‘We do not think it wise to go so far as that.

Mr.SHERMAN. Iseenoreasonwhy personswhoarebrought
into our country under our naturalization laws should not only
prove at the time they are admitted that they come within its

rovisions, but that they should maintain that condition, or else
liable to be deported.

Mr. HILL. I will simply say, as has been said heretofore in
regard to other bills, that it is a step in the right direction.
Sooner or later we may adopt the idea, which is anentirely good
one, of the distinguished Senator from Ohio, but it is alittle too
early todo it now.

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to say that it was not deemed ad-
visable by the committee to provide that every alien should be
deported whom we would not be willing to naturalize and make
a citizen of.

This bill was drawn in the Treasury Department,and bas bren
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