2880

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JuLy 24,

By Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 4026) granting a
pension to Samuel T. Derry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. TODD: A bill (H. R. 4027) for the relief of William H.
Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4028) for the relief of Emogene C. Crawford—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

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

By Mr. BAKER of Tllinois: Petition of Maggie E. Lyons and
other members of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of
Marissa, 111., in favor of a Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on
Labor.

Also, paper to accompany House bill granting a pension to
Rachel (I)) E’easey—-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of citizens of Columbia, Pa.; also
petition of citizens of Oxford, Pa., in favor of restricting immi-
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. HILBORN: Resolutions of the San Francisco (Cal)
Labor Council, opposing the treaty for the annexation of the
Hawaiian Islands—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, resolutions of the Building Trades Council of San Fran-
cisco, Cal., H. C. Hincken, president, fa.voring the annexation of
the Hawaiian Islands—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. RIDGELY: Petition of Percy Daniels, to accompany
Honse bill No. 3903, favoring graduated property tax—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. e

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of J. H. Williams and other
citizens of Meservey, Iowa, in behalf of Cuban independence—to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition of Gen. Milo L. Sherman, of Iowa; also petition
of Thomas L. Green and 37 other ex-soldiers, in favor of the -
sage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. ZENOR: Papers to accompany House bill No. 2384, for
the relief of George \E’aahington—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 2463, for the relief of
Henry Bott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

SENATE.
SATURDAY, July 2}, 1897.
[Continuation of legislative day of Friday, July 23, 1897.]

The Senate reassembled at the expiration of the recess at 10
o'clock a. m.
MEMORIAT, ADDRESSES ON THE LATE SENATOR ISHAM G. HARRIS.

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, as the session is so near a close and
the death of my colleague so recent, I can not, before final adjourn-
ment, have a day set apart, as is customary, to pay tribute to his
memory. Therefore, after consultation with his friends, I desire
to indicate a day in the early part of the next session, and I shall
name Thursday, the 13th of January, 1898.

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of executive business.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con-
gideration of executive business. After twenty minutes spent in
executive session the doors were reopened.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED,

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J.
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the
House had signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution;
and they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President:

A bi.l.ly (S. 2138) to give the consent of Congress to a compact
entered into between the States of South Dakota and Nebraska
respecting the boundary between said Siates: and

ﬁf}iﬂt resolution {H?Res. 79) requesting the President to make
investigation into the ‘‘regie contract” system.

BILLS INTRODUCED,

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (5. 24382) for the relief of George
A. Dickel & Co., at Nashville, Tenn.; which was read twice by
its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 2483) for the
relief of J. B. Cornell and others; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. y

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 2484) for the relief of the
0Old Dominion Granite Company; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

. corporation, association, or party

THE TARIFF BILL.

The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the com-
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
on the bill (H. R. 879) to provide revenue for the Government
and to encourage the industries of the United States.

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, yesterday when I was taken from
the floor by the recess I was discussing the lumber schedule of
the bill, so far as it will have an effect on the farmers of the United
States, and especially on the farmers of the State of Nebraska,
which I have the honor to represent in part in this Chamber, I
will continue the discussion on that line for a moment.

In 1893 the lumber companies, coal companies, and like organi-
zations had formed such combinations in Nebraska to the detri-
ment of the consumers that it became necessary to enact a law
for their protection, and the legislature of 1893 passed chapter
49 of the laws of that year, entitled ** An act to prohibit lumber
dealers, coal dealers, or other persons, companies, partnerships,
or associations from entering into any contract or agreement or
combination to pool or fix the price at which lumber or coal shall
be sold, and to provide punishment for violation of the same.” I
will ask leave to incorporate in my remarks the entire act, which
is short, as a part thereof, and I will not now consume the time
of the Senate by reading it.

CHAPTER 49.

An act to prohibit lumber dealers, coal dealers, or other persons, compani
partnerships, or associations from gnt-efiniinto an;i):;ontmctosr};:ﬁreemen
or combination to pool or fix the price at which lumber or coal be sold,
and to provide punishment for violation of the same. ;

Be it enacted by the legislature of the State of Nebraska:

SectioN 1. That it shall be unlawful for any lumber dealer or lumber deal-
ers, coal dealer or coal dealers, partnership, company, corporation, or associa-
tion of lnmber dealers, coal dealers, or any other person or persons, partner-
ship, company, corporation, or association to enter into any agreement, con-
tract, or combination with any other lumber dealer or lumber dealers, coal
dealer or coal dealers, partnership, company, corporation, association, per-
son, or party for the pooling or fixing of grioes of different and competing
dealers and sellers, or to divide between them the aggregate or net p
of the eardings of such dealers and sellers, or any portion thereof, or for fix-
ing the price at which any lumber dealer or lumber dealers, coal dealer or
coal dea ersc;simrtnershlp. company, corporation, or association of lumber
dealers or dealers, or any other person or persons, partnership, company.
shall sell lumber or_ coal
any agreement, contract, or combination for such pooling of prices of dif-
ferent and competing dealers and ers, or to divide between them the
aggregate or net proceeds of the earnings of dealers and sellers, or any
Eeortion thereof, or for fixing in any manner the dpr‘me at which any lum-

r dealer or lumber dealers, coal dealer or coal dealers, partnership, com-
pany, corporation, or tion of lumber dealers or coal dealers, or any
other persons, partnership, company, corporation, or association for dealin,
in coal or lumber shall sell lumber or coal, of for fixing in any manner a -
mum price at which any lumber dealer or lumber dealers, coal dealer or coal
dealers, partnership, company, oo%ation. or association shall sell lumber or
coal, each day of its continuance s be deemed a separate offense, and shall
be punished as hereinafter provided.

oalEfi i.l'.t‘hat in case any lumber dealer O{n h::;]tiaer dealers, coal dealer or
© ealers, or any person or persons, partne , COMpany, corporati
or association suhjecgato the provisions of this ac do Fc.;r c:?:%awﬂgg
done, or knowingly sufler o;:egermlt to be done, any act, matter, or thing in
this act prohibited or decla _to be unlawful, or shall omit to do any act,
matter, or thing in this act required to be done, such lnmber dealer or lumber
dealers, coal dealer or coal dealers, partunership, company, corporation, or
association shall be liable to the person or persons or party injured thereby
to the full amount of damages sustained in consequence of any such viol
of any of the provisions of this act, together with reasonable counsel fees or
attorney’s fee, to be fixed by the court in every case of recovery, which at-
torney fee shall be taxed and collected as a part of the cost in the case; and
in any such action brought for the recovery of damages under the provisions
of this act the court before whom the same shall be pending may compel any
lumber dealer or lumber dealers, coal dealer or coal dealers, partnershi
company, corporation, or association of lnmber dealers or coal dealers, a
any person or persons, partnership, company, corporation, or association
s‘ngject to the provisions of this act, or any director, officer, receiver, trustee,
agent, employee, or clerk of them, or either of them defendant in such action
or suit, to attend, appear, and testify in such case; and the court may also
com the production of the books and papers of such lumber dealer or
lnmber dealers, coal dealer or coal dodecrg.dmrtnerahip, COMpPANY, COrpora-
tion, or association of lnmber dealers or ealers, or any other person or
persons, partnership, compa.ng. cor?omtian, or association, party to any such
suit. The claim that any such testimony or evidence mag tend to eriminate
the person giving such evidence shall not excuse such witness from testify-
ing, but such evidence or testimony shall not be used against such person
the trial of any criminal proceedings.

SEc. 3. That any lumber dealer or lumber dealers, coal dealer or coal
dealers, partnership, company, corporation, or association, person or persons,
subject to the provisions of this act, orany director or officer, or any receiver,
trustee, clerk, lessee, agent, or person acting for or employed by them, or
either of them, who alone or with lmir other person‘.ipart}'. partnership, com-
pany, corporation, or association shall willfully suffer or permit to be done
any act, matter, or thing in this act prohibitive, or declared to be unlawful,
or who shall aid or abet therein, or s%al] willfully omit or fail to do lmux act,
matter or thing in this act required to be done, or shall canse or willingly
suffer or permit any act, matter. or thing so directed by this act not togbe
done, or shall aid or abet any such omission or failure, or shall be guilty of
any infraction of any of the provisions of this act, or shall aid or abet therein,
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and shall, upon conviction thereof,
be fined in any sum not less than , and not more than §1,000, or imprison-
ment in the connty {ail not ex ing six months, or both fine and imprison-
ment at the discretion of the court, and shall moreover be liable to the suit
of the party injured or -

Approved April 10, A. D. lgg
Barbed wire is of very great importance to the people of Ne-
braska, and has been from the first settlement of the State. Our
B:gple, by force of the fact that Nebraska is a treeless State, have
n compelled to use barbed wire to construct their fences., In
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1883 the legislature, then in the control of the Republican party,
passed a joint resolution memorializing and requesting Congress
that the duty be removed from barbed wire and the material it is
manufactured from. I will read chapter 111 of the acts of that
Year:

Memorial and joint resolution requesting that the duty be removed off of

barbed wire and the material it is manufactured from.

To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled:

Whereas the article of barbed wire and the material from which it is made
has become 80 necessary for use that it is indispensable to the people of the
Btate of Nebraska, and ially to the icultural interest, we do most
respectfully urge upon the Congress of the United States to repeal the duty
on the same: ngrelf’gre. - 3

Be it resolved, That our Senators and Representatives in Con are
Thereby requesteﬁ to use all honorable means to secure the removal of such
duty, so it may be I?lam@.-d on the free list. A

Resolved, That the secretary of state be, and is hereby, instructed to trans-
mit acertified copy of this memorial and joint resolution to our Senators and
Re reaentativesli,a Congress.

pproved February £1, A. D. 1883,

At that early day the Republican party of Nebraska became
committed to free barbed wire. It has never changed its position
since, neither in party platform nor by the action of the legisla-
ture. While it may not be entirely germane to the discussion,
yet I regard the wishes of the Republican party as expressed in
my State through the legislature of which it had control as en-
titled to some consideration in this Chamber when we are consid-
ering the passage of a tariff bill. A ¢

The duty on barbed wire, as I understand it, is left practicall
where it was before, at one cent and three-quarters on the pound.
If I am mistaken in that I beg to be corrected. I will ask the
Senator from Iowa if the tariff on barbed wire is not in this bill
as it is under the present law, 1§ cents per pound.

Mr. ALLISON. Iwilllook. Isuppose the Senator'sstatement
is gubstantially correct. There never has been any barbed wire

imgrted. i
. ALLEN, Therenever has been any imported because the
tariff is prohibitory.

Mr. LISON. The present tariff is prohibitory.

Mr. ALLEN. The present tariff is prohibitory, and the present
tariff is the McKinley rate of one cent and three-fourths a pound,
as 1 understand it.

We had this matter before the Fifty-fourth Congress quite fully,
and the Democratic party at one time really had serious intentions
to make barbed wire free. But the ex'%encies of politics entered
into the determination of the Wilson bill in 1894. It was neces-
sary, to carry out a political pu , and the farmers’ interests
in barbed wire were dropped, although I am glad to say the gen-
tleman in whose interest the change was made was not returned
to Congress inaccordance with the understanding had at the time,

Mr. ALLISON. Ifis 1} cents a pound.

Mr. ALLEN. Then it was dropma quarter of a cent; but it
is grohibitory at that rate, for bar wire can be manufactured
and is manufactured in this country and sold at a great profit to
the jobbers for less than 11 cents a pound. I want to repeat that
statement so that if anybody does me the honor to read my strag-
gling remarks he may remember it. Barbed wire is manufac-
tured in this country and sold at a profit to jobbers for less than
the tax im osedlg)er ound on if.

Mr, ALLISON. There is no doubt about that.

b]:'{r. %LLEN. The Senator from Jowa says there is no doubt
about it.

Mr, ALLISON. That is true of nails; and it is true of a great
many articles in these schedules.

Mr, ALLEN. Itis true of nails, and it is true of a great many
articles. I am dglad to hear this confession. If that be true,
why keep this duty? Why make the duty prohibitory? Why
permit the manufacturer to exact a tax on barbed wire that is in
excess of the cost of production and a reasonable profit? It is
simply in the interest of the barbed-wire trust. And here we
come across one of those powerful engines of destruction again;
and the interest of 10,000,000 farmers in the United States, who
are compelled to use barbed wire, is placed at the mercy of a
barbed-wire trust.

This compels the farmers of Nebraska to pay 8 cents and as high
as 4 cents a pound for barbed wire with which to fence their farms
and pastures that they ought to purchase in a fair competitive
market at 2 cents, or 2} cents at the outside. By this means there
is a drain of hundreds of thousands of dollars annually on them.
They must pay the exactions; they must pay what is demanded
of them, or their fields and pastures must go unfenced.

The appeal of the legislature of Nebraska, which doubtless
was supplemented by a like appeal from other States, seems to
have fallen on deaf ears or on unfeeling hearts, for, notwithstand-
ing this and other like appeals, farmers have been bound hand and
foot by legislation enacted by the Republican party, and by the
Democratic party, too, in 1894, and snbjected to the cold mercies
of the barbed-wire trust.

How different it is when we are to consider the interest of the
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moneyed aristocracy. Nothing the farmers can present in this
Chamber is even given respectful attention or respectful discus-
gion, to say nothing about obtaining votes in its favor; but it is
all right for the sharks and money gamblers of Wall street to
make $32,000,000 out of sugar stocks since the Dingley bill was.
reported to the House of Representatives. It was charged a week
ago by one of the public journals of this country—a reliable jour-
nal—that since the Dingley bill was reported to the House of
Representatives a few weeks ago, over $32.000,000 had been made
on the New York stock market by reason of the upward tendency
of sugar stock. That is all right. it is said. That is legitimate
business according to the idea of certain Senators.

1t was all right, according to Republican Senators, for J. Pier-
pont Morgan and his associates to make $27,000,000 out of the
illegal issue of Government bonds during the late Administra-
tion of Grover Cleveland. The bonds were illegal, and no man
knew that better than Cleveland when he ordered them issued.
“There is not a court in the United States having jurisdiction of
the subject-matter, if it administered the law honestly, that wounld
not hold those bonds illegal if they were sued on. There was no
statute for their issuance. They had no more legal effect. con-
sidered as legal instruments, than they would have if they had
been issued by me or by some other private individual. And yet
$27,000,000 was made by J. Pierpont Morgan and his syndicate
out of the issuance of those bonds, and not one word of condem-
nation or complaint has been heard from the Republican side of
this Chamber.

But. Mr. President, when the farmers of this country. upon
whose industry depend for success all other industries, ask for
the slightest measure of relief, for the slightest benefit from leg-
islation, they are turned away contemptuonsly, and we are told
gravely that legislation can not create values. It would be well
for the farmers of this country to know that the legislation of
Russia is as beneficial to them as the legislation of the United
States Congress.

I had occasion a few days ago to call attention to the favoritism
in this bill. I directed attention to the fact that the Maine lum-
bering interests were placing New Brunswick lumber in the
markets of the United States free of duty. The senior Senator
from Maine [Mr. HALE], whom I do not notice in the Chamber
at this moment, said I was mistaken about it; that my statement
was incorrect. When I asked him why lumber could notbe manu-
factured in Maine and floated down the St. John River, he said
that could not be done. Not having visited that section of the
country, I was necessarily eo;;llpelled to accept his statement, al-
though I took it cum grano salis. Inow have a telegram from a
gentleman who knows something about it, and I will read it. He
1s a gentleman in Saginaw, Mich., who has interests in Maine and
has visited that section of the country and understands what he
isspeaking of.

BacIiNAw, MrcH., March 23, 1397.
Senator ALLEN of Nebraska, Washington:

Senator HALE misstated when said could not cut St. John timber in
Maine sawmills. Iexamined that region last summer. There are sawmills
at Edmunston and Coners, on New Brunswick side, on Lewis Conta Railroad,
and a hundred sawmills could be built on Maine side river, and lumber
shi[f&e)d by rail, taking entire 8t. John gmduct. I refer to General Alger
an ngressman BRUCKER for my reliability: they know. Will read this to
Benate so they may see how wrong it is to strike American labor out of bill?

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT] had called attention to
that singular omission.

All work on this Maine timber is done by Canadians except bosses in lum-
ber camps, and part of Canadians, who come in from Riviére du Loup, 8t.
Philippe, and Quebec. Thisisreally Canadian lumber from Maine stumpage,
and they put in logs on Canada side and mark them same as Maine, and
bring that lumber in free. Anybody caring for American labor will vote to

put it back in bill.
MAURICE QUINN.

Mr. President, that seems to be a satisfactory explanation of the
real sitnation in Maine. Ihad information long ago respecting
this matter that led me to the conclusion stated in this telegram,
that lumber manufactured from trees grown in New Brunswick
on British soil are marked as Maine logs, cut by Canadian labor,
and floated down the St. John River by Canadian labor, and
brought into the United States free of duty, on the supposition
that they were logs cut by American labor in the State of Maine,

There has been a great deal of pollyfoxing about this matter.
Whenever the question has been mentioned here it has been about
half explained and dropped; it has been explained in very muddy
langnage and in a very singular manner. I made the open state-
ment several weeks ago, and I repeat it, that the Maine lumber
dealers are men not only interested in the lumber camps of Maine,
but in the lumber camps in Canada, or at least on British soil,
are cutting and floating into this country as Maine logs millions
of feet of lumber annually entirely free of duty, and whenever
the American consnmer of that lumber is required to purchase it
he does not reap any of the benefits of the frand committed on the
Government by the previous tariff bills. The price exacted of
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him is as high as though the Inmber or the logs had not been
floated into the United States and received free of duty. This is
one of the iniguities, and one of the great iniquities of the pend-
ing measure. 3

en, Mr. President, we come to another question which is
rankly u.tglust in its application to the United States. We have a
treaty with the Hawaiian Islands that expired years ago by limi-
tation, by which th?f”hare permitied to bring into this country
sugar free of duty. e interests of this country demand the can-
cellation of that treaty. It has menaced us every year since I have
been a member of this Chamber.

It has been denounced by Republicans, by Democrats, and by
Popnlists, too: and yet whenever a measure is introduced here,
either as an original bill or as an amendment tosome pending bill,
to cancel the treaty, it meets with persistent opposition on the
other side of the Chamber, or it is speeded into some committee
room from which it is never returned; and we are not even
treated to a statement of the reasons actuating the Finance Coms
mittee. We are treated as children who are not to be informed
of what is going on.

The Government loses from seven to eight million dollars of
revenueannually from the enforcement of this treaty, and receives
nothing in return. The Hawalian Islands are made the gatewa:
through which are shipped into this country every year thousands
of tons of sugar that were not produced in those islands. Sir, it
is like pouring water info a spigot and letting it run out through
the bung of a barrel. We put a tax on imported sugar, and yet
we open the ports of the Pacific to the importation without duty
of sugars manufactured in the Hawaiian Islands and in all the
islands of the Pacific Ocean.

‘Why has not this matter been attended to by the Finance Com-
mittee? I regret that each member of that committee is now ab-
gent, and that there is nobody here representing the committee to
look after the interests of the pending bill. I suppose it will take
care of itself, or that they will be around about 3 o'clock, when the
time comes to vote, and there will be no explanation.

Mr. President, if this kind of conduct keeps on for a few years
longer, the people of this country will rise up and curse the Con-

ess guilty of it. The time will come when the people will not
ﬂ rovoked further, when they will not submit to being robbed
and deprived of their rights Congress after Congress. The time
will come, sir, as it very nearly came a year ago, when the geople
of the United Statesin their sovereign might will rise and hurl
from power every man who has been unfaithful to his trust, how-
ever specious his arguments may be and however much he may
try to defend himself before them. Yet, sir, it is true the people
can be deceived to some extent; and they have been deceived.

I know of no way of bringing the fact to the attention of the
country more forcibly than by reading a paraphrase of Rienzi’s
address to the Romans, which I find in a Minnesota paper, and 1
presume it was written by a Minnesotian. How truthfully this
Republican points out the fact that he and his fellow-citizens have
been deceived! He says:

I eame not here to talk. Ye know too well
The stn-r{l of our weakness. We are fools!
The bright sun rises to his course, and lights
A race of a fool! He sets, and his last beam
Falls on foola! Not such as, swept along
By the full tide of party power, are led
cial fame
fools, whose leaders are
zs and millionaires and lords
And boodlers, ringsters—pie eaters of petty note)
ch in land tracts as big as several counties,
Strong in their bank accounts, but only &
In that str: g:tpe]l——a. name! which holds a host
Of fools inﬁ fear: while on each hand
Is open fraud, or legal robbery
The * vested rights," you know, of vested wrongs),
sbhery, i]:bbery, favoritism, and fraund.
But none is bold enough to call a halt,
For fear the dear old party will be hurt—

Fools, bound by that strange spell, a party name!

Paper showing the vote cast in twenly-four States at the recent election, together with a com
Huarrison, Cleveland, and Weaver at the previous

To-day a man, my neighbor—there he stands—
Was cussed like a dog—by cne who holds

A mortgage on his home—becanse, forsooth,
He tossed not high his old straw hat in air

Nor lifted up his voice in whoop-hurrah

For money good in Yurrup. Be we men

With ten-inch patchea on our worn-out pants
And suffer such bulldozing? Men, or fools?

Ihave known deeper . I that speak to yo—
I had a brother once, a hnsﬁer, too, X

Who bought a little home with a m e on't
At eight per cent, and all the rest you know.
And so it ran for ten or fifteen years,
Until the panic came, and then next thing,
The prices of his products fell solow
He couldn't keep his int'rest up, and then
His little home was gone—in one short hour
The mortgage had gobbled everything! :
What did this brother then? Bless your simple heart,
He tightened up his well-worn party collar,
And with a desp'rate look npon his face,
Resistless, to the pie counter pressed his wa:
when he'd eaten, stuffed his pockets well,

Then pinned his party label o'er heart, -+
And wisely talked, and strutted to and fro,
Until the spirit of mighty Jefferson

ked down from heaven's battlements and saw—
Then turned and we&t to think what deeds are done
By fools, because of that stmngla 33911—41 name!
To think that men who talk in loud protest
*Gainst being robbed miﬂ}lty millionajres

Bhould stand in simpe: ence while their pockets
Are drained of ever; pcnn{r‘bvy thieving boodlggcs,
Because, forsooth! these selfsame thieves do wear
Big labels on their breasts, just like unto their own.

Mr, President, that man had a keen appreciation of the frame
of mind of certain voters in the United States. In every thieving
campaign which has been made, in all the stock jobbing of party
pulities, many people have been deceived by the simple name
‘*Republican.”  Theyhavenotlearned that all the glory and honor
of that party departed years ago and that there is nothing but a
name left of it. It had a grand history: but, Mr, President, its
Lincolns, its Sumners, its Wendell Phillipses, its Greeleys—its
great founders—are dead; and in the place of those who marched
at its head and were present in its glories and its trinmphs come
the former camp followers to lead; and, unfortunately for our
country, many voters have not yet learned the fact.

I regret to note the fact that party success is made paramount
to patriotism. Iregret to kmow that many men, old and gray
and wise in the service of their country, are willing to subordi-
nate the interests of their country and their countrymen to partg
success and y trinmph., Before I entered this Chamber, an
when my schoolboy learning was fresh with me, I had formed
the impression that the United States Senate was a place where
demagogy and where pettifogging were absent. I had formed the
impression that every Senator, when he took the oath of office,
was a patriot and not a partisan: and while he held allegiance
to a particular party because he believed in the principles of that

¥, if it had principles, that he was capable, in the interests of

is country, of rising above partisan prejndice and partisan bias

and above the decree of caucuses—acting in the true interests
of his countﬁ'r, even though it led him from his party.

I regret, Mr. President, to find that I was mistaken, and that
this Senate is controlled as absolutely for partisan purposes as a
ward cancus would be controlled in any city or village of the land.

Mr. President, to return a moment fo a matter which I dis-
cussed yesterday, I want to insert in the RECORD an analysis
of the vote of the United States last vear, including the vote of
the State of Ohio, and I will say no more about the State of Ohio
than to place this in the REcorp and let those who see fit to read
it judge for themselves whether my statement on yesterday was
correct or not.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair),
Without objection, the table referred to by the Senator will be in-
serted in the RECORD,

The table referred to is as follows:

arizon of the vote for McKinley and Bryan with that cast for
esidential election.

State. Voto | o atel  ent |y FOT OB b outty. | Hariteon: | - aat
egitimate, len . 2
roturned. | eRTEH expons, |McKinley.| Bryan ¥ Wavar
Uncontested sure States.
278,796 105,711 173,085 203,814 180,017
819,836 | 551,809 | 268,469 | 608450 | 671450
221, 867 133, 675 87, 602 158, 068 172,011
T28, 500 427,127 801,172 516,011 460,978
35, 204 154, TBS 19, 491 113, 256 178, 251
"512 | 110,108 72, 600 48,974 08,665
102, 564 115, 624 13,060 87,218 108,077
158, 541 171,810 13, 260 157,261 163,111
39,153 b1, 46 12,483 806, 460 48,508
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Paper showing the vote cast in twenty-four States at the recent election, together with a comparison of the vote for McKinley and Bryan, etc.—Continued.

Maximum | Frauduo Cleveland
Vote For For P
State. (S ki hgiotif;am ul.eut McKinley.| Bryan. Majority. | Harrison. W:Eger.
Contested Stlates.
232,152 B, 700 136, 978 104,745 82,231 92,738 114, 662
189,875 8,500 104, 414 92,9027 11,487 80, 26053 88, 633
920, 000 04, 500 £ 478, 47 49, 400 405, 187 418, 96T
514,628 20, 700 203,827 237,251 56, 076 222,708 222 088
507, 600 39, 700 823,719 805,771 17,948 255, 615 254,948
954, 000 1387, 000 07, 150 406, 703 140, 427 300, 288 448, 487
40x2, 600 43, 300 218,171 217,890 281 135,441 108, 061
444,000 77,500 289, 203 223,741 74,552 219, 688 216,871
4105, 650 31, 400 , 135 185, 528 104, 607 187,244 170,791
328, 440 12,100 183, 501 130, 626 53,876 122,736 130,977
B9, 600 7,200 48,711 46, T30 1,072 35, 002 41,208
202,000 22, 000 46, 588 14, 776 1,812 118,174 143, 485
201,600 30, 400 148,774 168,176 20,600 99,973 160, 100
633, 600 41,100 40 363, 052 58,712 236, 824 A
4463, 800 46,100 | - 164,836 968, 209 203,413 74,475

Mr. ALLEN. Mr, President, over forty years of my life haye
been spent on the western side of the Mississippi River., Forty
ears ago last February, when not quite 10 years of age, I moved to
zha State of Iowa, then sparsely settled and largelyin the possession
of savage tribes. But two small spurs of railway had been con-
structed, and they have sincé grown into great trunk lines, reach-
ing from Chiecago to the far \g:gtu Ihaveseen that State and the
States west of it settled and developed by a brave band of pioneer
men and women. Within thelifetime of men and women of middle
now present the territory comprising the Commonwealth of
%ﬁ:‘bmska was an unbroken wilderness of prairie, inhabited by
rude and savage tribes, warn'n% with each other and on pioneer
pettlers. It was inhabited by wild animals indigenous to the lati-
tude, and it took great conrage and fortitude to push westward and
establish homes in that State. :

The pioneers of any cause commend themselves to the consider-
ation of mankind. He who carries the torch of civilization into a
benighted conntry and erects the cross of Christ where it was not
found before deserves well of mankind, and he who advances the
interests of the human race, depriving himself and family of the
benefits of an old and well-established civilization and erects a
home in a country not peopled before and braves hardships and
privations, is entitled at least fo respectful treatment at the hands
of his fellow-men. And he who erects cities and towns where
none existed, builds churches, schoolhouses, academies, colleges,
and nniversities in a land that had been given to savagery but a
short time before, merits just treatment at the hands of his Gov-
ernment. :

Thirty-five years %ﬁé as I said, Nebraska was an nnbroken wil-
derness of prairie. re was scarcely a schoolhouse or church
within its boundaries, A few might have been found scattered
along the western shore of the Missouri River, but the State was
practically without the benefit of educational opportunities, reli-

iousorsecular. To-day there stand there many citiesand villa
hat will rival the oldest sections of our country in beauty of archi-
tecture and in the thrift, intelligence, and energy of the people, and
still these people are encounter? many of the disadva.ntaﬁof pio-
neer life at the present time. Their work, thus far, has been well
done, but it has not been completed, and it will not be until taken
up by generations to follow, as the work of civilization has been
en up and comg}eted in older sections of the Union by succeed-
ing generations. Tens of thonsands of homes are yet to be built,
and tens of thousands are yet to be furnished and ornamented
with the necessities and conveniences indispensable to ahigh state
of eivilization.

The people I have the honor to represent in part in this Cham-
ber are as brave, intelligent, and -fearing a people as ever
bore aloft the banmuer of civilization in this or in any other coun-
try. They are, the most of them, citizens of the United States to
the manner born. They are flesh of our flesh and blood of our
blood, and are entitled to fair treatment at the hands of the Con-
gress of the United States.

I have asked nothing for my people that I would not willingly
concede to others. I ask just treatment at the hands of Congress
for all. I ask that the burden of taxation be lifted from them us
far as can be done consistently with the raising of necessary reve-
nue to conduct the affairs of the Government. This consideration
they certainly are entitled to, and they are entitled to enjoy their

full portion of benefit, if any, to come to the people of the United
States through tariff taxation.

I could not, consistantlgewith my sense of duty to them, ask for
leas, and they shounld not be content with less. v will not shirk

their full share of responsibility in the affairs of our country, how-
ever onerous this bill may be and however destructive its provi-
sions. The people of Nebraska are not revolutionists; they are

not anarchists. They are a patriotic, loyal, intelligent, and law-
abidinF people, and they are prepared to fight their battles at the
‘ballot box, on the rostrum, and wherever intelligence is to prevail,
with the weapons of the intellect alone.

Mr. President, I look forward with some solicitnde for their
welfare. I feel that the imposition of a rate of taxation running,
on an average, to 55 per cent ad valorem on articles they will be
compelled to consume will be a greater burden on them than they’
can bear. I feel that they will have just cause fo complain, and
I do not doubt that this bill will carry with it misery and want
to many localities. But, sir, I have performed my duty as far as
I could. I have been, and am now, willing to stand here in oppo-
sition to the passage of this bill until the silent and sullen major-
ity are forcetf, by parliamentary tactics within our reach, to relax
their hold on the le of Nebraska and the great West and
South. I would wage this battle as much for the South as I would
for the gallant men and women who inhabit the State of my
adoption, and in doing so I would not needlessly do or say aught
that would injure the citizens of any other part of this Union.

Mr. President, I realize that this bill is to become a law. Pro-
tection has poisoned a small portion of the Democratic garty,
and the disease will carry off one victim at least. It will be im-
possible for us to defeat the bill. and in view of the fact that
tariff has not been made an issue by the Populist party, to which
I owe allegiance, and the further fact that my vote, if cast against
the measure, will not prevent its passage, I have deemed it wise
and in accordance with the judgment of a conference of Populist
Senators and Members of the House, to refrain from voting, as I
refrained from voting on the final passage of the bill a few weeks

0.

The tariff must nolonger bean issue in American politics, and it
will beif thisbill should be defeated. The effect of this measure will
be to demonstrate to the tgeople that they were in 1896 again hood-
winked and deceived to their detrimment. They will learn thatthe
great twin evils, industrial depression and financial paralysis, are
to be removed only by the Government turning its attention hon-
estly and patriotically to the solution of the money question on
sound and scientific principles. If this Governmentis to be given
over to the money power of Lombard and Wall streets, it will
perish from the face of the earth, and on its ashes will be erected
an oligarchy, or an aristocracy, if not, indeed, monarchy itself.
1t behooves the wise, far-seeing, clear-headed, and patriotic peo-
ple of the United States to stand guard and watch their Govern-
ment with jealous care. If they do, it will be preserved to bless
the generations of their posterity. If they do not, no man can
foretell the widespread disaster and devastation it will create.

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, 1 had not proposed to say any-
thing more about this bill until I saw a statement in the Cox-
GRESSIONAL REcoRD purporting to be a schedule of the value of
certain sugars prepared by a Treasury official, one of the General
Appraisers at New York.

e subject of sugar is a very delicate subject to the other side.
It is one upon which the other side of the Chamber do not, I sup-
pose, desire to hear any further argument, thinking, perhaps, that
argument on that schedule has been exhausted. The sugar sched-
ule is the most important by far of all the schednles of this bill.
It has caunsed more discussion and attracted more attention than
any other, and it will have results, after this bill has passed, of
great moment to the people. Behind this schedule stands an
artificial legislative trust. Some trusts are natural—for instance,
the oil trast; perhaf]m railroad trusts, to a degree—but this trust
is a pure creation of legislation. It originated in legislation, and
it draws its daily existence from legislation. By legislation it
malkes these enormons profits, which cause the common and pre-
ferred stock of this institution to bear such large dividends.
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My, President, I find in the RECORD of the 22d instant a state-
ment prepared by Hon. George G. Tichenor, of the Board of United
States Appraisers, shc»wi_ng the sugar differential under the Wilson
tariff law and the proposed tariff. The great object, it appears to
me, of our friends upon the other side has been not to show that
this is a good bill or a good schedule, but to show that the Wilson
schedule was worse—a kind of tu quoque argument; but it does
not follow that becaunse the Wilson schedunle was bad, our friends
ought to adopt another bad schedule, but rather that they should
disregard the Wilson schedule and adopt a good schedule without
reference to other schedules of a bad character.

But this gentleman appears to have based his calculations on a
source from which I did not think sugar ingenuity could draw any
comfort. The whole calculation is based on St. Croix raw sugar,
which represents, according to the note at the bottom of the table,
about the medium raw sugars imported in the first four months
of the present year, and on refined sugar whose entered value was
2.47. The gentleman takes the sugar of St. Croix, a little island
out in the Atlantic, so small in its su%'ar-hprodncing capacity
that it hardly has any place as one of the sugar-producing
countries.

The peculiarity of this schedule is that these St. Croix sugars
are taken, disregarding the basis upon which the Senator from

“Rhode Island [Mr. AupricH] places his first schedule, or his Sen-

ate amendment schedunle, to show that the Wilson law gives more
differential than the present proposed conference report. He
takes his basis from an unknown island almost (I hardly remem-
bered it) whose sngar-producing capacity is very small, and predi-
cates an argument upon the sugars produced on that little island,
and for the purposes of the argument he shows that the sugars in
that island are of comparatively little value. He commences at
87 degrees of i_Rﬁ;‘lm-isccu;:nic strength, and he gives the ordinary
raw sugars of that island at 87 degrees a value of $1.5375 per hun-
dred pounds, and he goes on down the scale, giving the price of
sugar testing 88 by the polariscope as $1.60 per hundred pounds,
and so on, Iinsert the table as part of my remarks.

The table referred to is as follows:

Sugar differential under Wilson tariff and proposed tariff.¥
[Prepared by Hon. George G. Tichenor, Board of United States Appraisers.]

Duty on amount nee- A
A ¥ to ‘,’1’“3 100 Diﬂerentnmldsper 100
e'nteredg pounds refined. UGS,
Degrees. value 100
pounds. Wilson | Proposed | Wilson | Proposed
tariff. tariff. tariff. tariff.
Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents, Cents.
153.75 76.43 170.25 34,87 24.75
160 78.34 171.99 a2.06 23.01
1686. 25 B0, 16 178.58 31.14 2142
172.56 81.88 175. 04 20.42 19.96
178,75 83.52 176. 38 21.78 18.62
185 85.06 177.58 20,24 JAT.42
181.25 86.50 178.65 24,80 16.35
197.5 87.55 179.59 845 15.41
203.75 89.11 180.41 2219 14.59
210 20.28 181.09 21.02 13.01
213.125 90.02 181.63 21.28 18.87
ale 218.125 80.68 182.46 22.82 13.54
99. 219,375 88.88 182.35 22.42 12,65
: 111N S L .5 89 182.50 22,80 12,50

# Based on St. Croix raw sugar, which represents about the medium raw
sugars imported in the first four months of the present year,and on German
fine refined sugar, whose entered value was 2.47. Duty on 100 pounds German
fine under Wilson tariff (40 per cent plus 12} cents), $1.113; under proposed
tariff, §1.95. Dutch refined sngar was valued at 2.60, and therefore the differ-
ential as inst this refined sugar wounld be 5.2 cents higher per hundred
pounds under the Wilson tariff t is stated above, and would be the same
as stated under the pr tariff. Granulated or hard sugars can not be
made of sugars below 87 degrees, and therefore the differential on the low
grades is immaterial.

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. Tichenor then, taking the number of
pounds of raw sugar at these different fests fo make a pound of
refined, makes the differential under the Wilson law at the 87-
degree test to be 34.87 cents per 100 pounds, and under the pro-
posed bill he makes the differential 24.75 cents, giving this bill a

- differential of about 10 points less than the Wilson Act, and the
whole calculation up to 100 will show according to this basis a
differential of about 10 points in favor of the proposed conference
report over the differential carried in the Wilson bill.

Mr. President, I wish to know how it is possible that this official
of the United States has, in the first instance, undertaken to form
a schedule showing the differential between the Wilson Act and
the proposed conference report, and secondly, how it is possible
that he has taken St. Croix sugars as a basis of valuation. He
searched the world to find a little island out in the Atlantic that
produces sugar of a very low value upon which to make this cal-
culation showing the differential in this bill less than the differ-
ential in the Wilson Act. ;

This gentleman does not agree in the price of sngar at these dif-
ferent polariscopic tests with the distinguished Senator from Rhode

Island [Mr. AvrpricH]. That distinguished Senator took the
price of sugar at 85 degrees from an average comparison of the
importations for the month of March to be $1.97 instead of $1.60.
At 89 de%reea. instead of $1.66, as Mr. Tichenor has, he took the
value to be $§2.01.

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator understands that the table which
be is now commenting upon is one taking the price of sugars as
shown by the appraisers at New York for the average of four
months, and is not an estimate, as I understand it, at all. Itisan
average on the actual importations and prices.

Mr. CAFFERY. This table was incorporated into the RECORD
by the distingunished chairman of the Committee on Ways and
Means of the House. He bases his argument npon it to show that
the differential carried in the conference report is less than the
differential under the Wilson Act. He takes the isolated sugar
of the Island of St. Croix as the basis for the price of raw sugar.
I contend that this schedule based upon the price of St. Croix
sugar is misleading; that the price of all sugars must be taken in
order to arrive—

.Mr. ALLISON. I thinkin a measure the Senator’s criticism is
a just one. I shall, before the debate ends, put into the RECORD a
table taking all sugars and showing the differential.

Mr. CAFFERY. Ihopethe tableof the Senator from Iowa will
bear out the table of the Senator from Rhode Island. We appear
to be in a perfect haze, a labyrinthian maze of prices. The dis-
tingunished chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means takes
a price which is not in accord with that of the distingunished Sen-
ator from Rhode Island, and again the Senator from lowa sayshe
will produce a schedule which will show the real price. Will it
agree with the schednle pre%ared by Mr. Tichenor or will it
with the schedule prepared by the Senator from Rhode Island?

Mr. ALLISON. The only table which I propose to insert is an

official table prepared from the average prices of sugar for four
months ending on the 1st day of May. It will be nobody’s table
except the official table showing the facts; and I will say to the
Senator that it has been prepared by Colonel Tichenor from the
appraisers’ gliaices.
r. CAFFERY. Ihave no doubt, from the ability shown by
Colonel Tichenor in the matter of showing the differential under
the Wilson Act, predicated upon the prices of St. Croix sugar, to
be much greater than the differential under the pending bill, that
Colonel Tichenor will succeed in his last effort as well as he has
done in the St. Croix effort.

But the Senator from Rhode Island stated that he took the
rices from the importations at the custom-house in New York
or the month of ch, He gives the prices for the purposes of

his calenlation. It was necessary for him with his composite ad
valorem and specific to show that the price of German granulated
and the price of the raws came very near together, and he had a
most remarkable success in his effort. It commenced with an ad
valorem at the bottom, it had a specific in the middle, it had an
ad valorem again toward the top, and it was crowned with a
beautiful garland of flowers in the shape of a differential for the
sugar trust. The whole labored shaft was surmounted with this
crowning glory of a differential for the sugar trust. and every
ainﬁ!e one of these schedules carries the same beautiful crown,
yielding immense profits fo the sugar trust.

I wanted to draw attention, and I intend to draw it if I can, to
the marked dissimilarity between the Senator from Rhode Island
and the distinguished chairman of the Committes on Ways and
Meansasre sthe predicate from which bothstarted. The Sena-
tor from Rhode Island took 88 test sugars to be worth $1.97 a hun-
dred; 89 test, $2.01. This distinguished gentleman, Colonel Tich-
enor, of the Board of United States A31Eraiaers, takes the same 88
test at §1.60, 37 points difference; at 89 he takes $1.6625. The dis-
tinguished Senator from Rhode Island puts it at $2.01, a difference
of over 54 points.

Mr. President, which is which and which is the other? Where
do we stand in these schedunles? All this elaborate calculation of
the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means is gredicated
upon this misleading statement of Colonel Tichenor. The state-
ment of the Senator from Rhode Island I take to have represented
the approximate prices of raw sugar at 88, 89, 80, and so on, at the
period when he took it. }

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator of course understands that the
Senator from Rhode Island, who always takes care of himself,
predicated his prices upon a month, namely, the month of Jan-
uary.

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir; the month of March.

Mr. ALLISON. The table of Colonel Tichenor was predicated
upon four months’ average: so that one has no connection with
the other and no relation to the other as respects the average prices
and the prices for a particular month.

Mr. CAFFERY. I suppose if Colonel Tichenor, upon the basis
of an arithmetical calculation, took his average for four months
and the Senator from RhodeIsland took hisaverage for one month
on the basis of a pure arithmetical calculation the basis of Colonel




1897.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

B e S e A ary Sty S o (o SR B T

2885

Tichenor ought to be four times as good; but it appears that no-
body can agree, not even on the other side, upon their own prices,
upon their own starting point.

Here is a statement of the Senator from Rhode Island, made the
basis of a most complex and intricate sugar schedule, sustained
by a most ingenious and able argument. ere is another sched-
nﬁa of Colonel Tichenor, who has traversed the oceans in search of
a good predicate for his caleulation. The Senator from Rhode
Island and Colonel Tichenor do not agree. Now comes the Sen-
ator from Iowa and says that he will solve the whole difficulty by
a statement, which he proposes to put in the RECORD later on, con-
taining the true statement of the prices for four months.

My, President, is this the way to deal with the Senate, is this
the way to deal with the country, to put in the REcorD at this
late moment a predicate npon which this involved and artificial
calculation is made without the chance of analysis, without the
chance of scrutiny? I submit it is not.

I will introduce into the RECORD a statement prepared by Mr.
Jacob Schoenhof, showing the real differential under the Wilson
Act and the proposed conference report as to the sugar schedule,
and from that statement it appears that instead of the Wilson
Act carrying a higher differential than the proposed conference
schedule, it is just as much less differéntial in favor of the Wilson
Act as the report of Colonel Tichenor carries just that much more.

In other words, Colonel Tichenor makes the differential in the
Wilson Act at 88 degrees 32,96, and the true statement makes it
14.85, The real differential at that degree is 14.85 in the Wilson
Act and 23.01 in the proposed tariff, shifting the boot on the other
leg entirely, making the Wilson Act carry 9 or 10 points less than
the proposed tariff instead of carrying between 9 and 10 points
more than the proposed tariff. I willoffer this paper and have it
incorporated in the RECORD as a part of my remarks,

Sugar differential under Wilson tariff and proposed tariff on the basis of

ﬁ'm ghrz}r ch;eagugg;?ﬂdoptcd by Senator Aldrich for his calculations in

o Duty ugr:3 él;n{mni nfa%‘ Diﬁerggﬁi:(}s per 100
entere pounds refined. i
Degroes, value 100
pounds. | WWilson |Proposed | Wilson | Proposed
tariff. tariff, tariff. tariff.
Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents.
B e e E e e 197 96. 45 171. 99 14.85 2.0
S i 201 96,88 178. 14.42 21.42
205 97.82 175. (4 13.98 19.96
200 97.64 176.38 13. 66 18.62
213 97.98 177.58 13.82 17.42
216 97.63 178.65 13.67 16,35
219 97.41 179. 13.80 15.41
222 a97.00 180. 41 14.21 14.59
225 96.72 181.09 14.58 13.91
228 96,31 181.63 14.99 13.57
231 95. 85 182. 46 15.45 13.54

Now, Mr. President, let us look at the peculiarity of the forma-
tion of the proposed tariff. The proposed tariff starts at 100 de-
grees, with 1.825 cents duty, specific. If runs down 31 points for
every degree. Why? Why does it run down 3} ?oints for every
degree? Is there that much difference in the value of a degree?
If at 100 the tariff is 1.825, at 99 it ought to be one hundredth less
than that, ought it not? But instead of being .01825 if is 31 points.
Can the Senator from Iowa tell me why this sudden jump of 8%
points is made from the top down? Why was not the decline
made in proportion to the actnal value of each test of sugar as
shown by the highest test at 100?

There is a concealed differential there, for as the degrees go
~ down the tariff on the lower grades is made in favor of the trust.
The jump is too much, and it is possible for them under this slid-
ing downward scale to import their sugar, say, at 90 degrees,
where the tariff is $1.47, instead of at 96 degrees, where it is $1.68.
There is not that difference in the value of the sugar, and this
declining scale, falling very rapidly, is altogether in favor of the
importation of grades of sugar carrying the lowest tariff, which
will be most beneficial to the trust.

It has been stated that this declension is made to make amends for
the extra cost of refining the lower grades, but I submit that that
argument has no weight, for the reason that the difference is fixed
in the price of the grade and not by any artificial declension in
the scale. If 90-test sugar sells for so much, the buyer has dis-
counted in the price the extra costof refining, as a matter of course,
and here is a benefit conferred by this arithmetical declension for
which there is no necessity.

I offer a table in connection with this statement showing what
ought to be the real declension from 100 degrees down, instead of
the artificial declension of 3} points for a degree. This table has
been prepared by Mr. Byron W. Holt, of New York, a very com-

tent expert, and there is no doubt about its correctness, because
it 13 a pure matter of calenlation, and anybody can look it over
and see, ]

Table showing the differentials on refined sugar by the schedule reported ﬁirm
the conference committee, including the concealed differentials dpue to theuse
of the incorrect increment there adopted of thirty-five one-thousandths of 1 cent,

Duty Duty]‘per D_i&(’i»r%qtiﬂ.
u er pound on including
poundp on | raw sugar | d(’{ﬁnmalg;ll inerement
Degree test. raw sugar |with correct! s cion t | ‘error and
under con- | inerement :lin :.ncorreg 0.124-+0.38
ference bill. (0.01825 | ‘ncrement. | .eng per
cent). | pound.
Cents. Cents, Cents. Cents.
100 1.825 1. 82500 0. 00000 0.
o9 1.790 1. 80675 01675 51175
48 1.755 1. 78850 . 03350 . 53850
o 1.720 1. 77025 05025 . 55625
06 .. 1. 685 1. 75200 L8700 . 57200
095 _. 1. 650 1. 73375 08375 . HB8TH
b 1.615 1.71550 10050 . 60550
3 9 1.580 1. 68725 11725 . 62225
2. 1.545 1. 67900 13400 . 53900
1 iy O e, EALTL B ot 1T 1.510 1. 66075 15075 . 85575
90 _. 1.475 1.64250 . 18750 67250
89 _ 140 1. 62425 R4S . 68925
88 . 1. 4065 1. 60600 20100 . T0600
A= 1.870 1. 558775 21775 7275
86 . 1.335 1. 56950 23450 . 75950
85 - 1,300 1. 55125 25125 . 15625
B4 1.265 1.53300 L 26500 . 77800
83 . ‘1,230 1.51475 28475 78075
82 _ 1.195 1. 49650 . 30150 . 80650
8l 1.160 1.47825 . B31825 82325
80 .. 1.125 1. 46000 . 33500 . 84000
e N LA 1. 000 1. 44175 .85175 L 85075
8 1.055 1. 42350 - 36850 . 87350
Y 1.020 1. 40525 38525 88025
6. 985 1. 88700 A0 . 90700
7. .950 1.36875 41875 L9275

As a matter of course, Mr. President, it wonld be perfectly futile
for me or for any other man to attempt to have the pending bill
recommitted or sent back to conference, but in the face of the
enormousadvantages enjoyed and to be enjoyed by the sugar trust,
1 think the duty we owe to the country ought to impel us to have
a revision of the sugar schednle. There is no other revision than
the cutting off the differential which will satisfy justice and satisfy
the needs of the people. This enormous institution defies alike
the power of the courts and the power and weight of public opin-
ion. Boldly and defiantly it flaunts its ill-gotten gains in the face
of the people of the United States. and goes before Congress and
insolently lays before it its demands for protection.

‘What protection, other than the protection of the law which
protects every individual, has this institntiona right to ask? Has
it a right to demand at the hands of the people of the United States
a further lease of power not only to add to the burdens of the
people, but to add to the contempt of the people for its nonobserv-
ance of law? The antitrust law is an absolute dead letter. It has
never been invoked against the sngar trust in an efficient way. -
The law officials appear to be unable to reach this institution, and
the whole United States appears to wither and dwindle in the
presence of this gigantic monopoly.

Mr. President, this bill carries an ad valorem or a rate of taxa-
tion higher than any act ever carried. If we include sugar in the
list of dutiable articles upon the old McKinley Act, yon will find
that the })ending bill carries enormously higher rates than that
act. Including sugar, in the McKinley Act the duties are some-
what over 36 per cent. Excluding sugars, those rates are about
50 per cent, as against about 55 per cent under this blll. I would
inguire if the time has come which the Senator from Rhode Island
spoke of in his opening speech when protection carried to its legiti-
mate results would fail toproduce revenne? Iwish toknow where
the revenue is to come from under this bill for at least two years.

There have been importations of wool sufficient, I am told, to
keep the woolen mills going for two years. Isaw in the paper
this morning that §125,000 of sugar was hastening into the port of
New York to be delivered betore the new tariff bill is passed and
the new duties attached. It is asserted in the public press that at
least six months’, if not eight months’ supply of sugar is on hand
now.

Mr. GEAR. I caninform the Senator on that question exactly.
There is just fonr months’ scant stock of sugar in this country.

Mr. CAFFERY. When did the Senator get that information?

Mr. GEAR. It is so stated in the report of Willet & Gray, the
great sugar paper in the United States. :

Mr. CAFFERY. . The same report quoted to me by the Senator
from Iowa about six weeks ago?

Mr. GEAR. Itis published every week regularly.

Mr. CAFFERY. Since the period when the Senator made that
remark, I am told the sugar trust has had vessels from every
quarter of the globe bringing in sugar.

Mr. GEAR. What the Senator has been told and what the
Sg?;fir has heard I do not take into account. I go simply by
B 1 C8.

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator goes by Willet & Gray?
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Mr. GEAR. Seven hundred and thirty-five thousand tons—

Mr. CAFFERY. He goes by Willet & Gray’s statistics.

Mr. GEAR. Yes, sir.

Mr. CAFFERY. It is an organ in the interest of the sugar
trust. It is no more to be taken than publicationsin other prints,
and not so much to be taken.

Mr. GEAR. I do not say that it is, but Willet & Gray quote
the arrivals, the tons, and we know what the consumption is per

capita.

Mr, CAFFERY. So does the Journal of Commerce; so does
almost every other newspaper published in New York. Itis no
more authority than any other paper,

Mr. GEAR. Certainly, but I wonld snggest to the Senator
that these papers all agree, and in addition the Senator can verify
it by his own Government statistics published by the Bureau.

. CAFFERY. If the Senator will get the statistics, I should
like to see them.

Mr. GEAR. All the Senator has to do is to go to the same
place to get them that I do.

Mr. CAFFERY. I have seen the statement in a number of

blic prints that there was close on to eight months’ supply on

and now. I can not name the icular prints, but I can state

that I have seen them, and I think one newspaper is about as good
authority as another.

Mr. GEAR. No doubt the Senator has seen the old story that
%lhe moon is made of green cheese. Yet I do not think he be-

ieves it. .

Mr. CAFFERY. I have heard the story frequently just as the
Senator is now repeating it, and I do not believe his statement or
his story.

Mr. President, there is no use to wrangle about these matters.
Everybody knows that when the duties are to be made higher the
importations are rushed in, and everybody knows that the sugar
trust takes care of its own, and the public prints state that there
is a very large amount, some of them say an eight-months supply,
on hand. But every available pound of sugar in the universe has
been bought up and brought into the United States in order to es-
cape the increased duties: and if they did not do that they would
not be as wise in their day and generation as the wool people.

There is no doubt about the fact that the wool people have bonght
up all the wool in the world purchasable, and there is no dispute
about the fact that the sugar trust has done likewise; so much so
that Secretary Gage was impressed with the equity and justice of
levying an excise tax of a cent a pound upon the sufars 1mported
Jately, to take from the trust some of its benefits and not permit it
to import under a low duty and hold the price up under a high
duty, as it certainly will,

I had inquired, before the Senator from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] in-
terrupted me, whether or not the point has been reached where

rotection would cease to be a revenue getter. The Senator from
hode Island said protection pursued toits legitimate ends would
result in that way.

Mr. President, is not the end at hand? Have not the rates in
this bill been raised so high as to prohibit foreign importations?
Was there not a note of warning in the address of the South
Ainerican envoys to this country on some occasion, I think on the
assembling of the South Americans at the Philadelphia Museum?
Was there not a voice of warning sounded then? Was it not
stated that this bill is virtually a declaration of war against the
trade of South America? Her wool is taxed. Her hides are taxed.
Her tallow is taxed. Where can there be that reciprocity of trade,
that free interchange of products, when the exports of those coun-
tries into the United States are so highly tariffed? What, again,
did Dr. Depew say the other day in regard to the utterance of the
French minister when expressions of good will were exchanged
between the United States representatives and the French repre-

sentatives? ‘“Good words are good in their place. Americans
talk friendly. They act in a hostile way; but your tariff is hostile
to France.”

This tariff is a declaration of war against the produncts of the
civilized world. If there is anything that has escaped in these
four thousand and odd articles uFon the dutiable list of any con-
sequence, 1 want to know what it is. The poor boon of free bag-

ing and cotton ties was denied to the Southern planter. The

enate voted with a considerable majority to put those arficles
upon the free list. That poor boon, when the articles, if dutiable,
could not yield in excess a million dollars, was denied to the South-
ern planter. g

The delusive boon of a tariff on gcorn and wheat and oats and
barley is given the Northwest. I am very glad that the delusive
boon of a tariff on.cotton was denied the Sonth. It would have
been a mere game of delusion if it had been played out. It would
have produced no higher price for cotton and would have been
one of those insidions acts which, while it would not yield any
real benefit, might have instilled in the Southern mind the poison
of Eeroteotion. I am heartily glad it was knocked out.

fore forgetting it, I wish to allude to a statement made day

e e e e

before yesterday by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Ar-
DRICH] in a colloquy between him and the Senator from Arkansas
Mr. Joxes], in which the Senator from Rhode Island said that

e would not impose a duty on sugar ‘except for revenue pur-
poses. As fo protectivVe purposes, for purposes of protection, the
inference is irresistible that he would not impose a tariff. I think
that statement ought to be emphasized, so that my own people
can understand that the beauties of protection are not for South-
ern agricultural interests, Lef them see that it is only for reve-
nue that our friends on the other side have been forced to
sugar and use it to help them out of their difficulties, and then
contemptuously cast it aside, as they did in 1890,

It has been intimated and expressed many times on the other
side that sugar did not come within the protective principle, sim-
E}y'because it has been produced to a very small extent in the

nited States, I suppose; and in that particular the sugar planters
have been fortunate, becanse the necessities of the other side have
driven them to the imposition of a tariff upon sugar. They may
take notice, however, and take heed of the declaration that protec-
tion is not for sngar.

The very keystone of the Democratic avch, the theory of tariff
for revenue only, is grounded upon a tariff on sugar. The very
keystone of the Republican arch is free sugar. The keystone of
the Democratic arch is free wool. The keystone of the Repub-
lican arch is a high tariff on wool. There are the two principles
of taxation right straight before you. The one is produced to an
extent to supply abont half the needs of the United States, the
other to an extent to supply about one-eighth of the needs of the
United States. So the difference of three-eighths against sngar
as compared with wool is sufficient, according to Republican
theory, to cast it into the onter darkmess of free trade, and the
four-e:fght:hs in favor of wool enfitles it to a front pew in the
Republican church.

This difference can not be emphasized too much. The differ-
ence between the Democratic party and the Republican party in
a matter of essenfial principle has its full illustration in the dif-
ference between the tariff on wool and the tariff on sugar. The
idea of stretching the tariff everywhere where it may produce a
revenue finds no lodgment in my mind. The revenue must be
produced from articles that put the most money in the Treasur
of the Government and the least money into the pockets of indi-
viduals. You can not go upon an excursion to find some article
here and there that may produce a little revenue in order under
Democratic auspices and Democratic doctrine to place a tariff
upon it. That is my idea, and I believe it is a correct idea. Itis
one that I am going to abide by, at all events.

Mr. President, this bill will soon become a law. Iam told every-
thing is in readiness to be signed as soon as it passes this body.
think it will share the fate of the old bill of abominations of 1828.
That bill was the signal of the defeat of protection. After that
bill was passed there was a compromise in 1833, whereby a reduc-
tion of the tariff took place gradually until 1842, In 1842 the
‘Whigs were trinmphant, and the time for the complete realization
of Democratic hopes was delayed a little, but in 1846, when the
Democrats again came into power, they carried out, finally, their
views of tariff taxation in the bill of that year. In 1857 the whole
Democratic idea was essentially realized. The{l were going ac-
cording fo the platforms and declarations of the parfy in those
days toward free trade.

That was the trend of our party. That was the goal to which
all the hopes and aspirations of the old-time Democrats tended. I
believe that rates so high as these will be followed by the same
fate that overtook the bill of 1828; and the conditions of the United
States to-day are such as to hasten and precipitate that result.

We now export in domestic manufactures about one-half of
what we export of the produce of agriculture. Some five hundred
and fifty-odd million dollars are the gross exports of cereals
of the United States per annum, and about §230,000,000 repre-
sents the exports of manufactured products per annum. So it
is perceived that instead of being confined to the products of
the soil, the Americans are taking the markets of the world in
manufactured products. These exports may be cut off and crip-
pled by the passage of this bill, for it is an indubitable fact that
if our imports are destroyed or lessened, our exports are crippled
almost to the same extent. 'We can not say, as we have said, that
England and Europe are bound to have our cereals. New fields
have been opened, new countries have been developed; and when
we declare commercial war against the nations of the earth and
destroy their imports into our waters, our exports will necessarily
suffer. This great growing trade, promising such beneficent re-
sults to our people, is seriously threatened by the rates in this bill.

1f the bill would produce the vaunted prosperity that is claimed
for it, I would say that it were well that everything concerning
the bill were done (uickly. But an inquiry arises whether the
assassination of frade should not make us tremble at the con-
sequences, Will there be no end to this thing? Will there be no
retribution against our country for the violation of all laws of
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trade—for this declaration of trade war? I think there will be,
and I think before two years roll around there will be a universal
demand arising from every corner of this Republic for the repeal
of a law which in point of iniguity, in point of excessive rates,
exceeds and excels the bill of abominations of 1823,

There is one point on which I agree with my silver brethren on
this side of the Chamber and on the other gide of the Chamber. I
never believed, and I do not now believe, that any Toaperity can
ever be created by tariff taxation of a kind like this. This bill
may settle some unsettled conditions; it may help the import
trade to some extent, but the vast volnme of our trade is domestic.
The bill has not and will not disturb enterprises of a purely do-
mestic character. If a company wants to build a railroad from
Texas toward the Northwest, what is to 'Frevent it?

Have tariff rates much todo with it? Theonly impediment and
barrier to building a railroad, as affected by tariff laws, has been
the very excessive price of steel rails. But the bottom has dropped
out of the steel-rail pool, and rails are at a normal price. There
is nothing to impede the building of railroads, there is nothing
to impede the construction of canals, nothing to impede enteri
into all the enterprises of a purely domestic character unaffec
by importations or by foreign trade. Why the paralysis of trade?
‘What is the cause of the stagnation of trade entirely disconnected
with foreign trade?

Some of my friends on this side say it is because they have not
the unlimited coinage of silver. Isay it is because of the con-
stant assaunlt upon the present standard of value. We are dia-
metrically opposed in view to that, but we both agree as to the
effect of a tariff bill as a producer of prosperity. How can a na-
tion be made richer by each individual being made poorer? How
can you swell the aggregate of national gain and destroy the seﬁ-
arate gain of each individual? Can you make prosperity by pil-
ing up money in the Treasury to be faken from the pockets of
the people? Is that a way to increase individual wealth? The
wealth of this great Republic is in its private citizens, and when
you strike at their pockets you strike at the sum total of national
wealth.

1 do hope that my views in this regard may be falsified. Ido
hope that we shall have pros;ierity. But I do not look for it to
come from tariff legislation. I look for it to come from enfirely
normal conditions. Ilook for it to come from canses outside of
tariffs. 1 do hope that the unexpected may happen—that some
avenue may be open whereby the energies of this great people
can be utilized to their individual benefit as well as to the national
benefit.

Mr. President, I have occupied more of the fime of the Senate
than I pro in the beginning. I have run over briefly this
sugar schedule and I have brought to the attention of the Senate
as well as I could the misleading character of the schedule infro-
duced as a predicate to support the conference report upon the
aufm' schedule. ;

now offer, in connection with the papers already mentioned by
me, a statement prepared by Mr. Byron W. Holt. Withoutread-
imfi‘ it, I ask that it be inserted in the RECORD

he PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the paper
referred to will be inserted in the RECORD.

The papers referred to are as follows:

The only pieces of plunder dropped by the trustwere the 7§ cents per 100
pounds differential on refined sugar and one-tenth of a cent per pound
reduction on raw sugars testing 87 or below, In the first place, the trust has
not, as a matter of fact,dro peﬁ_all_of the 7} cents per 100 pounds differential.
Bly raising the whole scale of duties it will receive nnder the conference sched-
ule the same protection upon refined as it would have received under the Sen-
ate schedule, namely, 81.% per 100 pounds, Therefore it holds on fothe7icents
for the half year supply of sugar which it has imported in anticipation of the
increased duties, which it now has on hand.

In the next place, the rearrangement of duties because of the changein the
increment from .08 cent per pound for each degree to .08} cent gives the
trust an advantage in importing ordinary suﬁm which nearly makes up
for its loss by dropping the 7} cents, and for the loss of the one-tenth of a cent
per pound on low- mfe sugars. Thus, under the Senate schedule, the differ-
ence between the duty on refined sugar and on 92-degree raw sugar (about
the ave: test of imported sug;ra} is .44 cent iFer pound. Under the con-
ference schedule the difference is .405. Thus, imPorhl.tmna continue as
at present, the trust will have drogpeﬂ only .085 of .075 cent per pound,
which it is pretended that it drops. But because the conference schedunle in-
creases the discrimination—already t because of the incorrect Senate
increment—in favor of the importation of low-grade raw sugars, it is almost
certain that under this schedule the average test of raw sugars imported
would drop to 86 to 9. Under the Senate schedule, the difference between
the duty on a pound of raw sugar testing 85 and a pound of refined sugar is
.66 cent; under the conference schedule this difference is .53 cent: thus, by
lowering the test of imported sugars to 88 degrees, the trust would have re-
covered two-thirds of what it lost by dropping the 7§ cents. When ?561:511-«3
sugar is reached, it will be seen that the trust has not onlg recovered all of
the 7} cents dropped, but one-half of the onetenth of a cent dropped.

The Senate schedule would have greatly encouraged the importation of
low-grade raw sugars. The ‘erence schedule would still her stimu-
Iate such importation. There is an enormous amount of concealed protec-
tion in the incorrect ent used in both the Senate and conference sched-
ules. With a duty of 1.825 cents per pound on 100-degree raw sugars, the in-
crement should be .01825. Such an increment would neither discriminate in
favor of nor against the importation of low-grade sngars as compared with

h—g‘rade sngars. With such an increment, the dnt?' on 88-degree sugar
would be 1.606 cents per pound. With the t increment used,it is
1.405. Thisincrement then contains, on 88-degree sugar, a protection amount-

ing to one-fifth of a cent per pound. On ¥ ee sugar, with the correct in-
crement, there should be lav?e‘:i a duty om

The duty on Ts-degree sugar under the conference schedule is but .95,
showing the concealed protection to be over two-fifths of & cent per pound.
There is a.hsolntelf- nothing in the claims of the trust people that a ater
differential should be used for each degree than is obtained b&] divid the
amount of the duty on 1 pound of 1M-degree raw sugar by 100. The differ-
ence in cost of refining low-grade as compared with high-grade sugars is ex-
pressed in the market price of these sugars, and no attempt, therefors,
should be made to express this difference again in the duties levied on these
sugars. This incorrect increment contains the “ nigger in the fence ™ in the
conference schedule. By means of it the trust appears to have ** buncoed™
the Honse and to have made Speaker REED believe that it has let gb of tho
profits, when in fact it has not done so.

There is no pretension that the trust has let go of any of the other unjust
duties. Thus, the outrageous dutg on all refined sugar, no matter what the
test, still remains at 1.95 per pound. As has been shown in the Senate, and
not }lizputcd. this duty will absolutely prohibit the importations of all low-
grade refined Bu&'nrs. These are the Butgara which compete with the numer-
ous grades of soft sugars produced by the trust and largely used by bakers,
preservers, and confectioners. These sugarstest from 8 to 94, and therefore
contain from about 6 to 15 per cent of water. No importer conld afford to
import these sugars and pay the same rate of duty upon the water as upon
the pure sugar contained in them. There isabsolutely no reason why duties
levied on both raws and refined should not be graded strictly in accordance
with the polariscopic test, allowing whatever differential is thought neces-
sary for refined sngars. This is easily the most glaring and outrageous fea-
ture of the present sugar schedule.

The trust retains the differential of 12} cents per 100 pounds and the coun-
tervailing duty of 38 cents. The countervailing duty is practically so much
clear protection for the trust, because it operates against the only refined
sugars which compete to any extent in our markets, while the countervailing
duty on raw su will not operate against the sugars used by the trust.
The minimum of protection to reflners under the conference schedule will
certainly not be less than three-fifths of a cent per pound. The maximum
will be ¢loss to 1 cent. The average will probably be about seven-tenths, and
not less than would have been the ave under the Senate schedule.

Not only does the conference schedule rest upon the same false basis as
the Senate and House schedule—the incorrect ry table of drawback
allowances—but it increases the error in the increment used. REED'S great
‘ victory " is a barren one., This fact will probably become apparent during
P‘ht(;'i next h,ﬁ’,w days while the Republican papers are proclaiming REED'S

umph.’

Under the conference schedule the trust wpuld wallow in protection as
never before. Besides the visible protection in the one-eighth of a cent dif-
ferential and in the thirty-eight one-hundredths of a cent countervailing
duty, there is concealed protection in all parts of the schedule. The incre-
ment used affords protection varying from two-fifths of a cent per pound on
75-degree sugar to one-sixteenth of a cent on 96-degree sugar. It will un-
doubtedly yield an average protection of not less than one-fifth of a cent per
pound. ";;his incorrect increment in fact contains one of the biggest **s -
ever put into a tariff bill.

The correct dedunetion of duty to be made for each decrease of 1 degree of
saccharine strength is one one-hundredth of the duty on 100-degree sugar.
Thus,with a duty of 2 cents bger und on 100-degree raw sugar, the deduction
foreach degree less 100 s be two one-hundredths of a cent per pound.

This preserves the parity of the duties on all grades of sugar and does not
discriminate in favor of or against the im ation of any particular grade.
With a duty of 1.825 cents per pound on I raw sugars the inerement
should be .01825. Instead of this dednction or increment there was deducted
in the Senate bill three one-hundredths of a cent fer pound for each decline of
1degree in saccharine strength. This increment has been increased to three
?nsg; om.»thalf one—hu{zlld.rm!l%lé in the wnfmnoﬁl !so::h\e«:l\:lle21 Withla. duty. of

825 cents per pound on egree raw sugar the proper duty tolevy on 88-
degree suear is 1608 and on 75gm sugar 1.368 cents. By using the incor-
mt increment t!}l:.‘i: oglnra&ennatb leviesdn. duty of 1.405 cents 1}er I}Otl.il‘lid on

egres sugar and only .95 cent per pound on 7 oo sugar. It is evident,
therefore, as stated above, that there isover tw:—%;ths of a cent concealed
protection on T&degree sugar and one-fifth of a cent on 88-de, sugar.

It is quite probable that under this schedule the average gat of u?!ported
sugars would drop from aboye 92 degrees, where it is at present, to 88 =
or lower. The refiners would contract for foreign sugars, as they did fifteen
years ago, by making an agreement that such sugars should not test above
a certain nt. The sugar trust could well afiord to drop the .005 cent
differential in favor of this unfair increment. It did not take Wall street
long to discern this concealed protection. The price of sugar-trust stock
rose 10 points within a few hours after the sugar schedule was published,
and is now higher than ever before. It is pretended by sugar-trust repre-
sentatives that an increment should be used which will allow for the in-
creased cost of refining low-grade as compared with high-grade sugars.
There is absolutely nothing in these claims. The difference in the market
prices of low and high ,gfmde sugars expresses the difference in the cost of
refining these sugars. ere this not true, refiners would not purchase low-
grade sugars. There can,then, be no excuse for allowing for t.{\is difference
again by an arrangement of duties. The duty should be adjusted in strict
aceordance with the pure sugar contained in any kind of sugar imported.
It is by means of this unfair increment that the trust has **buncoed ™ the
House; that is, 8 er REED.

The fact that the same duty is levied on low as on high de sugars con-
ceals a liberal supply of protection. Much, if not most, of foreign refined
sugar imported at the present time consists of low-grade sugars testing from
85 to 94 degrees. As the conference schedule would put same tax npon
these sugars, containing from 6 to 15 l1]7«':1* cent of water, as it does upon pure
refined sugar testing 100 deﬁlrees, the importation of these sngars would
cease. The trust could then increase its ontput of low-grade sugars and sell
them on its own terms. The m-emg“n test of refined sugar sold in this coun-
try might then decline from about #9, where it is at present, to 8 or 97.
this way the trust would reap extra protection profits of 6 or 8 cents per 100
pounds. There is absolutely no reason why duties levied on both raw and
refined sugar should not be ed strictly in accordance with the polarise
test, allowing whatever differential is thought necessary for refined sugars.

The countervailing duty is practically so much clear protection for the
trust, because it operates against the only refined sugars which compete to
any extent in our markets, whilg the countervailm%duty On TAW su will
not operate against the sugars used by the trust. The minimum oi proteec-
tion to refiners under the conference schedule will certainly not be less than
three-fifths of a4 cent per pound. The maximum will be close to 1 cent. The
average will probably be about seven-tenths, and not less than would have
been the average under the Senate schedule.

The protection of the trust for the first year under the new schedule is
practically unlimited; that is, its profits are limited only by the extent to
which it can raise prices without greatly reducing the consumption of
sugar. When, about two weeks ago, Secre Gage gl;g;xmed his fectly
falr internal-revenue tax of 1 cent a pound on any refi sugar which, after
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the of the tariff act, shall be *grodnced from sugars imported into the
United States prior to this act, one of the trust’s representatives, Mr. Gray,
of Willett & Gray, laughed at the scheme, and said that it would not work,
becanse the trust would simply raise prices and collect the tax from the con-
sumer. Mr. Willett added that ** this result could not be averted by the
importation of more sugar from abroad at the lower cost which the passage
of the act would have brought about, because the amount needed could not
be got immediately from abroad, and hence the raw sugars here would have
to be refined, the tax paid, and the price raised.”

Willett & Gray's Sugar Journal of July 15 confirms these statements when
it says, in speaking of possible importations of foreign refined sugars, that
* whemne considering the influences of these foreign importations it will be
unecessary to take note that the quantitiavailab e just at present is very
moderate, and the disposition to import them is even less, while the stock of
fo‘mifn m%ars in this country is being rapidly diminished by the large de-
mand which exists for them. Refiners, therefore, may not, for the present
at least, pay much attention to foreign sugars, as they may be obliged to do
later on when the workings of the new tariff become fairly adjusted.”

It is evident that during the next six months or more the trust will have
full control of our markets. No congiderable importations are possible, be-
cause the world has beendrained of sugar to stock up our refineries. The
trust has already taken some advantage of the situation by advancing the
price of refined sugar to 4f. while the price of %-degree raw, is only 3. This
}eu.ves a net protection of about three-fourths of a cent per pound, or
30,000,000 & year. It is probable that this difference will be increased rather
than decreased during the next six months. Add to this the §10,000.000 profit
on the sugar now on hand, and we see how easy it will be for the trust to make
50 per cent on its nominal capital of §75,000,000 and over 100 per eant on its
a.ct?ual capital during the next year. it surprising that the price of sugar
stock should soar?

Mr. BURROWS. Mr, President, it was not my purpose to par-
ticipate in this debate. I have cordially cooperated with Senators
on this side of the Chamber inrefraining from taking any partin
the discussion with a view of hastening, if possible, the early de-
termination of this matter. But there has been such an assault
made npon one portion of the bill, namely, the lnmber schedule,
that I feel constrained to make a brief statement in connection
with that industry. It was denounced by the Senator from Ne-
braska [Mr. ALLEN] yesterday as the most ‘*infamous schedule”
in the measure, which was but reiterating what has been fre-
quently declared on the floor of the Senate during the progress of
this debate.

I am aware of the fact that the people of my own State are
somewhat divided upon this question, and if I was a protectionist
only for Michigan the problem would be a very difficult and em-
harrassing one for me to solve. However, I do not believe in pro-
tection for my State alone, but for all the States; not for one
industry, but all industries; not for one portion of the country,
but for the whole country, and hence in considering this question I
look beyond the State of Michigan to discover, if possible, the
magnitude and the needs of this great industry.

Upon such a sarvey, I find this industry is not confined to the
State of Michigan alone or to the States of the Northwest, but it
appears from the census of 1890 that it is the leading industry in
thirty States of this Union. It is the largest single mannfactuar-
ing industry in the United States, and to promote its interest
there was convenedon the 15th of December, 1896, a great national
convention at Cincinnati, Ohio, in which there was a representa-
tion by delegates from twenty-two States of this Union, As in-
dicating the general inferest in this subject, I hold in my hand
telegrams from Mississippi, South Carolina, Virginia, New York,
North Carolina, Alabama, West Virginia, Missouri, (f-l-eorgia. and
many other States, demanding protection to the great lnmberinter-
ests of the United States. The following is a fair sample of the
general character of these appeals:

HATTIESBURG, MI1ss., July ¢, 1897,

We implore you and other friendly Senators to prevent reduection of 31
duty on white-pine lnmber. Discrepancy in freight ratesin favor of Canada
over the South has already destroyed yellow-pine industry. Without §2 pro-
tection we can not expect to survive.

B. J. NEWMAN LUMBER COMPANY.

Recurring to the census of 1890, we find the capital invested in
the lnumber industry in the United States at that time aggregated
$750,000,000. The number of establishments was nearly 24,000,
employing 600,000 people, to whom there was E}aul in wages in a
single year $130,000.000, furnishing themeansof livelihood to more
than 3,000,000 of our people.

I first had occasion to examine this question in 1888, when a
tariff measure known as the Mills bill was under consideration in
the House of Representatives; and I then found that in the State
of Michigan alone there was invested $40,000,000 in the lnmber in-
dustry; that it gave employment to 28,000 people; that it paid in
wages annually to thelaboring people of my own State $17,558,500;
that $4,000,000 in addition was annually expended for transpor-
tation; and in addition to all this the farmers of Michigan, who
are to suffer, it is said, by this duty on lumber, found an enlarged
market in the mills and lnmber camps of the State for over $6,000,-
000 annually of the products of their farms. Such the magnitude
and advantages of the industry in Michigan alone.

In the country atlarge I found $200,000,000 invested in the
Inmber industry of the United States, paying annually wages
aggregating §90,000,000, and that the farmers of the country were
finding a market for the products of their farms in the camps and

in the mills valued at $£30,000,000 annually. In addition to these
sums are the many millions paid annually to manufacturers and
merchants, all of which tends to give employment within our
borders both to capital and labor and swell the tide of State and
national activity.

Such, Mr. President, is the magnitude of this industry in my
own State and in the country at large.

RATE OF DUTY.

The rate of duty imposed upon Iumber is the lowest of any
schedule in this bill, somewhere from 15 to 18 per cent, while the

duty on white pine of $2 per thonsand at the average retail price is
only 10 per cent, making it among the lowest rates of duty which
this bill carries. Further than this, there is no reason why the
white pine of Michigan and the Northwest should not have the
same measure of protection as the spruce of Maine or the hemlock
of Pennsylvania. ;

DEPRESSION OF THE INDUSTRY.

I also find that this industry has suffered beyond all measure
during the last few years. I hold in my hand Dun’s Review for
January 9, 1897, in which I find a statement of the failures in the
lumber industry in the United States. In 1894 there were 314,
with liabilities aggregating $5,997.000; in 1895, 298, with liabilities
of $6,084,000, and in 1896, 493 failures, with liabilities reaching
the enormons sum of $16,314,532, the heaviest loss sustained by
any industry in a single year in the United States.

e lumber convention to which T have referred, held in Decem-
ber last, in speaking of the disaster which has overtaken this
industry, declared as follows:

Notwithstanding the fact that the consumption was tremendously cur-
tailed throughout this country, and the Uni States has not in any twelve
months since June 30, 1883, consumed to exceed 75 per cent of its annual con-
sumption for several years preceding the panic, the Canadians have con-
tinued to gain. Mills have been erected on Canadian soil, and during the

ear ending June 30, 1898, importations of boards, deals, planks, ete,, from
E‘nnm‘]a amounted to 786,209,000 feet, valued at $8.505.634. The first three
months of the present Government fiscal year showed importations of 225.-
396,000 feet, which, if maintained for the year, would bring the aggregate to
much the highest point ever known.

That in the face of business depression and greatly reduced buying power,
that in the face of our own low {.lrices and struggle to dispose of our product,
our Canadian competitors should have been able approximately to maintain
the volume of their sales, and then to increasa them; that while our lumber
was lying idle in the piles, vainly awaiting buyers, the Canadian product
should have been moved in larger volume than ever before across the er,
indicates the danger to American lumber interests from this formidable
g:};pl:itltion——a competition, let me warn you, that is only just beginning to

alt.

It would be instructive to know the precise magnitude of the American
demand for lumber, but let us estimate the requirement for lumber with
which the Canadian product comes directly in competition—such as white
Hi[t)m. ’B'ellow pine, hemlock, and spruce—at 16,000,000,000 feet in 1592 and 12,000,-

L000 feet in 1805-96, and we find that Canada in the former year furnished
about 4 per cent of our supplies and in the latter about 6} per cent, a com-
parative increase of five-eighths.

Furthermore, during the twelve months ending June 30, 1898, there were
imported from Canada 815464000 feet of pine saw logs, making a total of
Bnp%]‘iias received from Canadian forests of 1,101,673,000 feet during that
period.

It has been asserted that our Government needs revenues. A little mat-
ter of one and a half to two million dollars does not amount to very much,
but it would help.

Attention may be called to the importation of boards, deals, and planks
alone for the first nine months of the current year, which were almost iden-
tical in quantity with the entire 1896 season’s outputs of all the Canadian mills
in the Ottawa district, the present most important manufacturing district
in the Dominion.

I know something of the disaster which has overtaken this in-
dustry in my own State, for when visiting the northern portion
of the State and the lnmber sections during the last year I saw
everywhere the mills shut down, their product stacked and unsold,
the lumber camps broken up, labor ouf of employment, or wages
reduced, while the Canadian mills were busy day and night and
the wages of Canadian labor rapidly advancing.

I hold in my hand a statement showing that in six establish-
ments in the State of Minnesota in 1892 the laboring men received
$578,000 in wages, and in 1898, from the same mills, they received
only $212,000. In other words, the laboring men of these locali-
ties lost in wagesin 1896 over 1892, $366,000.

During the year 1896 the data relating to wages are in strong
contrast with 1892, Six concerns in Minnesota and Wisconsin
show the following decrease in days employed and wages paid:

Days’ employ-

o Amount paid in
ment given all
employees. IR S
1892, 1896, 1802. 1806.
“§54, 095,90
73, 510.95
39, 230. 657
54,282.28
110,874 T4
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From this statement it appears that the six concerns in Minne-
sota and Wisconsin in 1892 furnished 417,047 days’ labor to the
laboring men of those States, while in 1896 they furnished only
237,648 days of labor; or in other words, the laboring men in the
localities where these six concerns are located lost 179,399 days’
labor in a single year,

In wages it also appears that these six concerns paid in 1892 to
the laboring men in the localities where they are situnated $578,-
975.42, while in 1896 they paid only $212,804.44, In other words,
the laboring men in these several localities lost in wages in 1806
$366,080.98. r : -

It also appears that in the year 1806, while the consumption of
lumber in the United States fell off 25 per cent, the Canadian imn-
portations of lumber into the United States increased more than
46 per cent.

QUAXNTITY OF WHITE PINE.

But it is urged as a reason for a lower duty on white pine than
that fixed in the bill that the forests of white pine in the United
States will soon be exhaunsted. The Senator from South Dakota
[Mr. PETTIGREW | exhibited a map which, Senators will remember,
conveyed the impression that the supply of white pine was much
greater in Canada than in the United States. It is frue the Sen-
ator corrected the impression which the map conyeyed by admit-
ﬁng that the white 1Eme in the United States was in excess of that
in Canada; and yet he probably was conscious of the fact that the
impression made upon the mind of Senators by the map would be
more enduring than anything that distingunished Senator could
possibly say.

Turn to the agricultural report of the Canadian Government
for the year 1895, and I find a statement, which I will ask to insert
in the REcorp without reading, showing that the total amount of
pine in Canada is 37,000,000,000 feet; while in the United States
to-day it is admitted to be about 50,000,000,000 feet. So the im-
pression intended to be conveyed by the exhibition of the map
showing that the Canadian pine far exceeded the supply in the
United States was entirely erroneous.

The statement referred to is as follows:

.{pp:'qximafe‘ estimate of the quantity of pine in Canada.

Feet, B. M.
For Ontario a careful estimate gives 38,808 square miles of pine

lands. Assuming half a million feet, board measure, to the

mile, which is the Provincial estimate for the land under

license, and is Frobabiy about correct, while the unlicensed

area is not likely to produce more, minﬁth&t the pine grows

sparser and smaller to the northward and westward, we have 19,404,000, 000
For Quebec a similar estimate gives 31,408 square es of pine

lands. Assuming the same proportionate yield, we have.___ 15,734, 000, 000
For the Maritime Provinces a similar estimate gives 22,087 square

miles of woodland of all kinds. Assuming a fifth part to be

pine (probably in excess of the reality ), and applyiug the same

measurement, we have. ... oo ceaerees 2, 200,000,000

Total pine from Atlantic to Rocky Mountains. ......._... 37,338, 000, 000

Mr. BURROWS. But the assumption that the white pine will
soon be exhausted in the United States is wholly fallacious.

Mr. DAVIS. I ask the Senator if it is not supposed that the
estimate of the white pine in the United States is an underestimate?

Mr. BURROWS. Ungquestionably, as I shall show.

Mr. DAVIS., Iwish to state also, though the Senator may have
it in his mind, that the estimate of white pine in existence in the
United States is about 40,000,000,000 feet.

Mr. BURROWS. Much in excess of that guantity, I believe;
and it has been frequently stated that these estimates made by
the Department of Agriculture and from other official sources are
under rather than over estimates of the quantity of white pine in
the United States.

But apprehension is exén'essed that the white pine in this conn-
try will be destroyed, and in order to preserve it it is prcfpoaed to
80 legislate as to make it nunprofitable for the owners of pine to
cut it. That is a solicitude on th;&:rart of the General Govern-
ment which the individual citizen will hardly appreciate.

Mr. TELLER. We never made any such proposition as that.

Mr. SPOONER. But you created that impression.

Mr. BURROWS. But what is there of this apprehension. By
the census of 1880 it was stated, after careful investigation, that
the total supply of white pinein the United States was only 80,000,-
000,000 feet, and it was estimated that about 10,000.000,000 feet
would be cut annually. Therefore, in eight years, if this estimate
was correct, the white pine in the United States would have been
long ago entirely exhausted. At the end of ten years, however, as
appears by the census of 1890, after cmtting 10,000,000,000 feet
a year, making a total cut of 100,000,000,000 feet in ten years, it
was found we still had standing 48,000,000,000 feet after cutting
20,000,000,000 feet more than it was estimated we had in 1880,

In 1890 it was estimated we had 48,000,000,000 feet, and with an
estimated annual cut of 10,000,000,000 feet the white pine would of
course have been entirely exhausted long before this; yet in 1896
it appears that although we have cut, since 1890, 60,000,000,000

feet, 12,000,000,000 feet more than it was declared we had in 1890,
it is estimated that 50,000,000,000 still remain. This demon-
strates how unreliable all statistics are touching our standin
timber. The Agricultural Department, in its pamphlet number
40, frankly says that these estimates are merely speculative and
that it isimpossible to state with any degree of accuracy the amount
of white pine in the United States.

The statement referred to is as follows:

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE,
DivisioN oF FORESTRY,
Washington, D, C., April 15, 1897.

There are no statistics of timber standing in the United States available
which can claim to be accurate in any mathematical sense, nor would it be
possible to ascertain such, if for no other reason than that the methods of
utilization, which are largely dependent on changes of local and market con-
ditions, change the amounts of material considered merchantable, barvested,
or sawed from a given forest growth, the conception of what constitutes
merchantable timber varying,

In the following statement, therefore, only a general survey of the reported
facts has been attempted for the nur?ose of making clear the situation re-
fartling the supply and consumption of coniferous wood in the United States.

n this the more or less partial estimates of disinterested parties, combined
with a professional knowledge of possibilities or probabilities, have been util-
ized for an approximation to the truth—a statement of probabilities rather
than actualities,

Ever since the publication of the statistics of the Tenth Census regarding
the white-pine timber standing—nearly fifteen years—there has been a con-
tention as to their correctness. Time has proven their extreme inaccuracy,
for, while then only eight years’ supply was supposed to be standing, when
the annnal cut was 10,000,000,000 fat'E we have, with an increased cnt, lum-
}mtul-:ed white pine for sixteen years, and still there is a considerable quantity
eft.
As stated before, even now there are really no statistics upon which to
base a correct prognostication as to the date of this exhaustion. Estimates
only are available, and estimates of standing timber are proverbially
unreliable. mostly underestimates, and always fo be taken with caution.

In all these estimates of standing timber the writer has leaned toward ex-
travagance rather than understatement, and thus the total is found to add
up 100,000.000.000 feet of coniferous growthin the Northern States, of which
less than half is pine, to satisfy a cut of at least eighteen to twenty billion fee
per annum. :

Mr. BURROWS. Iwillinsertin the RECORD a statement made
by the members of the convention as to the amount of timber in
the United States.

The statement referred to is as follows:

With the spruce of the New England States, the hemlock of New York
and Pennsylvania, the pine of the Virginias and the Carolinas, the yellow
pine and cypress of the entire Sonth Atlantic and Gulf Coast States, the
poplar, oak, cottonwood, and white pine of the middle S8outh, the mountain
pine of New Mexico, A na, Colorado. Montana, and Idaho, the white pine
of the central Northwest, the Douglass fir and cedar of the Puget Sound
region, and the redwood and sugar pine of California, it isevident that every

rt of the United States is in close proximity to one or more sources of tim-

er supply, and the aggregate amount, as set forth in the United States
Forestry Reports, is a sufficient reply to those who claim to fear that our
forests will soon be denuded. d

Especially so is this the case when account is taken of the fact that spruce
timber reproduces itself to merchantable size every thirty to forty years,
and in these States where the habit of throwing land out into **old field
obtains, it is shown beyond peradventure that several varieties of pine grow
to saw-log ﬁ\mportions in less than a generation. It may possibly not be
known to all of your committee that many of the so-called treeless Statesare

nite the contrary. One of the lalr;gest unbroken bodies of pine timber in the
mited States is in the Territory of Arizona.

FORESTS CAN NOT BE PRESERVED.

Mr. BURROWS. But this anxiety to preserve the white pine
of the United States, while landable, is nevertheless futile.

Mr, TELLER. I agree with the Senator.

Mr. BURROWS. It can not be preserved.

Mr. TELLER, That is true.

Mr. BURROWS, Itcan not be preserved because of the ele-
ments which will surely destroy it. I remember in 1888 to have
made some remarks in the House of Representatives upon this
question, and I was aided in my contention at that time by dis-
tinguished gentlemen from my own State, at the head of whom
was Arthur Hill, known and respected throughout our State; and
I hold in my hand his statement in relation to the lumber indus-
try, from which I beg to make some brief extracts bearing upon
the question of the preservation of our forests:

WasHINGTOXN, D. C., March 12, 1855,
Hon. J. C. BURROWS, Washington, D, C.2

One defense of the progosltiun that lnmber should be ;mt on the free list is
that the lnmbermen of this country are destroying the forests, and that this
so-called destruction should be Btﬁ&pﬁd in the interest of arboriculture. It
is proposed by a repeal of the lumber tariff to invite Canadian competition
to the end that the American lumbermen shall be driven out of the business
and the forests thus remain unent.

‘We do not believe that the magnitude of the industry thatitis proposed to
strike down is generally understood and appreciated.

If this plan for t erring the cutting g? timber to Canada, by legislation,
could be effected, it would involve then the destruction of the third largest
industry in the country and throw out of work one man in fifteen of those
employed in the trades.

In the words of our memorial, *“Where would these losses be made good and
in what new field wonld this labor be employed "

But, as has many times been pointed out by the forestry experts, even if
we stop entting our white-pine and hemlock tgnher it will not %ee saved, but
rather lost, from being consumed by forest fires.

The Forestry rtof the United States Census of 1880, pages 400 et seq

B.nmnted mn%:n tatistics illustrating the continual prevalence of and
mage to tim by these forest fires.
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I hold in my hand that report on forestry of the census of 1880,
showing, as will be observed by this col map [exhibiting], the
mﬁ:e?s of the devastation caunsed fo our forests by the prevalence
of g

As bearing further upon the destruction of ounr forests, Mr, Hill

says:

They sweep throu%ha forest and kill the timber. If cut at once and be-
fore bored bLgrnbe this burned timber makes good lumber. If left standifg
for a year it is unfit for all but the most common uses, and at the end of, say,
five years, is ess. The testimony of Messrs. Rust, Van Bchaik, and
Hotc{kina before the Tariff Commission (see report, 955 et seq.) sots
forth very fully the manner and extent of these losses from forest fires.

With traversing every portion of the State, and homestead settlers
clearingland in the midst%% pineries, the strictest statutes against the careless
and criminal burning of our forests have been ineffectnal to prevent it.
Pires prevail every year, and duringns:geeiall{ d;?' years, like 1871 and 1881,
they not only da millions of d * worth of timber, but destroy the
homes and even the lives of settlers, arresting the attention and evoking the
charity of the whole nation.

We have attempted to show that the way to save our forests from destruc-

was to utilize them, and that to compel lumbermen tocease cutting tim-
ber would bring great loss to the industrial community.

The forestry statisticsof the census of 1880 show that in the States of North
Caroclina, South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, Mlﬂﬂiﬂﬁifpi, Louisiana,
Texas, and Arkansas there was claimed to be 237,000.000,000 feet of pine, and it
is stated that these are in fact underestimates. The cut of the Northwest,
as was developed at the January session of the forestry convention of Michi-
&niwgn“md the census estimates by at least 50 per cent, so that we may
ely |-

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator allow me?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Michigan
yield to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. ALLEN. For a question.

Mr. BURROWS. Very well.

Mr. ALLEN. Isimply want to know who Mr, Hill is.

Mr. BURROWS. Arthur Hillis a very prominentcitizen of our
State, known and respected by our geople. He was then, as now,
I suppose, interested in the lumber business.

Mr. ALLEN. In thelumber interests?

Mr. BURROWS. Yes, sir. So, I say whatever may be the
desire to ‘Pmserva the white pine of this country, it will be impos-
sible to do so becanse, as has been stated, when the fires sweep
through the forests the timber must be cut or it will become abso-
Iuntely valueless. I have a statement in my hand, made by Mr.
Eddy, of Michigan, showing that the Government appreciates
this fact, and, with leave of the Senate, will insert it in the
RECORD.

The statement referred to is as follows:

JULY 21, 1807.

DeARr Sir: Within a few miles of Bayfleld, Wis., there is a small Indian
reserve known as the Red ClLiff Reservation, the timber upon which was dam-
aged by fire last fall to such an extent that the agent of the Government at
Ashland eoncluded that in order to save it from destruction by worms, which
would have taken B]glaca in the spring and summer, it was necessary during
the winter of 1806-07 to cut and mnnugctm' into logs between eight and nine
million feet of the timber on said reservation. Thera has been estimated to
be on the tract belonging to the Indians on this reservation somewhere about
100,000,000 feet of pine timber, together with a large quantity of hemlock and
harid woods of different kinds.

- The eight or nine million feet of logs that weére taken from the reservation

Feet, B. M.
! Pine in above States ... e cnnannnn s st e st s i e 00, (), LUD, N
(s (o tnreed be )y R e R S e e e e , 000, 000,
e and allied woods in States north of the Southern States
and east of the Rocky Mountains (estimated) ... ... _..__ 100,000, 000,000
In States and Territories west of the Rocky Mountains (census) 350, 004, 000, 000
i ge, " eSS e e S RS el e 800, 000, 000, 000

timber belonging to the coniferous family, 000 feet, ac-
cording to the accepted estimates (see Tarifi Commission Report, pages 1023

and 1(£1), in Canada.
statistics shows that the pine-timber supply of

Ita then, that we have in this country to-day 000,000,000 feet of
el t only %,fm,

A review of the fores
Canada, east of Manitoba, lies next our border; that theupper waters of the
streams which supply this timber flow through treeless barrens and morasses,
with here and there n worthless and stunted growth of fir. They further
show that the pine timber of Canada, like that in the Northwestern States,
does not renew itself when cut, other timber im.lnnﬁlt.s place, while the tim-
ber from Maine down the entire Atlantic coast, along the Gulf of Mexico,
and the timber of our western al%g%sis naturally reproduced after being cut,
and will be, unless prevented by fires. z

Our t coast . then, snited in soil and favored by humidity, consti-
tutes, t fore, our natural ber preserve, and it will continue fo supply
building material to our people long after the pine forests of Canada the
Northwest are Ew(ﬁ?)t away. i g

With this 350,000,000,000 feet of pine and c{g‘&m in the South, and with
probably 150,000,000,000 feet of deciduous tim! valuable for construction,
such as poplar, gum, etc., why should we turn to Canada for our timber sup-
ply? Especially whyshould we do this when we can not find a market in our
own country for the lnmber which we now produce?

The revenue tables show that the of Inmber and timber during the
Iast flscal year was 643,000,000 feet, mainly from the Southern States; while
the import was only 443,000,000 feet from Canada. And this Canadian Inmber
comes gl’to direct competition with the Southern product.

At a large Government sale of timber berths at Toranto, December 16 last,
an effort was made by the C I rmen to have the stumpage dues
in eertain cases reduced. Mr. Charleton. member of the Canadian Parlia-
ment, publicly addressed the conneil which has these matters in charge, and
urged as a reason for such action that the southern pine and poplar were
invading the northern market so that th%oonld not compete _w}th it unless
they had relief. He claimed that 150,000,000 feet of Southern pine came into
New York City in direct competition with the Canadian ucet.

We have learned the exact amount of southern pine arri in the New
York market during the year 1887, and we find it to be 220,509,204 fect, besides
50,000,000 feet of what is known as North Carolina pine.

This lumber, as well as the poplar, comes North on a very narrow margin
of profit, not to exceed, say, §l per thmnd. and it is ble to stand a
redgmt'ion of §2 per thousand and meet this avowed Can competition.

Hon. Perry nah said at the recent furesh'tieconvenﬁon that the hard
woods of the State would bring more money to people than the pine for-
ests, and that this money would be distributed among those who most need
it, the farmersand settlers. This distribntion has only fairly begun. vet the
comparatively recent demand for hard-wood lumber has already brought
millions of dollars into the State. To surrender this trade to Ontario, lying,
as this provinee does, between Michigan and our main market, the East, would
compel the settler to burn his timber as he clearsd his lands, as he has done
in the past, instead of turning it into lumber at mﬂt

To conclude: The facts here stated and the e co referred to we think
plainly shows—

First. That if the forests of the Northern States are not cut and utilized,
they will be burned and wasted. - ‘

Second. That on account of the magnitude of the lnmber business, serions
interference with it will give a shock to the entire industrial system.

Third. That the ultimate forest resonrces of this country relatively exceed
those of Canada, and that we are now seeking a market abroad for timber
which we should be able to use at home.

Fourth. That the principal timber supply of this country lies in the South
comparatively untouched. yielding less tian 4,000,000,000 feet in 1880, while it
is eapable, under per conditions of forest growth, of producing 10,000,-
000,00 feet annunally without impairment.

Fifth. That the present dueg' on lumber is much less than on any other
article where labor is employed to a similar extent in its production.

Yours, respectfully,

ARTHUR HILL
W. C. McCLURE,
P. A. O'DONNELL. -
MAX HEAVENRICH,
ﬁ' '(1;'-' fmm!
’ Committee.

of the damage l::iﬁ:e at the Emm writing remain in a small bay
on the reservation, which is a part o

There was no preparation for sawing and manufacturing thas:llﬁga into Inm-
ber, and it was decided that they would offer the logs for saleand advertised
for bids, but in consequence of the dullness of the Inmber and log business
which has prevailed for several g’em the pro s that were received were
found to be insufficient to more than pay for the cost of Inmbering these logs,
which would leave the Indians of the reservation nothing for their timber.
In consequence the logs remain, and much speculation is: indulged in as to
what the Government will do with them.

1 dpersoua‘li}' visited the place where these logs are stored. examined them,
and found them as nicea ¥y of [ i
marked with *the circle, U. 8., which is the stamp used by the United
States Government on ] from Government reservations, as [ under-
stand it. These logs under the present conditions of the lumber business
would not allow anyone to purchuse them and pay one eent in advance of
what it has cost the Government to cut this timber, manufacture it into logs,
and deliver it into the waters of Lake Superior.

This should be very good evidence that the United States Government is
itself very deepldy interested in a better condition of the lumber business,
which it is hoped to be brought about by a protective tariff. There are scat-
tered through Minnesota and W many reservations and a great deal
of land remaining in the hands of the Government which has upon it large
quantities of whirt&}rma timber, but with the conditions that prevail to-day
is absolutely wo

Very truty, yours,

Hon. J. C. BURROWS,
United States Senate.

Mr. BURROWS. The Government, recognizing the fact that it
would be a total loss unless cut, have cut this timber in order to
preserve it. I repeat, therefore, that the forests ean not be pre-
served, according to the testimony of everyone familiar with for-
estry, until we can control the forces of nature. Until we can
bridle the tempests or quench the fires it is impossible to preserve
the white-pine forests of the Northwest.

(11) The factsset forth in the last ‘preceﬂinﬁ paragraph demonstrate the
error of the theory that American forests would be conserved by admitting
lumber free of duty. The coarser portionof the tree is now left to decay,as
only the choicer grades can be marketed at sgraﬁt. This adds lm‘grgly to the
inflammable material and Ereatly increases the linhility of forest Tim
ber is seldom even in part consumed by fire; it is almi:l‘y killed, and the de-
struction is cansed by timber worms. Much of our lumber when b
could be saved if the conditions of trade warranted its immediate manufac-
ture. It is the elimination of the value of American timber that largely
hastens its destruction.

W. B. EDDY.

OWXERSHTIP OF PINE.

Another reason urged for striking down this industry is that
the pine timber of the United States is owned by a very limited
number of individuals. The Senator from South Dakota A
PETTIGREW] in his remarks the other day said that all the white
pine was owned by 12 persons. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr.
ALLEXN]| on yesterday, if I understood him correctly, said that the
ownership was confined to 6 individuals. The Senator from
South Dakata, revising his previous statement, said, under date
of July 20, that—

One man in Michigan, Mr. Blodgett, owns the standing pine.

This latter statement of the Senmator from South Dakota will
diseredit him in my State with every man of intelligence, as the
statement has not the slightest foundation in fact.

Mr. TELLER. : ident——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does theSenator from Michigan
yield to the Senator from Colorado?

Mr. BURROWS. Ido.

Chiquanagon Bay on Lake SBuperior. -

logs as I ever saw inone place. They were .




1897.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

2891

Mr. TELLER. As the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTI-
GREW] is not here, I should like to say that the Senator from
Michigan knows very well that the Senator from South Dakota
on a previous occasion mentioned a few persons, and then alluded
to this man as owning the greatest interest—ten millions, as he
stated. The Senator %mows it was not the intention of the Sen-
ator from South Dakota to make a statement that was not true.

_ Mr. BURROWS. Ihope not;but this statement appears in the

RECORD.

Mr. TELLER. If it is, the Senator from Michigan knows the
Senator from South Dakota did not make any such statement.

Mr. BURROWS. 1 have given the exact words of the Senator
from South Dakota as reported in the RECORD. : :

Tonching these several statements as to the ownership of pine
timber in the United States, and in refutation thereof, I read from
the Census Bulletin of July 3, 1895, from which it will be observed
thatour large tracts of timber are owned by 1,186 individuals and

corporations, 3 ?
I also read a d.iall):u:trch from the editor of the Timberman in re-
um

lation to the n r of owners of pine in the Northwest:

CHICAGO, ILL., June?,
A, H. WINCHESTER,
Secretary Nalional Lumber Convention,
121 G street NW., Washington, D. C.; .

Running over list of operating firms, corporations, ete., cutting their own
timber or timber owned by their members, we have counted, in the States of
Michigan, Wisconsin, and esota, 195 whose timber resources are impor-
tant. Michigan, 9; Wisconsin, 68; Minn 2. In haste to reply, have
doubtless overlooked many. The number of individual holders would be
much greater. Wedonot inclnde hundreds of small holdings, or those known
to be included with larger amounts of hemlock and hard woods, or those held
for investment and not operated, on I reservations, State and Govern-
ment lands,ete. We believe the forests of these three States will yet furnish
at least seventy-five to one hundred billion feet white-pine products.
member that the value of other timber largely follows that of white pine.

THE TIMBERMAN,
J. E. DEFEBAUGH.

I also desire to place in the RECORD, in addition to the foregoing
dispatch as to number of owners in Michigan, a statement made
Il]):y a distingnished member of the House of Represenfatives, Mr.

AWNEY, on the 19th instant, in which he gives the names of the
individuals and firms owning white pine in the State of Minnesota,

gregating 66, and in Wisconsin $0. So the statement that the
white pine in Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota is owned by
12 individuals, or the further statement that the Michigan white
pine is owned by one person, is without a shadow of truth.

The statement of Mr. TAWNEY is as follows:

Recently I received a letter from Hon. M. G. Norton, of Winona, Minn.,
whose reputation for truth and reliability is second to none in our State-
transmitting a statement containing the names of 156 individuals and corpo,
rations who own standing white pinein_the States of Minnesota and Wiscon-
sin alone, and with whom he is personally acquainted. <

‘'We send you to-day, as per our talegmm of this day, a list covering over
150different owners of white ine in the States of of Wisconsin and Minnesota.
These are corporations and individuals that we happen to hav%mmi ac-
quaintance with, and know of their being interested in the owne: pof lands
contai white pine. If we had time to pursue this thoroughly, we think
we should develop the fact that there are several thousand owners of white-
pine timber lands in this State and Wisconsin. We are constantly runnin,

nst parties who are thus of land, and among them are includ
dows and orphans and estates of men whoaiongt.imn ago made what they
called safe investments in this kind of property.

“Isuppose the idea of Mr. PEITIGREW and Mr. ALLEN was to show that
the tendency of the lumber interest was toward a trust and a combination

t wo on the consumer of lnmber. Perhaps there is no other
business in the world that is so far from being able to be controlled by a trust
or & combination as the lumber business. There s such a diversity of inter-
ests that that sort of thing could not possibly exist, and the competition
among all the different manufacturers is very sharp and very fierce, so much
so that the manufacturers are now giving to the consumers lumber at less
than the cost price.”

I have also received communications from other reliable gentlemen in

ta and Wisconsin and who are thoroughly acquainted with the lum-

ng of both of these States. Mr. William Irvine, of Chippewa
Falls, Wis., writes that *‘there are over 500 individupl owners of stan
white pine in Wisconsin, not counting small holdings of homesteaders an
farmers, of whom there are thousands. Inaddition, there areover a hundred
lumber com ies owning ’Fine in this State.” My 8.T. McKnight, H. A.
Kelly, B. F. Ee!son, and C. T. Smith, of Minnea te me that “there
are over 115 co! ations and more than a thousand individual owners of
pine in Minn including homesteaders and farmers.”

Mr. BURROWS. Inthelightof thesedeclarations it is astound-
ing that the Senator from Sounth Dakota and the Senator from
Nebraska could have so far forgotten themselves as to place on
record a statement which has no foundation in fact.

TAX XOT A BURDEN.

But it is stated that this tax on Inmber will be a burden on the

ople; that a duty of 10 per cent on lnmber is too grievous to be

rne. In the first place, it is not certain that the price will be
enhanced, for it will be remembered that the price of lumber ad-
vanced in 1890, after the duty had been lowered. As showing
where the burden falls and who is to be benefited, let me read an
extract from a Canadian authority which will throw some light on
this question.

I quote from Pamphlet No. 10, issued during the Ontario general
elections of 1804:

The reduction of the duty on lumber from 22 to§l by the act of 1800 re-
gulted in t.i{nincraasing the revenue of the Canadian Government from
sales of timber lands. The Canadian manufacturer, then having an easier
access to onr markets for his coarser grades of lnmber, cut and paid his Goy-
ernment for that had been previously left to destruction.

The lomber trade is of Dominion concern, and perhaps ranks second in
importance in All the provinces are more or less affected l.grtha

rices obtained and the markets available for sawed laumber, bat to Ontario
uebece, New Brunswick, and British Columbia (all large exporters of sawed

lumber) the rcgjsferﬂy of the trade is of vital importance. The United
States is prscgi ¥ our only market for sawed lumber and shingles, and its
value may be ju from tila fact that Cal

1 nada gent there lnst year 1,081,000,-
000 feet of sawed lumber, valued at $8,900,000, and 357,000,000 &!Elglm ned
at §734,000, or a total value of g;m,tm

The rougher es of lumber were now capable of being marketed there
at a profit, and it has been estimated by Colonel O'Brien, member of Parlia-
ment for Musk and corroborated by r from the Crown timber

ents, that from 30 to 50 per cent more white pine is cut and marketed from
the same area of licensed territory than was formerly the case. This means
a large increass in the revenue of the provinces for material which had
formerly gone to waste. Italso meansa increase in the employment of

bor and markets for produce.

Mr. President, I do not care to dwell further on this matter. I
desire to have incorporated in my remarks a letter received froma
gentleman in Buffalo, N. Y., showing the extent of the burden
which this tax will impose on the farmers of the United States.
I will ask to have it printed in the RECORD without reading.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that order
will be made.

The letter referred to is as follows: =

BUFFALO, N. Y., July 9, 1897.

DEAR Sir: We hope that in your conference committee you will strongly

advocate a two-dollar tariff on pine lumber, for the following :

reasons:
First. Twenty dollars being about an average retail price for pine lumber
ig i?llxm btiﬁuntrs'. #21s only a 10 per cent duty, probably as small as on anything
e

Second. Even thisis not “a taxon the poor man,” as so many speakers
have claimed, for only 14 per cent of the lumber consumed in the country is
E.:g{i in the of houses, barns, fences, ete., as shown in the following

£H
Estimated consumption of lumber in the United Stales.
Per cent.

L T S W T R e B S Sy g e O W e A T
Boxing, erating, scaffolding, and other temporary purposes... Ak
Qara and other Tallrond DUrDOSBE. | . rvecaii e cn it e i s e AR g e a1
oat building, sidewalks, patterns, ete_ ... s 20
T e L e e L BRG To 8
)b e e T S e S SR Ce S i et 100
Third. It is undisputed that the American uct, and not the imports
from Canada, makes the price, and therefore a tariff on Canadian lnmber will

not and can not chan
Fourth. A two-dol
for there is practicall
lumber, which
country asto 3 +
‘We sincerely hope that you will acquiesce in the House rate of $2.
Very truly, yours,
GRATWICEK, BMITH & FRYER LUMBER CO.
Hon. J. C. BURROWE,
Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C.

Mr. BURROWS. Isubmita brief statement from the pen of the
Hon. E. J. Hrui, member of Con, from Connecticut, who for
twenty-two years was a retail er in lnmber. Mr. HiLL says:

The great market for lnmber in the United States is in New England, and

E nat‘i()er saw the price of lnmber affected tothe extent of 25 cents per thousand
eet by a 5

The retail lumber dealers of New England at their annual convention this
winter dpassed unanimously a resolution calling upon Congress toplace a two-
dollar duty on Inmber. -

The gation of white pineasa factor of debate has little foundation in
fact, as since the use of dry s became general the yellow pine of the South
has taken the place of many of the lower gradesof white pine. The drykiln
isto _Eellow pine what the cotton was to cotton.

When the doty was §2, in 1875, 1 paid §10.50 for spruce. This year, when
there is no duty, the price is 313.50.

The §2 on rough lumber will especially help the Southérn lumbermen and
others who are far from the New England market, as it will offset the freight
the.ﬁlhav‘e to pay to put their product in the market.

e Canadians wiﬁ have to send their pine to the United States because
they have no other available market. England will take only the highest
grades.

I have sought, Mr. President, thus briefly to allude to the salient
points of attack on the lumber schedule, and to present in outline
the magnitude of the lnmber industry in the United States, and
point ont some of the benefits which.accrue to our farmers and
workmen by its successful prosecution.

As snggested to me by the Senator from Massachusetts s
Hoar], my statement as to ownership of timber does not include
the white pine held by the farmers throughont the Northwest,
on the sale of which the owners depend for payment of their hold-

ings.

gr. President, I do not care to say anything further in relation
to the lnmber schedule; but I insist that, instead of being the most
infamous, it is really the most meritorious, or at least equally
meritorious with the other schedules of this bill.

the price to the consumer in this conntry.
rate would not be prohibitory,as recently asserted,
- hno (;ther outlaﬁ than 3}; gnitedthtsteu cflor Canadian
erefore as well pay per thousand revenue to
admitted at §1
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It has been said during the course of this debate that the owners
of these forests have stated that they are to be advantaged by the
passage of this bill. Whether the particular statement alluded to
was made or was not made I do not recall, but it is undounbtedl
true that this measure will advantage all the industries and all
the people. It will inure to the benefit of the manufacturer, se-
curing the home market for his products; it will advantage the
woolgrowers, for their flocks will be increased and their value
enhanced; it will benefit the farmers by an increased demand for
the products of agriculture, and I trust it will restore to the labor-
ing people of this country the uncounted millions of which they
have been robbed by four years of disastrous free trade.

My attention has been called to a statement made by the Sen-
ator from South Dakota when I was absent from the Chamber,
which I can not pass unnoticed. He alluded to a distingnished
citizen of my State, Mr. John W. Blodgett; and after declaring
him to be a man of fortune, stated, ** He is the man who manipu-
lates the elections of Senators in Michigan.” I do not know or
understand the gnrpose of that remark or the inference which the
Senator intended to have drawn from it. If, however, it was in-
tended to intimate that the election of Senators in my State was
secured by any other than honorable methods, the statement was
a slander upon the people of my State and the legislature from
whom I hold my commission.

I know Mr. Blodgett, and know him well. He is a gentleman
of high character, of nunim hable integrity, and so secure in
the public regard that nothing which the Senator from South
Dakota ean possibly say will detract one iota from his good
name. .

A word more and I am done. I desire to detain the Senate but
a few moments with some general observations,

Mr. President, when on the 4th of March, 1897, the Democratic
party went out of power and William McKinley became President
of the United States, such was the financial and industrial condi-
tion of the country that theincoming Executive felt constrained in
the performance of a public duty to summon Congress in extraor-
dinary session to grovide the necessary revenue for the support of
Governtment, and to restore, if possible, the industrial activity
which during the four years of President Cleveland’s Administra-
tion had become seriously impaired or destroyed.

The House of Representatives, with unexampled alacrity, re-
sponded to that summons, and on the 1st of April sent to the
Senate a revenue measure designed to remedy existing conditions.
Fornearly four months that bill has engaged the attention of the
Senate; and while under the rules governing this body an earlier
disposition conld hardly have been secured, yet the delay was un-
fortunate, in that it enabled imtgorters to flood our markets with
foreign goods s0 as to minimize the revenues which may bederived

for the next fiscal year and postpone the era of returning pros-
' perity.

e ‘While it is undoubtedly true that the opposition consumed no
more time than was necessary to thoroughly discuss the items in
the various schednles, yet the delay would have been greatly aug-
mented had not this side of the Chamber wholly refrained from par-
ticipating in the debate, to the end that the earliest ible action
might be secured. More than that, we realized the fact that it
was utterly idle to discuss the conflicting theories of protection
and free trade. No debate, however extended or elaborate, can
geoasibly harmonize the conflicting and irreconcilable differences
tween parties upon that question.

It was equally idle to discuss the details of the measure except so
far as was necessary to explain its provisions, for this great act, say
what you may abont its details, will in the end stand or fall in the
public judgment not on its specific or ad valorem rates, but upon
the general results attending its enactment. If in its practical
workings it shall accomplish the beneficent purposes for which it is
enacted, as declared in its title, namely, ‘¢ to secure revenue and
enconrage American industries;” if it shall bring sufficient reve-
nue for the supgort of the Government and such encouragement
to American industries as to insure a revival of business and the
restoration of American wages to American workmen, then no
amount of criticism here or elsewhere, no recital of ad valorems
on the hustings will be sufficient to destroy public confidence in
the wisdom of this measure, dislodge it from public favor, or in-
duce the American people to again abandon the policy of protec-
tion and resort fo the disastrous policy of free trade.

I have no purpose, therefore, to detain the Senate a moment in
the discussion of these theories or to explain the reasons for the
various provisions of the bill. I rise more eagcially to say one
word in relation te a declaration made by the Senator from Mis-
souri [Mr. VEsT] in the opening of the debate, and repeated by other
Senators, to which I desire to call attention, for the Senator from
Missouri made an assault nupon this bill which strikes at the meas-
ure as a whole by declaring that its enactment is a needless bur-
den upon the American people, because there is already a surplus
in the Treasury, including the reserve, of somet{ﬁng over

' Senate longer, to submit some offici

$2?g,000,000. The Senator from Missouri, under date of May 25,
said:

The Senator from Rhode Island, an expert in regard to the tariff, h
very careful not to speak of the mdi{’ion of th%m'i‘rcasurzr ofl the at?rm

States when he alludes to the want of revenue to pay the expenses of the
Government. |

» & * ® =

® »
If there be to-day enough money to ca on the Govern t. wh

necessity of inc:reaa&g taxgtlonr .2 e s S
* L & & *

& L}
Mr. President, what is the condition of the Treasury of the United States?
Let us see what the necessity is for increasing tariff taxation.
On May 21, 1897, the cash balancein the Treasurslf available was £220.350,650.50.
Ta.ki.q% from this the gold reserve of 100,000,000, it leaves, as & matter of course.
gl]fﬁ 330,650.50 idle money in the Treasury available for any govemmuntai

Mr. President, the fact that there is a surplus in the Treasury
does not make a revision of onur tax laws unnecessary, unless if
appears that such surplus is derived from existing revenue laws
and that these laws are sufficient to provide ample revenne for
the sulzgort of the Government. If the surplus in the Treasury
is not the accumulation of revenues derived from existing tax
laws, but rather the proceeds of the sale of bonds, and eviﬁenﬁe
only of increased indebtedness, then sound business judgment de-
mands prompt revision of the tariff on lines to insure revenue
sufficient for the support of the Government and gunard against
the possibility of any further increase of the public debt.

The measure about to become a law, it is believed, will accom-
plish this end. The present tariff, either as a revenue measure or
a promoter of domestic industries, has been a frightful failure. I
do not stop to recount the long catalogue of disaster brought to
the nation and the citizen in every wﬂ.ﬁ? of life from the humble
laborer to his employer. All these are disclosed in the records of
the Treasury Department or indelibly stamped on the hearts and
homes of the American people. I propose, without detaining the
: data taken from the books
of the Treasury, showing the result of the Wilson Actso faras the
fiscal operations of the Government are concerned.

I hold in my hand a statement of the Treasurer of the United
States, showing the revenunes and expenditures of the Govern-
ment from the 1st of March, 1893, three days before the Cleveland
Administration came into power, until the 1st of March, 1897,
during which time it appears that the expenditures exceeded the
revenues by $184,000,000, and in only one guarter, that of Septem-
ber, 1894, did the revenues of the Government exceed its expend-
itures. Every other quarter shows a deficiency.

Net ordinary revenues and expenditures of the Government from March 1, 1598,
to March 1, 1897, by quarter years, f ‘

Qwé?rt;_nding Revenues. |Expenditures.| Surplus. | Deficiency.
1803.
March (L month)..| $34 115,809,99 ,633,482.25 |82, 482,827.76 |.... ..o,
Tumer L month) | Sr UG 40 | o oo mir 00 [ :
September ... 80, 870,621,900 | 98,430, 694.59 |-
December ......... 71,062, 926. 95 90,946,114, 10
184,
March.......cc....| 72,701,50%.85 B9, 80T, 551. &2
2| 7T3.006,967.55 | 88.840,019.82
08,072,076, 42 98, 628,233, 40
61,211,068, 11 B8, 324, 246. 70
T7,901,042. 75 85,051 (.0.43 959, 973.68
75,215, 297. 83 83,291, 801. 76 076, 508. 93
, 390, B64. 90 05, 445, 734,00 4, 86O, 19
81, 880, 027. 46 87,360,517.12 479, 589. 66
81, 606, 402. 88 88, 560, 455. 61 052.73
76, 098, 005, 14 82, 806, 739. 26 784,12
80,156,963.29 | 104,358,337, 73 574 44
77,466, 938,77 91, 058, 550. 68 |. 611,89
February (2
months) .....__. 48,717,901.43 69,005, 445: 95 |.-..cv e s 10,347, 454. 523
Total o oaer 1,269,617, 701, 71 {1, 454,235, 082.50 | 2,826, 770.78 187,444, 15L. 77
3 o[]S R e Rt S e e gy S e 184, 617, 380. 99
OFFICE OF THE TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES, March 5, 1597,
But it will be said that this deficiency began under the McKin-

Iei Act. That is true. It began because of the election of 1892,
when it was determined that the Government was to abandon the
policy of protection and gotothe policy of free trade, which neces-
sarily lessened importations in anticipation of lower rates, and
reduced revenues, Consequently I submit an official statement
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showing the revenues and expenditures and the deficiency from
February, 1893, to Janunary, 1897, by months, and ask to have it

incorporated in my remarks,
Revenues and expenditures under MeKinley Act.
Expendi-
tui- ex-
Ravenues,| §0sive Deficiency
exclusive gi. % cimﬁ r%:;gi‘;’:_ in reve-
of postal. | * ¢ a0 t, nues,
premium.
1893,
? L e et RS e T &34, 115,810 (831, 633, 482 Sy
---| 28,415,368 | 83,238, 886 $4, 823,518
-| 80,928,858 | 80,210,787 |  TIS,O0L |.__.__.__...
80,717,102 | 28,775,460 | 1,941,683 |. .. .......
30,905, 776 | 39, 675, 889 8,770,113
23,800,885 | 33,805,228 , 414,
24 582 750 | 25,478,010 |. G, 25
24,553,805 | 20,588, Ta2 5,085, 397
23,979,401 | 31,502, 026 3 Oy
22,312,027 | 80,058,261 7,746,234
082,730 | 31,309,670 7,220,931
269,200 | 28, 725,374 4,456,075
842, 708 | 81,137, 560 , 204,
692,364 | 32,072,836 |. 9,880,472
066,904 | 20,779,141 6,712,147
, 485,926 | 25, 657, 021 028,908 |<ooocincmzan
800,340 | 36,648,588 | ... ..... 1,839,243
40,417,606 | 31,656,637 | 8,760,969 |....co......

# Large receipts from whisky in anticipation of increased tax.

Revenues and expenditures under Wilson Act.

Expendi-

tu_fea,ex‘
Revenues,| £ usive

sl of tal, | Burplus
g:;loqss&a princi revenues. mn?e:.&
* | of debt,
and

preminm.

21, 229 :30,323 » »
19,149,240 | 82,713 , 573,
19,411,404 | 28,477 9,065, 785
21,866,187 | 27,135 b, 269, 324
27,804,400 | 34, 523, 8,719,047
22,888,057 | 25,608, 2,807,978
25,470,576 | 25,716, 246,381
24,247,836 | 32,900, 8,742,840
25,272,078 | 28,558, 3,236,136
25,615,474 | 21,683, B paad
29,000,608 | 88,548, 9,478, 366
28,952, 687 | 32,588, 3,635,488
27,540,678 | 24,820,482 | 3,220,196 |..cocoen...

-| 27,901, 748 | 34,5083, 8,601,677
25,986,503 | 27,199, 1,212,780
20,288,938 | 25,814,817 | 474,621 |ocoemenaanas
29, 237,670 | 32,529, 341 8,201,671

, 069, 26, 749, 956 600, 728
26,041,149 | 27,274, 994 | 1,238, Ri5

200, 28,987,383 |. 4,704, 480
24,643,715 | 28,426,508 |. 3,782, 875
27,704,210 | 25,444,789 | 2,849,480 . __ ... __

L, (20, 209 | 42, 088,468 |_ 3, 059, 259

, 562, 097 | 35, 701, 677 0,139, 580

, 584, 245 | 26,579,535 1,905, 200

, 282, 830 | 33,978,277 . 7,695,447

, 210, 696 | 33, 260, 720 8,050, 024
25,857, 114 | 23,812, 665 e
24,316,994 | 30,260,889 | .o 5,952, 395

, 400, RO T 00T |cuicnts , 305,

It is worthy of notice in this connection, that if we had relied
entirely upon the Wilson law for revenues to maintain the Gov-
ernment, the country would have been bankrapt long ago. If the
‘Wilson bill had been the only reliance for the paymentof the run-
ning expenses of the Government, it would have taken every dol-
lar from the Treasury of the United States, every dollar of the
reserve, every dollar of paper and coin, all our fractional silver,
and every penny, and would have left the Government bankrupt
by more than $47,000,000.

I submit the following table:

Cash in the Treasury, including gold reserve, July1,1803........ §122, 462,200
Revenues fiscal year—

1804 - §297,722, 01

1865 . 890,

1886 _ 326, 976,

1897 (June 1).

Expenditures fiscal year—
1804

1896
1897 (June 1).
1,418, 401,153
TIN5 e £ L el i s e e i i i i B B 47,901,148

This disastrous condition was averted only by the sale of bonds,
and I will ask to have printed a statement showing the amount of
bonds issued and sold during the Cleveland Administration, the
proceeds derived therefrom, equaling $294,000,000, which went
into the Treasury, and out of which this surplus is made to
appear. :

Receipts of the Treasury from the sale of bonds between March 1, 1893, and
%am\ 1, 1897, by quarter years.

Quarter ending with— Amount,
1804,
March ._..... $58, 660, 917. 63
Decem 58,719,710.20

1895.

Proceeds of the sale of bonds between March 1, 1593, and March 1, 1854, on
account of principal, premium, and accrued interest.

204, 164, 296. 79
OFFICE OF THE TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES, Maich 5, 1597.

Instead, therefore, of the reyenues having been sufficient under
the operation of the Wilson Act, the condition of the Treasury
to-day with its surplus is shown to have been bronght about by
increased indebtedness; and I will submit another table from
official sources showing the amount of the public debt on the 1sf
of March, 1803, at the beginning of the free-trade period, to have
been $963,000,000, while on the 1st of March, 1897, it was $1,225,-
000,000, or an increase of $262,000,000 in four years.

Public debt of the United States, exclusive of certificates and notes issued on
deposits in the Tveasury March 1, 1893, 189/, 1895, 1896, and 1897.

Interest- Bearing no
Year. Matured. Copfae Total.
$375,912,187.87 | $963, 281,752, 68
379, 612,905.17 | 1,007,356, 015. 43
, 787, 366.92 | 1,088, 610, 527.18
375,491,679, 14 | 1,199,774, 479.40
876,714, 540, 14 | 1,225, 437, 700. 40

OFFICE OF THE TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES, March 2, 1897,

Such is the result of the free-trade policy. A bankrupt Treas-
ury, increased public debt, prostrate industry, and labor deprived
of profitable employment.

ut history is only repeating itself. This generation now has
had an object lesson in free trade which will not soon be for-

otten.

8 If we turn, on the other hands, fo the era of protection from 1861
to 1893, the results are entirely reversed. I submit a table show-
ing the receipts and expenditures of the Government from 1865
to 1893, and upon an examination of this table it will be found
that in no single year were the expenditures in excess of revenues;
and that under the policy of protection the revenues were always
ample for the expenses of Government except during the years of
the civil war,
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Excess of
revenue over

expenditures,

i N R P PR SR EERE R R Dbt A
- % ‘-,“- e -~ i ey

g

Total ndi-
tures, i?:xt"f:din
preminm,

EERN R RET R R NER L IRRERERRARCRERNBRE2RRE

S R B e B CEPPEPE R EEE R R B

e LU RN AR AR AR R R R

Total revenue.

ABEIRRACRSEENANERRETSRERRBERERABRR L8N ERDE

BoAdeRiREdacitas AdeRir CHRREERICEY AESCS

Miscellaneous sources.
Premiums

on loans and

cellaneous
items.

Other mis-

CRERF bR R R R R FR R B D T R

- lalalalala B S S e e R R R ]

357
008,
30,
400,
345,
174,101
B3, 448,
083, 055,
787, 830,
755,401
i
2005, 643.
802, 839,
412, 657.
500, 530.
037, 665,
979, 279,
280.
405, T76.
817, 102,
o 505, 47.
110.

. e I G yidly

Yo tanda”

Bales of

g3nAsarREERTARgaAssREREsEEYS AN RRASS
FEEPE R R REEE R R PR B g P

Direct tax.

Ll eaase

GEEECREE

'
.
v
'
'

‘nternal reve-
nue,

=pra bbbt fa b P b A i e et

LR L PR PR P L L PP R ER D
R PR EER PR R PR E PP E PR R
TP N R E B

Lol -8 D e L L L b e e e L e e ] e

Customs, |12

EEERLIESRERRRBICERBRELERRSRIERAISBEEREEBSES

FEERREREE R PR B TR R R BN R R

Sl e

Year.

* Expenditures in excess of revenue.

Not only this, but I 'submit another table showing the reduc- | during that time.

It is worthy of note in this connection, that
y many millions, so that no citizen

protection from | during this period of reduction of the public debt the burdens

1, to the end of | of taxation were reduced b

000 of the public debt | stowed.
Analysis of the principal of the public debt of the United States.

Debt on which|

L)

en it had been reduced to | felt the weight of the Government except in the blessings it be-

000

ublic debt during this period of
t, 1865, when it amounted to §2,756,431,5

riod of protection in 1893, whi
$888,069,475, or a decrease of $1,017

tion of the p

Augus
the pe

E80O-H22sRRne22sRRSSES822338238288382 Ss2852823

i odod o od 2 o v rlred vt vl 1t ot o e e e et e e

EBERRI RSN IERR A IR SRBERRRSS L RRS SRR LRRSESS

SECEEGsiunEAsagRRssIentadsRuAdRdntNRRdN:
LT EP PRI L EDER PR R R EE LR R FEE
el BT EEEEEEEE R R ER RSO R R R R

-

Annual inter- | Total interest-
est charge. | bearing debt.
762,
460,
700,
290,
640,
380,
804,
b1,
250,
811,
530,
331,
o
060,
455
ok
483,
830,
676,
825,
5.
643,
908
507
810,
209,
563,
50,
014
602,
523,
853
813
529
020
(E57
41
A

SEReEEIIETeRanERREn R NN AR RNRLSERR
T e e e
CEEELEREPE

N e S S DSt S Sl i S e Sl A
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Total debt less
cash in
Treasury,
05,
903
),
405,
084
718,
G812
i
815,
451
(563,
151
853,
71

69,

K
780,
402
-
205,
382,
414,
326
65100,
(23

Treasury
July 1
G8E.
210.
689,
603.
535
212
859
401
093
012,
055
009,
502,
437,
340,
471,
2453,
708,
, 314
361.
720,
960,
612,
167
415.
519
e,
928
429
173
9T
089
172
B34,
830,
681,
210.
256,
018,

Cash in the

On
principal.

interest.

Debt
no

||| odddeiiassadseetusaedaadErsssdn

SEBEERARBRBECZEERANANANARNANARANAKRARAARAAR

EEEEER]

interest has
ceased.

Year,

4,
Decrease in interest-bearing debt, §1,796,493,104.96.

Decrease in total debt, loss cash in Treasury, $1,817,462,005.63.

cent, and

ception of the amount out-
r cent to 6 per
E::luda the wmia amount

reents from 1862 to 1863, inclusive, with the ex:
hest point. This loan bore interest from 4

it

hig!

[

funding operations to have been completed.

g constantly changing, it has been considered more equitable to

ncinded in

but bein,

862, is i
the public debt reached

£ the date at which
n ten days’ notice after thirty days;
outstanding as bearing 4 per cent interest on an average for the year.

n per act of July 11, L

orary loa
a1, lﬂgb. this bein

Li}

NoTe l.—Annual interest charge computed on amount of outstanding principal at close of fiscal year, and is exclusive of interest charge on Paciflc Rail-

wa%{bondu.

oTE 2.—The figures for July 1, 1879. were made up assuming

NoTE 3.—The tem;

standing Au%;:lzt
was redeamable
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ERA OF PROTECTION.

During this era of protection the conntry made marvelous prog-
ress in industrial life, until in 1890 it was confessed by every one
the world over that the American Republic stood in the very van

of the industrial nations of the world. I submitwithont readin,%
a table prepared by Hon. Carroll D. Wright, the official head o
the Department of Labor, showing the growth of the country
under protection from 1860 to 1890:

Totals for the United States.
1803. 1870- lm 13!!]. Per cent
of in-
Items. Percent Per cent Percent| crease,
Total. Total. of in- Total. of in. Total. of in- | 1860 to
crease. crease. crease. | 1800,
E‘pnluhon 24 31,443,521 88, 558, 871 22,63 50,155, TR3 80.08 62,622, 250 24,86 99.16
rsons engaged in gainful occupations @ . oo oocmeeeo ] ino e 12 605,928 1. oo e vaan 17,592,000 28.09 22,735, 661 1 M ) R
True value u.a? real and personal property. ....c....... §16, 150, 616,068 | §30, 068, 518, 50T B6.07 | 843, 642,000,000 45,14 | $65,087,001,197 40,02 S02.47
Yalue of ucts of industry:
Manufacturing and mechanical $1,885, 861,670 | $4,232,825 442 124.42 | 5,340,191, 458 26.89 | £9,056, 764,906 69.51 830.25
e i S S T M R i [t 2,447,588,658 |.......... 2,212, 540,927 c9.680 | 2,460,107, 454 vh e {7 A
= 12,924,008 11,006,522 | cl4.14 43, 046, 053 287.92 44, 277,514 2.86 242,60
(d) 158,508,994 |.......... 360,819,000 | 142.2 B8T, 230, 662 ] i,
OBl - oo mrmm i e cmmr mm e mmwnmsmmnavnoenmannesmen-n] A, 508, T85, 768 | 6,848,550,618 |  260.41 | 7,974,007,438 16.52 | 12,148,350,028 52.85 539.80
Aver number of employees in establishments en-
gaged in mmmfnctnrag and mechanical industries. 1,811,246 2, 208 50.64 2,700, 732 31.49 e 4, 050, T85 40,99 208.93
Annual amount of wages paid. ... ... $378, 878, D66 $620, 467, 474 63. 76 $939, 462, 252 51.41 | g1,799,671,492 91. 56 s
Number of establishments reporting the above em- ; :
OB e L S T e 140, 433 258,148 79.55 258, 502 54 322,038 oo 120.75
g::?ure?a ofknn.tional T s A T e 818,797,044 | §1,510,713,237 | 8,R83.60 | $2,105, 786,628 89.39 | §3,141, 487,405 49.18 | 18,601. 95
ngs banks:
N&Imroflmks.......... e S I8 278 517 85.97 629 21.68 21 46.42 231.29
Number of depositors. ......«.ocenee e 693, 870 1,630,846 | 135.04 2,835,582 43.21 4,258, 893 82.83 513.79
Amount of savings deposits . ooceicccacamiacecaaan $149, 277, 504 $549, 874,338 268.38 , 108,973 48.96 | $1,524,844,506 86,16 921.48
Coin in United States, including bullion in Treasury. £235, 000, 000 £25,000,000 | ¢B89.36 , 303,884 | 1,877.46 | $1,152,471,638 133.12 590,41
Paper money in United States ..o oooeeeneicaanas 2 207,102,477 697, 868, 461 236.97 711,565,813 | | 1.08 991,754,521 8938 5.97
s et A e e e L TS A 442,102, 477 T2, 868, 461 { 63.51 | 1,205,929,197 66.83 | 2,144,225,159 77.81 885.01
L AP F I et L el 2,044,077 2,650,985 ‘ 30.13 4,008,907 |  50.71 4,564,641 | 13.88| 1238
Value of land, fences, and buildings. ... , 645, 045,007 | $9, 262, 803, 861 89.39 | $10,197,006, 776 10.09 | $13,279, 252, 649 90.23 9
Value of implements and machinery -.....cccaceoe 246,118,141 3306, 878, 429 36.88 , 520, 20,67 404,247, 467 21,58 100. 82
Valueof live stockonhand. __ ... oo 1,089,820,015 | 1,525, 276, 457 40.02 | 1,500,354, TO7 cl.63 | 2,208 767,673 47.21 102.97
R b e A R s 7,982,528,140 | 11,127,618,732 80.40 | 12,108,010,445 8.81 | 15,986,832, 330 32.04 100,27
a Persons 10 years of and over, b Not reported. ¢ Decrease, d Included in manufacturing and hanical industri
- n[}fe?Dcms: not include officers, ﬂ?& members, or clarks and their salaries, For the yearglw& Cexe ey

Nore.—The improvement in statistical meth
omitted at earlier periods, as well as the inflated
the exact increase.

The last annual message of President Harrison, sent to Con-
gress in December, 1892, showed continued and increasing pros-
perity up to the hour of election of that year.

Mr. President, I close as I began, by stating that this measure,
in my judgment, will not be weighed by its ad valorems, but by
the results which it shall bring to the country. If the protective
policy fails now, it will be the first time in the history of the Gov-
ernment during its century of existence. Every period of protec-
tion in this country has been attended with prosperity, while every
era of free frade has been accompanied by widespread disaster.

Some time, of course, will be required to absorb the surplus |

which the importers have brought to this market, but the dawn
of grosperity ig at hand. The sun that sets to-day over the grave
of free trade will rise to-morrow upon the resurrection of a new
industrial life. The country is to be congratulated that the Eng-
lish policy is to be abandoned and that the American system of
protection is to be reestablished. I confidently hope and believe
that this measure will bring back to the country and all its peo-
ple a new era of individual and national prosperity.

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL.

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L.
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had
on this day approved and signed the act (S. 2138) to give the con-
sent of Congress to a compact entered into between States of
South Dakota and Nebraska respecting the boundary between
gaid States.

ADJOURNMENT,

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn to meet at
three minutes past 1 o'clock Saturday. I do this in order that
the records may appear correct. 'We are in recess now as thongh
gi:%in on Friday, and we should adjourn so as to have the session

ay. y

Mr. MORGAN. What I understand the Senator wants is to
inaugurate a new legislative day?

Mr. ALLISON, That is all.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the motion of the Senator from Iowa that the Senate do now
adﬁum to meet at three minutes ({mst 1 o'clock Saturday.

e motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o'clock p. m. Saturday,
July 24, 1897) the Senate adjourned to meet at 1 o’clock and 8
minutes p. m., Saturday, July 24, 1897,

ot‘lrzlthecgrenber care bestowed on the enumeration at recent censuses, and the inclusion of certain factors
ue of currency in 1870 as compared with gold, will not permit of the use of the above figures to show

SENATE.

SATURDAY, July 2, 1897.

The Senate met at 1 o’'clock and 3 minutes p. m,

The Vice-President being absent, the President pro tempore
took the chair. s

On motion of Mr. FAULKNER, and by unanimous consent, the
reading of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was dispensed
with.

WILLIAM HOWETT,

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Claims, reported the fol-
lowing resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent,
and agreed to:

Resolved, That the bill (8. 1002) entitled *A bill for the relief of William
of Tyrrell County, N. €., now pending in the Senate, together with
e accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the
't of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act entitled *An act to
provide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United
e T St ST Mo Seoviste o St Gt St o ocell I ke
same in acco! w e provisions of sucl and re 4

in accordance therewith. o o it b jud

CHESTER B, SWEET,

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to
whom was referred the bill (8. 2257) for the relief of Chester B.
Sweet, of California, asked to be discharged from its further con-
sideration and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims;
which was agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED,

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2485) granting a
Mrs. Irene Burghardt; which was read twice by its ti
ferred to the Committee on Pensions,

_He also introduced a bill (8. 2486) granting an increase of pen-
sion {o John M. Odenheimer; which was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

_He also introduced a bill (S. 2487) granting an increase of pen-
sion to Edward L. Berthoud; which was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on Pensions,

He also introduced a bill (S.2488) for the relief of Elias Gilbert;
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Comaznittea
on Military Affairs.

nsion to
, and re-
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Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 2489) to remove the charge
of desertion from the military record of Richard Severn, and for
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

Mr. MORGAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2490) for the
relief of heirs of Margaret Kennedy, deceased; which was read
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims.

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (8. 2491) for the relief of
Owen N. Denny; which was read twice by title, and, with the
accom%&nvin g papers, referred to the Committee on Claims.

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 2492) for the relief of the
legal personal representatives of Henry H. Sibley, deceased; which
gﬁq read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on

ims.

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (5. 2493) to amend an act pro-
viding for the printin%and binding and the distribution of public
documents, approved January 12, 1895; which was read twice by
its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing.

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S.2494) granting a pension to
Mary A. Colhoun; which was read twice by its title, and referred
to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr, ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2495) for the relief of Mar-

ret Kennedy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to

e Committee on Claims,

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2496) to remove the charge
of desertion from the military record of Nathan M. Trail, alias
David Wilson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

He also introduced a bill (S. 2497) granting a pension to Eliza-
beth J. Cook; which was read twice by its title, and, with the
accompanying papers, referred fo the Committee on Pensions.

He in nced a bill (8. 2498) gmnting a pension to Sarah
Anderson (colored), of Annapolis, Md.; which was read twice by
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also introduced a bill (S. 2499) for the relief of the legal
representatives of Alfred B. Mullett, deceased; which was read
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims.

He also introduced a bill (8. 2500) for the relief of the legal
representatives of Miss Anna Ella Carroll, deceased; which was
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims.

He also introduced a bill (S. 2501) for the relief of Milton F.
Colburn, administrator of the estate of Gilbert Colburn, deceased,
late of Annapolis, Md.; which was read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on Claims.

He also introduced a bill (S, 2502) for the relief of Gotlieb Feld-
me{)er, of Annapolis, Md.; which was read twice by its title, and,
glit_ the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on

aims.

JAMES 8, CRAWFORD,

On motion of Mr. PENROSE, it was

Ordered, That leave is hereby given for the removal from the files of the
Benate of the petition and other papers submitted by James 8. Crawford in
support of his claim for relief.

AMENDMENT OF THE RULES—PREVIOUS QUESTION.

Mr. MASON submitted the following resolution; which was
referred to the Committee on Rules:

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules is hereby directed to report an
amendment to the rules providing for the ordering of the previous question.

STATISTICS OF ELECTIONS.

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, yesterday there was a collogquy
between the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] and myself in
regard to the elections of 1896. I refer to the matter at this time,
not for the purpose of again taking it up or of ing comment
of any kind about it, but only that I may offer and have printed
without comment and without taking the time to have them read,
unless it should be demanded, certain figures which have been
sent to me bearing on the subject.

I offer first a communication which I have received from Mr.
Delos H. Smith, with certain statistical information attached,
which I ask may be printed in the REcorD,

I offer in the next place a statement furnished me at rﬁyrequest
by the assistant librarian of the United States Senate, Mr. James
l&{ Baker, giving certain figures in regard to the elections in vari-
ous States. :

I offer in the third place, and ask to have printed in the RECORD,
aA printed statement on the same subject prepared by Mr. O. P.

ustin.,

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair).
‘Without objection, the matter submitted by the Senator from Ohio
will be printed in the RECORD. i

The matter referred to is as follows:

WasHINGTON, D. C., July 23, 1897.

DeAR Bin: I listened to your controversy with Senator ALLEN to-day,and
the proposition of 1 voter to 5 of the population, as Senator BUTLER and

others argued, struck me as absurd; and to satisfy myself asto this matter
1 have referred to the censusreport for 1890, and find that the following tables,
taken from the Republican Handbook for 1804, are correct:

Fote, by States, from 1870 to 1892.
[The vote is that cast for Presidential electors.]

\ ALABAMA.
Po%t_luli?bou in 1890, 1,518,017,
Vo population, 324,822 —white, 184,059; colored, 140,763,
Demo- Repub- Green- Prohibi-
A T cratic. | lian. | back. | - tion.
102, 089 68,708 |.. -l NP Al
91, 185 56, 271 4,642 | coocianaiaa
93, 051 59,501 873 612
117,320 LT A e A TR 593
138,138 9,107 | 85,181 259
* Populist.
ARKANSAS.
Population in 1890, 1,128,179,
g%ngpopulanon. 257,868—white, 188,206; colored, 69,572.
Demo- Repub- Green- | Prohibi- | Union La-
Election. cratic ]z‘cpan. back. tion. nb%l:-.
58,071 A ) e P R I e
60,775 42,436 A s
85068 | DTS |.... ey 7T T R T
o I T R 7 I
* Populist.
Populaiion £ 1800, 1908180 CALIFORNTA.
opulation in 130,
Voting population, 462,280—white, 300,228; colored, 72,081.
Demo- Repub- Green- -
Election. cratic. lican. back. tiom.
76,468 o B e St SR
A 80,348 DRl A et
80, 288 102, 416 © 2017 2,920
117,729 124,816 8| Y TSR
118,151 118,927 * 25,811 8,008
* Populist.
COLORADO.
tion in 1800, 412,198, -
Voting population, 164,920—white, 161,015; colored, 8,905.
Demo- Repub- Green- | Prohibi- | Union La-
Election. cratic. | ‘lican. | back. | tom. | Dbor.
J Loy A R Y il S e Y L e AL
i R e i 24, 647 450 P RSO
o e 4 AT 27,723 36, 200 1,058 yp 0 o IERRERORNS Z
ARBR = 87,667 B0, 774 |coeeoeaeae 2,101 1,266
T SRR TR SR W S LA , 620 153, 684 4y PSS
* By legislature. 1+ Populist.
CONNECTICUT.
Pogulation in 1890, 746,258, 4
Voting population, 224,002—white, 220,116; colored, 8,976,
Demo- Repub- Green- | Prohibi- | Union La-
Election. cratic. l.icla’m. back. tion. ml:?;lr.
81,034 59,034
64,415 67,071
67, 109 65, 923
. 74,584
82,895 77,082
* Populist.
DELAWARE.
Population in 1890, 108,403, F
Voting population, 47,550—white, 40,007; colored, 7,552,
Demo- Repub- Green- Prohibi- | Union La-
Election. cratic. fioan back. tion. bor.
13,381 10,752 |....
, 270 14,133
18, 964 12,951
18, 414 12,978 |._..
18, 581 g Ty g M
FLORIDA,

Population in 1800, 391,422, ; »
Voting population, 96,213—white, 58,068; colored, 38,145,

3 Demo- Repub- Green- Prohibi-
Election, cratic, lican. back. tion.
A s o 22,927 1 R e
1880 - : 27,084 C T BRI P BT
31, 766 88081 | St s 2
39, 561 26,650 |.ocaeneoo. 408
30,143 4,843 570
* Populist.
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Votes, by States, from 1578 to 1892—Continued. Votes, by States, from 1876 to 1892—Continued.
GEORGIA. e LOUTSIANA.
Iation in 1800, 1.837. on 118,587,
mg popu.lation. M,L.u—-whit.e 219,004; colored, 179,028, V%g population, 250,563—white, 130,748; colored, 119,515,
- - | Prohibi- |Union La- Demo- Repub- Green- | Prohibi- | Union La-
Election. %?ig I%fcl:::}.}' mﬂ >y bor. Election. cratic. Hoan. back. tion. bor.
130, 088 0, 508 75,815
102,470 65, 067 38,637
s Som | oo
00, 449 3 s
1 s 87,92 13,311
# Populist. *# Populist.
IDAHO. MAINE.
: Population in 1890, 661
52 ﬁ‘m{ﬁ;%ﬁwﬂm 20,625; colored, 1,965. Voting population, 201 it white, 200,609; colored, 632,
R Demo- Repub- Green- | Prohibi- | Union La-
Election. g’;’ﬁg‘ 1}?&‘;‘* Populist. P{?xbl Election. cratic. lican. back. tion. bor.
W el 8500 | 10,62 | 28 am| e
y 52,140 72,200
50, 482 73, T34
ILLINOIS. 48, 024 62,878
FoPing popalntion, 1,075,605 —white, 1,054,408; colored, 18,200,
£ pop on, ‘072, white, 1, or * Populist.
Election Demo- Repub- Green- | Prohibi- | Union La- MARYLAND.
i cratic. lican. back. tion. bor. Population in 1890, 1,042

390,
Voting population, 2"0,738—wh1te 218,843; colored, 51,805.

Demo- Repub- Green- | Prohibi- | Union La-
-eratic. lican. back. tion. bor.

258,601 | 278,232
277,321 | 318,087

Election.

$12, 355 37,474 10,910
38,371 870,475 |.eeaeeen..-
426, 281 890, 288 22,207 91, 780 71,981
s2 s
* Populist. 106,168 99,086
INDIANA. 808 92,758
Population in 1890, 2.192404.
Voting population, w},m—whiae 581,987; eolored, 13.079. * Populist.
MASSACHUSETTS.
Demo- Repub- Green- | Prohibi- |Union La- ulation in 1800, 2,238,943,
Faestion. cratic. | lican. back. tion. bor. %?Jlt]mg population, 665,000—white, 657,042; colored, 7.967.
____________________ : Demo- Repub- Green- | Prohibi- | Union La-
g Tl e T o M s Election. cratic. | lican. back, tion. bor.
3517019 | w301
. i 108, 777 150,063
B0 440, | |1 260, 615 111,060 | 165,205

122,481 146, T24
183,

* , 802 |-
i 176,813 | 202,814

I0OWA.

ulation in 1890, 1.911 i * Populist.
Yoging popnlation w.m—whlta. 517,008; colored, 3,326 St R e
o opulation in
Election. Demto. | ‘Bepub.. | Qrosn- | Probiil. |Undon La- | Voting popalation, 617, i white, 611,008; colored, 6,87,
2 Demo- Repub- Green- | Prohibi- | Union La-
12,121 | 171,3% Hiection. cratic. | lican. Dack. tion. bor.
5, YL
177,316 -
y 141,005 iR ) R e e e
e 180507 | 185,341 | 34665
" 140'835 | 192,600 42,28
213,460 |  236.887 |.eenn. ...
202, 296 222,708 *19,802
KANBAR, # Popnlis!
v htimu%m lé"ﬂa'{gf hite 688; colored, 12,543, mrz?tm:;
Pop i =N, W e Population hila %390, 1,301 Bt TS olored, 3
Election. De:ﬁm Iﬁapub- (]}mrziu— Prohibi- | Union La- Voting population, 376, w A ooloted, S
S gan - oL bor. ection Demo- | Repub- | Green- | Prohibi- | Union La-
y cratie. lican. back. tion. bor.
30,801
o wro|  moef ...l
¢ 53,815 93, 903 8, 287
102,745 0144 | 11028 3583
"""""" 104, 385 142,492 | ... ...
100,579 | 122736 | TT¥30,308
* Popnlist.
KENTUCKY. Sy MISSISSIPPI.
Pﬂgm tion in 1800, 1.858,635. ulation in 1890, 1,289.600.
Voting population, 450,/92—white, 887,371; colored, 63,421. L v ing population, 271,080—white, 120,611; colored, 150,460
§ Demo- Repub- Green- Prohibi- . Demao- Repub- Green- | Prohibi- | Union La-
Eleckion, cratic. lican. back. tion. Election. cratic. lié]&ﬂ. back. tion. bor.
112,173 62,
75,750 34
76,510 43, =i 5
85,471 90000 | il 218 223
40,237 1,406 | *10,259 [T SO 2
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JuLy 24,

Votes, by States, from 1876 to 1582—Continued.

MISSOURI.

Population in 1800, 2,670,184,
Voting population, 705,718—white, 667,451; colored, 88,267.

Votes, by States, from 1876 to 1852—Continued.
NORTH CAROLINA.

Poﬁl;lation in 1890, 1,617,947,
oting population, 842,653—white, 233,307; colored, 109,346,

Demo- Repub- Green- | Prohibi- | Union La- . Demo- Repub- Green- | Prohibi- | Union La-
Election. cratie. lican. back. tion. bor. Election. cratic. lican. back. tion bor.
1876, 077 | 145,02
1880 ﬁ: 809 L"ﬁ..' 67
1884 235, 058 202, 029
1888 261, 954 235, 953
1802, 2068, 628 226, 762 *41,183
* Populist. # Populist,
MONTANA. ! NORTH DAKOTA.
Population in 1890, 132 Population in 1800, 182,719,
Votirg population, 65, {ia—wh:l‘te, 61,048; colored, 8,407, Voting population, 55, .Lﬂ—white, 55,769; colored, 190,
Demo- ub- Prohibi- Repub- ‘| Prohibi-
Epco oratio. | Tiam. | Popuist. | PEoCl EleoUon licn, | Populist. | “3000
i FL e R S e e 17,534 18,838 7,250 e L s e S AT Sl S e 17,519 17,650 875
Rl NEHRASKA. et e s OHIO.
'opulation ulation in 1 3
Voting population, 501 Bﬂn—white. 207,281; colored, 4,219. v?;lzmg population, 1 ulu,m—wh:to. 990,512; colored, 25,923,
% Demo- Repub- Green- | Prohibi- | Union La- > De = e
Eleotiot. by g epu Yoy o Election. mla: F{.qi:pub- Ghr?:ei-: Prohibi- | Union La-
17, 554 330, 698
et 200,083
80,552 416,054
24,043 405, 187
* Populist, * Populist.
EEVADA- OREGON.
ROPAASON frr S0 45,761, ulation in 1890, 313,767
Voting population, 20,951—white, 17,002; colored, 3,49. olt’mg population, 111,74 —white, 102,113; colored, 9,631.
Demo- Repub- Green- | Probibi- Demo- Repub- Green- | Prohibi- | Union La-
Election. cratic. lioan., back. tion. Election. cratic. | lican. back tion. bor,
9, 308 14,149 15, 206
9,615 19,948 20,619
5,578 24,604 , 860
88 . 5, 526 26, 522 33, 201
T i R e e ST : 14,243 :
* Populist. * Populist.
PENNSYLVANIA.

NEW HAMPSHIRE.
Popoulation in 18980, 376.530.
Votlug population, 118,135—white, 117,880; colored, 216.

Population in 1890, 5,258,01
Vi population. 1 iﬂl.&ﬂﬂ»—whxte 1,426,090; colored, 54,873.

Demo- Repub- Green- | Prohibi- | Union La- Dem Repub- Green- | Prohibi- |Union La-
Rloction, cratic. | lian. | back. | tiom. | bor. AIROHAR cratic. | lican. | back. | tion.' | bor.
88, 500 CTH. ) L7t P e P
40, 794 44, 852 528 00 b 444, T4 20,668
89,183 43,249 552 1,571 |- 473,804 16,992
43, 456 45,728 1,608 42 BEB.BBE )i s
42,081 45, 6538 205 s 0 - ) IS S ble, 011 *8,714
~* Populist. *Populist.
: KEW JERSEY. RHODE ISLAND.
Population in 1800, ]Z.l Pogil&t{o‘n in 1800, 845,506.
Voting population, £13,530—white, 398,968; colored, 14,504 Voting population, 100,017—white, 97,756; colored, 2,261,
Repub- Gree: Union La- Demo- Repub- Green- | Prohibi-
Election. m Hem, haok, tion, bor. Election. cratic. lican. back. tion.
10,712 0% TSmO E = RS
10,779 18,195 256 20
12,301 19, 080 422
17,530 TLO6D | La
24,35 27,000 bt -1 4 1,
* Populist. * Populist.

NEW YORK.

BOUTH CAROLINA,

Population in 1800, 5,907 853. Population in 1890, 1,151,149, 3
Voting population, 1,769,640—white, 1,745,418; colored, 24,231 Vo population, ¥35,606—white, 102,657; colored, 132,049,
Demn Repub- G - | Prohibi- | Union La-* Demo- Repub- Green:
Election. oratic. | lican. back. tion. bor. Election. cratic. | lican. back.
91,870

58,071 |
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Votes, by States, from 1576 to 1582—Continued. Votes, by States, from 1876 to 1892—Continued.
WISCOXNEIN.
= i PR RO l;_o nlation in oo, Loses0. {
Vmuonpopuh' '%‘fg'—whi{ae,s&lﬁ; Joped. 5. o population, 461,722—white, 459,803; colored, 1,820,
o Elootion. Dant;g.- Repub- Green- Prt?hibi- Un%.‘lb;; La-~
De a cral lican. back. on. i
Election. Demo- | Bepub- | populist,
. B e e
B ek d s o - T W Rt e 9,081 34,888 26,512 144,400 7,080
161,157 4,508
LT ) M 14,270 8,552
_— 170,791 %9, 909 T T L
Population in 1890, 1,767,518,
v?ﬁng popu]st.ion,lkﬂ.l%.;white. 810,014; colored, 92,462 ;l;ﬁurliﬁ-
' E = Population in 1890, 60,705. i
Election. Demo- | Repub- | Green- | Prohibl- |  yibing population, 27,04—white, 2.050; colored, 904
Repub- Prohibi-
133,106 BOSBON: | s S RS Bleotion. lican, | Populist. | *4000"
128,191 | 107,677 5.3&; 3 g
%% %% ____________ 5,000 | 180 e e 8,454 TR 530
186,477 99,973 | *23,62 4,856
the figures given in these tables as the * voting -

alist héomrewith th rt abo ferred to, of males 21 old and
n ' e census report above re to, es 21 years old an
* Pop over, and find them correct. ¥
According to these figures, it is shown that Senator ALLEN'S own State of |

ol i o e e

% 3 80 TN & lollowing: aw XOork, e 0y 3 o=

voﬁﬁztﬁupﬁagom%?ﬁ_wmu, 434,010; colored, 101,932, rado, 1 to 2.50; Pennsylvania, 1 togB.ﬁs; New Hampshire, 1 to 3.18, and Califor-
e b an st e S it AaTie P Tast desadn s K655

Demo- | Repub- | Green- | Prohibi- |UpionLa- | cop,. u.ng atethm PrOpe rtiunanuf tll.ntgg&lllaths vo‘t?ec:ﬁ ;m l;avepi?':

Reodon, cratic. | lican. Laclk. tion. bor. areased about 78,690 frota 1890 to 1596, or 13,110 per years o0 that the voters in

Ohio in 1896 must have been about 1,095,000, or abount 93,000 more than the
104, 803 SR MR ] S creemoee | number voting in 1896.

It is the general estimate that there is one family to every five persons,
g’% %‘ﬁ? but the esﬁnta of one voter to every five personayis not correct. pﬁ: very
%: &8, 280 lm.a.ny families there is more than one voter, and all are supposed to have at .
230,148 81,444 least one. ;
, ) Yours, very respectfully,
vl DELOS H. SMITH.
* Populist. Hon. JoserH B. FORAKER,
United States Senator.
VERMONT. —
Population in 1800, 332,422, SENATE LiBrARY, Washington, D, C., July 2, 1397.
Vogiug population, 101,697—white, 101,369; eolored, 328. DEAR SiRr: Referring to your request that [ furnish you with the vote of
o 18%, 1 i
th?.e Sttata g]ﬁ Ohlci fli:n:: swt:e trseg to hslmrih yousigae%nt}l a table shgwi-ng t\tﬁ]&:z
: ¥ . | vote, together w @ vote of several other am sorry to sa
Election. Demo- | Repub- | Gresn- | Prohibl | 3 State of Nebrasks is not given in this table, and 1 find 1b Depcestble to
prepare it by the time you wish it.
Most respectfully, JAMES M. BAKER,
20, 350 Assistant Librarian United States Senate.
18,316 Hon JosePH B. FORAKER,
17,331 United States Senate.
lﬁ,g a Votes of several States from )350 to 1896.
- 18, ILLINOIS,
*Populist. i Repub- | Demo- | Prohibi-
opulis Election. Sopab- | Demo | Populisy, | Frohil Total.
VIRGINTA.

Population in 1890, 1,655,980,

655, 622,150
Voting population, 378,782—white, 248,085; colored, 130,747.

358 - 443

776 12,074 672, 670
184 21,708 747,833
207 25, 870

27,821 28,
397, 469 812,851 10
870,475 348,371 +7
399, 476, 381 =

- s A 871, 648
Election. Reane " Depab:_ S Creen 007,180/ - ekms [ S e RS 1,071,653
130,670 * Greenback. i + Labor.
198" 558 Population in 1880, 5,077,871; in 1800, 3,828,351; average increase, 24.32.
145 497 Males 21 years of age and over in 1890—Native white, 885,108; foreign white,
39T 350,360; colored, 18,200; total, 1,072,663,
188,977 INDIANA.
Repub- | Demo- | Gold Dem- Popu- | Prohibi-
# Populist. Election. lican. | cratic. ’ ocrat. list. tion, | Total
= ARIIARIOR 252,164 *12,088 (..___..___| 460,672
Population in 1890, 349,300, L 238, =8 203 3,028 | 404,774
Voting population, 146,918 —white, 141,934; colored, 4,984, 263, 381 , G4 9,881 | 538,899
e )
: Demo- Repub- e R B S e DT T s
Election. cratic: Hoii: Populist. 2
* Greenback. +Labor.
v L SR e e e R LA AR ATt ] 20,844 36,470 19,105 563 Population in 1880, 1,978,301; in 1800, 2,192.404; average increase, 10,82,
! L * B Males 21 years of 4ge and over in 1800—Native white, 508.750: foreign white,

] : 78,228; colored, 13,079; total, 505,065,
WEST VIRGINTA. KEERTUCKY.

Population in 1890, 762,704, 1 Repub- | D hibi-
Voring popalation, 18] 400—white, 172,108; colored, 9,202, Election. Han | cratie. | Poputist. | PRouE Total.
Demo- Repub- Green- Prohibi-
Election. < 149,008 *11,49 258 267,731
cratic. lican. back. tion. 152, 961 #1, 6091 8,130 275,013
; 175, 461 23,50 g 75 &
S| s | e T AT | B08 || 080
57,:;%; %"11?‘1i o Lﬁ 1,508
hy L T == ’ * Greenback. . + Labor.
BL408 |  BOZS5 | - *4,165 T e Population in 1850, 1,648,890; in 1800, 1,858,035; average inorease, 12.73;

es 21 years of and over in 1800 —Native white, 357,627; forei
* Populist. 20744; coloved, 65431, total, 460,765 g Dot e by
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Votes of several States from 1880 to 18%6—Continued.

MARYLAND.

Repub- [ Demo- |Gold Dem- Prohibi-
Election lican. | cratic. ocrat, [ropulist. “gio, | Total.
aeenaal| 172,221
&27 | 186,019
e 4,776 | 210,930
02, 736 ’ 08| 5,877 | 213,275
136,959 | 102,754 SR0F |\ i T 242, 22)

Population in 1880, 934,943; in 1890, 1.042.590; aver:
es 21 years of age and over in 1890—Native whi
42.243; colored, 51,805; total, 270,738,

increase, 11.49.
, 176,600; foreign white,

MICHIGAN.
Repub- | Demo- |Gold Dem- Prohibi-
Election. lican. | cratic. | ocrat, [FoPulist ™o, | Total

8
3
558

ZEENE

g%

6,930

* Greenback.
Po?ulat[on in 1880, 1,636,937; in 1890, 2,003.880.
Males 21 years of age and over in 1890—Native white, 363,535; foreign white,
247,473; colored, 6,437; total, 617,445, ]

MINNESOTA.
Election. Reopubli- || "Demo- | popuiap, | Probib |~ magg.
9,08 53,315 *3,907 o8| 150,711
1685 | 70,085 | e85 | 48| 100,07
124 | 104385 | +L007 [ 15811 232
12273 | 130,579 [ 80808 [ 1017 [ 207,780
145, 455 it i s W 338141
#@reenback. 1Labor.

Pogmlation in 1880, 780,773; in 1890, 1.3]]1.838.
Males 21 years of age nr:d over in 1800—Native white, 152,872; foreign white,

221,155; colored, 2,009; total, 376,030,
OHIO.
Repub- | Demo- |Gold Dem-| Popu- | Prohi-
Election loan, | eratis, | ooratic lat. | bition, | Total
375,048 724, 967
400, 787,150
416, 054 840,379
415,187 166
525, 980 726
* Greenback. + Labor.

Pg‘gu}.ation in 1880, 5,198,062; 1800, 3,672,316.
Males 21 years of age and over in 1800—Native white, 772,006; foreign white,
218,446; - colored, 25.9%%; total, 1,016,464

‘WAS THERE FRAUD IN THE ELECTION OF 18067—IF 80, WAS IT IN REPUB-
LICAN OR DEMOCRATIC STATES?—SOME STARTLING FIGURES SHOWING
BYSTEMATIC BUPPRESBION OF REPUBLICAN VoTES—THE SOUTH WOULD
HAVE GIVEN A MAJORITY FOR MCKINLEY, AS DID THE NORTH, COULD
HER VOTERS HAVE HAD FAIR TREATMENT—A NONPARTISAN DIsCcUssION
oF THE ELECTION RESULTS BASED UPON OFFICIAL FIGURES.

The final count by Congress of the electoral vote, coupled with the various
charges which have been made by different people of excessive votes in cer-
tain of the Northern States and suppression of the Republican votes in the
South, sn%_gesta a careful study of the figures of the election in the light of
those of other elections and records of pog;xiaﬁon as well as votes.

Governor Altgeld and Senator ALLEN have charged a fraudulent excess of
votes in nearly all of the close States which were carried 'I:iﬁitj:]ha R.e}gmblicans
in the late campalﬁn. including Ohio, Indiana, Michigan ois, Kentucky,
Iowa, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Oregon, California, West Vi.rsin_ Marylan
and even Pennsylvania. Senator ALLEN published as an offi document
a paper containing a charge of this character, and also introduced a resolu-
tion calling for an investigation, but has not up to this time made any move
in the way of even asking consideration for his resolution.

Fortunatelv, it is possible by e ing the figures of the census of 1890 to
get a pretty fair idea as to whether the all vote in any Btate was actu-
ally in excess of the number of voters in the State. The census of 1800shows
the number of males above the age of 21 in each State, and it is reasonable to
assume that there has been a very material increase in the number of males
of voting age in all partsof the country, and especially in the Mississippi Val-
ley, in the six years between the date of the censusand the election of 1596,

makes it comparatively easy to examine in an intelligent way the

charges of fraud as made h{ nator ALLEN and Governor Altgeld.
Let us examine a few of these charges.
In Ohio Mr. ALLEN charges that the " fraudulent excess " of votes in 1306

was 94,500. Let us see. Ohio, according to his figures, gave 1,011,576 votes.
There werein Ohio in 1890, according to the census, 1,016,464 males of voting age,
ormore than 5,000 in excess of the number of votes castin 1806. Ohio increased
her population 14.83 per cent in the decade from 1880 to 1890, and it is reason-
able to assnme that, with the great prosperity which has attended her devel-
opment of manufactories in the natural-fm region in the past few years, the
increase of population from 1880 to 1896 has been, at a very low estimate, 10

r cent, which would bring the male population of 21 years and Eward up
Efl.m.cihu. or 106,000 in excess of she number of votes cast; yet Mr. ALLEN
charges officially, but admits that he does not know h; what process he ar-
:ihv%ssﬁ tt-he conclusion, that 94,500 * fraudulent excess " of votes was cast in

a 8.

In Indiana and Ilinois the total number of votes cast in 1896 slightly exceeds
the total number of males above 21 years of age shown by the census of 1890

in those States. In Tilinois the excess of votes in 1806 above those of voting
:geiu 1890 in that State is less than 19,000. Illinois gained in population in

e decade from 1880 to 1880 24.32 per cent. In view of the great number of
people drawn to Chicago dm-miothe World’s Fair period, many of whom
remained there, it is reasonable to suppose that the rate of gain since 1890 has
been quite as rapid and that the increase of ]ﬁ?pulat‘lon and in the number of
persons of voting age is fully 16 per cent. This would bring the number of
males of voting age in the State up to 1,245,000, or 252,000 g: excess of the
nulnt:;]im;l ?f vo&ea iagtnally c:tmt. e s o

ndiana the increase of population has been much more rapid, probabl

than in Illinois, bacause of the wonderful development of the ngtur';ﬂ-gna r!;:
gion of that State, where industries have been extremely active and prosper-
ons, even while there was depression and absolute inactivity in nearly all
other parts of the country. @ total male population of Indiana above 21
ijrs of age in 1890 was 585006, but with the phenomenal growth of popula-

on which it has had since that time, it has probably increased 100,000, so that
there is every reason to believe that the total number of voters in the State
was, in 1806, nearly or quite 700,000, while the total number of votes cast was
only 637.284,

THE VOTERS DID NOT ALL VOTE.

It is unnecessary to pursue in detail the investigation of the relation of the
votes cast to the voting population in all the St.ntg:char ed with a ** fraudu-
lent excess " of votes in Benator ALLEN'S official ?“E“ he following table
fiva& the number of males of voting age in each of the States in question in

800 and beside it the number of votes cast in 1806. When it is remembered
that the natural growth of population in thess States in the six years since
the census of 1890 is from 10 to 15 per cent, it will be seen that in no case was
the vote actually cast in 1806 nearly as large as the number of males over the
age of 21 years which must have been in these States on November 3, 1588:

Table showing the nwmber of males of voting age in 1890 and the number of
votes cast in 1896,

Malesabove
State. 21 years of | Votescast
age in 1890,
Py VNS S e e 1,461,860 | 1,188,354
aryland . 240, 866
= 1,011, 576
544,278
637, 284
1,081,166
445, 054
b1, 551
448,106
941, 559
06, 846
A A 204,000
The student of the above table should bear in mind constantly that it is
entirely proper to add from 10 to 15 per cent to the figures of the first col-

umn in order to obtain approximately the number of male persons of voting
age in the States in guestion at the time of the vote about which Mr. ALLEN
complaing, November 3, 1806,

THE VOTE OF 1862 WAS A LIGHT ONE.

There is another way of looking at it, and a way which Senator ALLEN
seems to have entirely overlooked. He apparent] i
to the number of votes to which each Btate is entitled npo:
votes cast in 1892, since he includes in his table the fi
and compares those of 1896 with them. he taken the trouble to examine
the figures of the Presidential elections dnrinf the past twenty years, he
would have found that the vote of 1502 was the lightest in proportion to the
gopu]ntlmg that has been cast in a Presidential election for many years, per-
aps the lightest at any time since the close of the war. Certmnfy the per-
centage of gain in the total vote in 1892 over the preceding Presidential elec-
tion is lighter than has been the case in any Presidential election since 1872,
The following table gives the number of votes east in each Presidential elec-
tion since 1864, the increase in the number of votes, and the percentage of
INncrease:

Table showing the total vote cast in each Pregidentinl election since 1868, the
gm?u in the number of votes in each election, and the percentage of gain in
he number of votes cast.

RFR ] it | SR

'otal vote T cen

Year. cas Pgeﬁide‘n al! of gain.
election.

741,479 12.9

1,916, 563 80.1

796,073 0.4

835, 570 9.1

1,835,875 13.8

678, 491 5.9

1,801, 952 15.6

It will be seen by a study of the above table that the vote of 1592 was an
unusually héht- one, being a qll:.iﬁn of but 5.9 per cent over that of the pre-
ceding Presidential election. is is the lowest gain made at any time in the

uarter of a century which this table covers. The vote of 1882 was evidently
the lightest in mortion to the voting population that has been given within
the period in question. 3

It would not be surprising, therefore, if the increase in 1898, compared with
1802, should be an unusnally large one, cially in view of the fact that the
interest in the election was more intense was perhaps ever felt before,
at least in the memory of the is;\resent neration. Anexamination of the
percentage column, however, will show that the actual increase over 1892 was
only 15.6 per cent, while in 1876 the increase over the preceding Presidential
election was 30.1 per cent, and the increase in 1888 over that in 1884 was 18.3
per cent, nearly as much as 1806, on which oceasion the interest in the cam-

was nnusually great and the efforts to rally every vote, by both sidns‘
were exceptional. A study ot this table will show to those who examine i
that it can not be successfully charged that the total vote of the nation in
1896 was excessive or out of gitro‘portlon in its increase, especially when it is
remembered that the vote of 1892 was nnusually light and that the percent-
age of gain is estimated upon that light vote.

In order to give, however, those who assume an excessive vote in certain
States the full advantage of every fact, let us examine the votes in the States
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of which Mr. ALLEN complaing and compare them with the vote of 1892, con-
fessedly a light vote. Pennsylvania increased her vote in 1896 18.4 cent
as compared with the vote of 1892, and Mr. ALLEN complains that there was
a* fraudulent excess™ of 84,000 in Pennsylvania’s vote. He makes no com-
Plaint. however, of the fact that the State of Montana, which was as earnest

'or the free coi of silver as was Pennsylvania against it, increased her
vote 219 per cent. Indiana increased her vote 14.7 in 1896 as compared with
1802, yet Mr. ALLEN, whose party carried South Dakota, makes no complaint
of the fact that South Dakota increased her vote 17.1 per cent, nor does he
refer to the fact that Indiana, in the election of 1876, when she went Demo-
cratic, increased her vote 26.8 per cent.

Iowa increased her vote 17.6 per cent, and Mr. ALLEX charges 77,500 * frand-
ulent excess” of votes, but makes no comment on the fact that North Car-
olina, a Populist State, increased her vote 17.8 per cent, nor does he refer to
the fact that Iowa in 1876 increased her vote 35 per cent. ornia increased
her vote 9.1 per cent in 1808, as compared with 1892, and Mr. ALLEN chnrﬁas
22000 **fraudulent excess " of votes, but makes no reference to the fact that
his own State, Nebraska, increased her votes 11.1 per cent in the same elec-
tion. Maryland increased her vote 12.9 per cent in 1896, as compared with
1892, and although Mr. ALLEN charges a ‘‘fraundulent excess™ of 8,700, he
raises no objection to the fact that ten States, giving their votes to the Pop-
ulist-Democratic candidate, increased their votes in a much greater ratio than
did Maryland, nor does he refer to the fact that Maryland herself, in 1888
when she went Democratic, gained 135 per cent over her own Presiden
vote in the preceding election. Ohio, of which Mr. ALLEN complainsas cast-
ing 94,600 “ frandulent excess” of votes, incre her vote 19. r cent in
1806 over 1892, vet Mr. ALLEX eontemglgtas with entire calmness the fact that
Wyoming, a State as ardently for the free coinage of silver as was Ohio

inst it, increased her vote 25.8 per cent in the same election. He also com-
plains bitterly of Minnesota, which he says cast 12,100 * fraudulent excess
of votes in the election of 1896, but he omits to call attention to the fuct that
Minnesota’s vote in 1896 was actually 8.9 per cent less than _her own vote in
the Presidential election of 1852, Her vote in 1882 was 374,807, and that of 1804
341,539, a falling off of 33,000 votes, but as 107,000 of the votes of 183 were cast
by the Union Labor party, which afterwards mer%ed with the Populist, Mr.
ALLEN makesano onmf?lnLut of the vote of 1892, which was a gain of £2.1 per cent
over that of 1888, while the 1888 vote was a gain of 38.4 per cent over that of
1884, Illinocisincreased her vote in 1896 2L.9 per cent over 15882, and Mr. ALLEN
charges a *‘fraudulent excess’ of votes amounting to 137,000, Yet he offers
no complaint over the fact that Mississippi increased her vote 51.9 per cent,
or that Florida, the birthrlace of Populism, increased her vote 805 per
cent in 1896, as compared with 1802: nor does he refer to the fact that Illinois
also Ejll.:ln&d 25.8 per cent in 1876, The highest percentage of gain of any State
in which Mr. ALLEN charges a *fraudulent excess of votes is Kentucky,
where the gain waswr cent, as compared with 1802, and the ** fraudulent
excess is . Mr. ALLEN does not, however, offer any objection
whatever to the fact that Idaho, which supported the free coinage of silver
as enthusiastically as the Kentuckians op(l:ﬂsed it, increased her vote in 1805
52.6 per cent, as com d with 1802, nor does he refer to the fact that Ken-
tucky herself gained 38.1 per cent in the year 1876 and 24.7 in 1888, and also
omits to mention that his own State, Nebraska, gained 50.7 per cent in 1888,
1t may be interesting to see some of these figures side by side, as follows:

Table showing the percentage of gain in 1896, compared with 1392, in votes cast
i i Presidential elections.

REPUBLICAN BTATES—GAIN IN 180 DEMOCRATIC STATES—GAIN IN 1808
OVER 1892, OVER 1892,

| Nebraska, ... __.._...... 111

| South Dakota..... P

| North Carolina. - 17.8

Tennessee....... . e

Montans .. . 219

Wyoming . - 25.8

Missouri... - 248

Florida ... - 3.5

Mississippi - 4.9

B (11T O

WHERE THE REAL FRAUD WAS.

It must be a'p'garent- to anybody who takes the trouble to examine the
above figures that the chargesof fraud in the election in the States carried by
McKinley are false. Nobody, whatever his political sentiments may be, can
doubt that if he examines carefully these figures, which are taken from the
official publications. >

t how about the South, where the Democracy is always triumphant by
one process or another?

It is a notorious fact that in the extreme Southern States the colored
voters have been disfranchised by one process and another until their par-
ticipation in national and State elections has practically disappeared. i
has been accompl by various processes at various times, that process
which combines the greatest success with the greatest showing of virtue
having finally been hit upon in amendments to the State constitutions which
require an educational . as a qualification for voting. th a clanse in
the State constitution niring each voter to be able to read or ** satistac-
torily explain ’ a clause in that instrument itself, and the jury which is to
determine whether the reading or **explanation " is well done being ** packed
beforehand, it is easy to see that the average colored voter in the South
stands little show of an opportunity to cast his vote. This requirement exists
in several of the Southern States. In others there is also an educational test
in the form of a law which requires a se; te ballot box for each candidate
with his name printed on the outside, the voter being required to place his
ballot for each candidate in its pro %

In order to prevent the successful coaching of voters not able to read the
namesupon the boxes, the custom is tochange the location of the boxes from
hour to hour, or more frequently if necessary, thus making it absolutely im-

ssible for the voter who can not d ow whether he is putting his

ot in the right box. 1In some cases it is found more convenient to count
the votescast for Republican candidatesas cast for Democrats, and vice versa,
but those are now exceptions and the *‘educational test ™ is becoming the
lar method in the South for keeping the negroes away from the polls.
t sonnds well, ?mvenm char, of violations of ]%nw, and yet does the ;:msi-
ness most effect veliy. That the experiments which the people of the South
have been making in the last twenty years in the line of **how to exclude
the black vote from thego].ls" have been highly successtul will} be seen from
the following votes and figures taken from the official records of the Govern-
ment. Beven of the extreme Bonthern States, which contain in themselves
more than one-half of the entire colored potgu]ntion of the country, are se-
lected as an example. These States occupy the extreme southern belt, and in
them the art of depriving the negro voter of his right of suffrage seems to
have attained its highest perfection.

SUPPRESSING REPUBLICAN VOTES IN THE SOUTH.

The States whose vote will be examined herewith are South Carolina,
QGeorgia, Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, Arkansas, Louisiana. Twenty years

ago the art of suppressing the negro vote was in its infancy, In the Presi-
dentlal election of 1876 the total vote returned from these States amounted
to 086,114, Bince that they have gained, according to the United States cen-
sus, 3,315,405 in population. Yet in the year 15806 they m]gort only 791,011 votes
cast, an actual Joss of 198,108 votes. Here is an example for those who admire
the art of suppressing votes. A gain of 3.306,465 in population and at the
same time a loss of 198,103 in the number of votes. A Tuin of 66 per cent, as
shown by the official figures, and at the same time a loss of 20 per centin
votes, as also shown by the official figures.

That this reduction in the number of votes was caused by keeping away
colored Republican voters from the polls is shown by the fact that the per-
cen of the vote cast for the Republican tickets in these States has
dwindled year by year until it has reached as low a flgure as 4 per cent in
Alabama in 1802, 3 per cent in Mississippi in 1892, while in Florida and Loui-
siana no votes were recorded for the Republican Presidential candidates in
that year. Not contented with this, the vote was brought down in many of
those States even lower in 1806 than in 1892, the number of votes cast being
actually less in the recent election than in any which had preceded it.

The above statements are verified I'E]the following figures, taken from the
official records of the Government. ey indicate the population of those
States in 1570 and 1890, as shown by the United States census, and also show
the total vote in each State in the Presidential elections of 1876 and 1806, as
shown by official returns:

Table showing the population in 1870 and 1890, and also the vote in 1876 and 1896,

Population. Vote.
State.
1870. 1890, 1876. ] 1896,
705,606 | 1,151,149 | 182,7 68,938
1,184,109 | 1,837,358 | 130,534 | 162,744
187, 784 gaéczz 46,776 | 4,

484, 471
726, 015

1,151,

1,897,
069,002 | 1,613,017 | 171,687 | 194,576

922 | 1,230,

1,128,

1,118,

Theabove table, it will be seen, showsa gain in the population in each of
the States in question from the censusof 1870 to the last censusof 1890, Italso
shows, however, that in every case except two the vote of 1896 was much less
than that of 1876. The total population in these States increased from about
5,000,000 in 1870 to neari{oeight and a half millions in 1890, yet the total vote
fell from 000 in 1876 to 791,000 in 1896.

The detail of the vote by States, with the gain in population and loss in
votes, is shown in the tables which follow:

Table showing, by States, the gain in population in twenty years and gain or loss
in vote in the corresponding period.

Gainin | Gainor
Po ulation loss in vote
n 20 years.| in 20 years.

446, 540 *113,828
%,244 *17,770

643, 708 +52, 714
391,672 *44 77T
a,sm,m| +195,008

Total -.....--

* Loss. +Gain.

Table showing, by States, the percentage of gain in population in twenty years
and the percentage of gain or loss in vote in the corresponding pen‘ocge

$ Net loss.

Gainin | Gainor
population (loss in vote
in 20 years. 1in =0 years.

Per cent.
+62

+10

t4
*13
157
*54
131

ELEcTION FIGURES—THE STORY OF THE PRESIDENTIAL CANVASS oF 1808
IN A NUTSHELL.

The canvass of the electoral vote for President and Vice-President in the
two Houses of Congress presents some interesting figures. The popular and
electoral votes were as follows: .

McKinley.| Bryan.

3 i) oLt h)t L e e e Pl S e e Rt ST s 7,105,959 6,454, 943
Electoral vote ' ‘211 e
Bites =t e S e R R T 23 22

The number of votes castshows that the ma;ioritfv of McKinley over Bryan
and plurality over all indicates a decisive victory for the Repuegﬁcau party.
Old party lines were obliterated, and a high principle was vindicated by men
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who believed in the honor of the nation above mere party adherence. The
total result of the canvass is exhibited in the following figures:
a2 Vs | SR AT e e I Gl S B S S el S 13, 875, 653
MeKinloy over Bryal e s s e st emaa s 651,016
M overall ___..._.. . 336, 55
National Democratic vote 132,800
Prohibition vote - .. 131,870
Socialist Labor vote 260
Free silver people . 13,873
B Dok T T R e e e LT T U S 12,581,351
e T et e Lt S i L B S 1,284, 202
Eloctoral-vobe for Walson ... e maseeiee 27

n received the total Populist vote of 1802, in addition to which was
the ublican silver vote, as well as the vote of those Democrats who
“yoted first and read the platform afterwards.”” This accounts for the
large number of votes cast for him. From Missonri he reesived the highest
number of electoral votes—17. The votes of nine States were given him
the highest of which had only four electors. The canvass indicates a diver-
gence in the votes of States contrasted by the moral lines of wealth and pop-
ulation. For inley the votes from the prosperous, conservative, and
largely wealthy and populated States were almost unanimous. Bryan's
strength lay in those States conxisting mainly of territory and not of ﬁe?}&
The fignres and facts show that after all, while the plurality of Mr. Mckin-
ley was t, yet the comparisons of territories make it still more signifl-
cant.—St. Joseph Herald.

Mr. ALLEN. Isimply wish to state in connection with what
has been said by the Senator from Ohio that I placed in the RECOrRD
this morning, though in yesterday’s proceedings, an analysis of the
vote of the State of Ohio in 1896, which I trust will be read in con-
nection with what the Senator has placed in the RECORD.

MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE HOLMAN.

Mr. TURPIE. Mr, President, at this late stage of the session I
will not ask the Senate to designate a day for the hearing of eulo-

ies in the case of our late colleague in the House, Hon. W. 8.

olman. Farly in the next session I will ask the Senate to ap-
point a day for the delivery of such memorials.

THE TARIFF BILL.

The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the com-
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
on the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Government and
to encourage the industries of the United States.

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the precise purpose for which
I desire to take the floor this morning is to explain as well as I
may be able the situation we occupy in giving a vote of concur-
rence in the report of the committee of conference upon a very
grave question of practice, law policy—constitutional law—which
is snggested by a remark made by the Senator from Iowa [Mr.
ALLISON] in charge of the bill, and who has the largest responsi-
bility for if, I believe. On the 21st dalyn%f July he said what I
will read. Debating the clauses of the bill that relate fo taxing
bonds and the transfers of stocks, he said: .

Mr. ALLEN. It occurs to me thatit requires some explanation at the hands
of the committee. This matter was presented to us—

Mr. Joxgs of Arkansas. It was considered in and came forth from the
Republican caucus.

. ALLEN. Yes; astheaction of the Republican caucus. It was presented
here very vigorously by the Senator from Iowa. 1t was said that it would
provide from four and a half to five million dollars of revenue; that the Gov-
ernment n the revenune. Now, why was it yielded in conference? I
thiqﬁnwemantiﬂedtomomthanmm lence on the part of the ttee
on Finance.

Mr. ArLisow. It was claimed on the part of the House, and I think with
very great force, that under the Constitution we could not tax one class of
‘bonds by means of an excise without taxing all bonds, and that being true,
and the revenue as estimated by the Department to be derived from the
other hranch of the case being
abandon the whole scheme at the request of
who believed the tax should not be levied. x

Mr. AuLEN. Does ttl:llm Senator ﬂﬁld to the view that you can not tax one
class of property without taxing >

Mr. ALL!BO!\'.Y That was not my stat t. My statement was that an
excise tax levied upon one class o 'proper:g must be levied upon that class
as a whole and not upon a portion of it, and we had specially exempted the
bonds of certain corporations, such as gaasocist.imeu:. The ques-
tion was raised, amlrfghnught. with very great force, that you ean not tax one
bond without taxing all bonds.

A question of that gravity, presented in this formal way and
actetsll upon by a committee of conference, is now bronght before
the Senate for the purpose of being affirmed or disaffirmed by the
vote weshall give upon the conference report. Itis, ofall the ques-
tions I have heard debated in the Senate since I have the
honor of a place here, the most serious and the most dangerous to
the ple of the United States. The question presented is
whether or not the Government of the United States in taxing
bonds or stock or any property of that description must tax all
the bonds and all the stocks without exception in the United
States, or else it has not the constitutional power to tax any.

That is the broad, simple proposition which is now submitted
for the consideration of the Senate upon the rt, and while I
expect the vote of the Senate will in one sense be an affirmation
of the statement made by the Senator from Iowa, I desire to enter
here now on my own behalf, and, I have no doubt, on behalf of
every other Democrat on this floor, my earnest protestation that
the ine and the statement of it, and the action that is taken

very small relatively, it was thought best to
the House of Representatives,

upon it in affirmation of it, is a destruction of the power of Con-
gress to tax property that ought to go under taxation.

I have never heard the doctrine advanced before that no ex-
emption from taxation could be made by an act of Congress; buf
that is what this proposition is, that because the stocks of certain
companies, building and loan associations, and the like, very few
of them, were exempted from the provision of the proposed stat-
ute, therefore we have not the constitutional power to tax any
other stocks or any other bonds.

Inasmuch as the power of taxation in the hands of Congress
reaches over a great number of subjects and in various forms, it
is a very important inquiry for the Congress of the United States
always to make, as the judiciary are always bound to make it
when a case is presented, as to the extent of the taxing power in
the hands of the Congress of the United States.

Section 8 of Article I of the Constitution provides:

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, im
and excises to pay the debts and ide for the common defense an -
eral weifare of the United States; %‘nt all dutles, imposts, and excises aﬁﬂl
be uniform thronghont the United States.

The Senator from Iowa appeals to the law of uniformity in sup-
port of his proposition that we have not the constitutional power
to levy this tax nupon stocks and bonds and the transfer of stocks.
It is the law of uniformity. He does not appeal to the law of ap-
portionment, the law of numbers. He does not say that because
this tax is not apportioned among the States according to popunla-
tion. therefore it is nunconstitutional, as was held with respect to
the income tax by the Supreme Courton the case that arose under
the Wilson Act. That is not the ground of the contention of the
Senator from Iowa at all. He plants himself simply and only on
the télt‘iestion of uniformity. tax must be uniform through-
out the United States, and because it is a tax upon bonds, to pre-
serve the uniformity, it must be a tax upon all bonds of every
kind and condition.

The number of times that rule has been violated by the Con-
gress of the United States could not easily be counted up in a
week’s effort. If the law and the Constitution are as the Senator
from Iowa contends, if on this newly discovered ground of uncon-
stitutionality the amendment which was put into this bill, first
by the action of the Republican caucus, then by the action of the
Republican committee and by the entire and undivided vote of
the Senate, is unconstitutional on the ground that it is not uni-
form in its operations upon all bonds, all stocks, and all transfers—
as to transfers, however, there was no exception at all—sir, we had
better close up our doors and stop legislation on the subject of
levying taxes, whether they are excises, imposts, or duties. It
matters not about the form; we had as well quit the business.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask the Senator from Alabama to
yield to me a moment that I may ask the unanimous consent of
the Senate to print as a document a comparison of the present
tariff act of 1894 with the rates proposed by House bill 379
amended by the Senate, and as it is now in the Senate. If isa
comparative statement prepared by Charles H. Evans, an expert
who has been for a long time connected with this kind of work.
This statement has been submitted to the majority members of
the Finance Committee, and I presume there is no objection toits

rinting. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that it may
rinted as a document,
e PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request
of the Senator from Arkansas?

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to make an inquiry.
What do I understand the document to be?

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is a detailed comparison between
the law as it stands now and the bill now before the Senate.

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. I wish to say that if it is a com-
parison which deals with ad valorems, I do not think Mr. Evans
or any other expert can state accurately what the comparison
between the present law and this bill is o far as it relates to ad
valorem equivalents.

Mr. E. If T may be permitted to make a remark, of
course there may be a difference of opinion as to whether that
system is possible of absolute accuracy, but we have heretofore
had ad valorem estimates, and this statement will be of unse to those
who have confidence in that elass of work. There is no objec-
tion to having it &inted. It does not receive the indorsement of
the Senator from Connecticut as being absolutely correct, but we
ought to have permission to have it printed.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I not make an objection to its
printing. I simply wished to say before it was printed that a cal-
culation as to the ad valorem equivalents under this bill must be
a matter of conjecture, and that that can not be ascertained until
gter a year's importations and figuring out the ad valorem upon

em.

Mr. MILLS. All these ad valorem equivalents are made on the
imports of the year preceding; and it has been done under all the
tariff bills that we have had under consideration. Whenever we
have considered a tariff bill we have had a comparative statement.
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is always the case.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthere objection to the request
of the Senator from Arkansas? S

Mr. ALLISON. There is no objection to the printhﬁ, I think.
1 suppose the statement was carefully prepared by Mr. Evans.
But I thoroughly ee with the Senator from Connecticut that
it is im osa{‘bﬁe to do more than make a mere conjecture as re-
spects the ad valorems under this bill. Of course I do not object
to the request of the Senator, but I ask leave in the same connec-
tion to submit a resolution. T

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, the
request of the Senator from Arkansas will be complied with, and
the statement will b%printed as a document.

Mr. ALLISON. ith the leave of the Senator from Alabama,
I ask that a resolution be adopted in this same line.

The PRESIDING OFFIC Does the Senator from Alabama
yield to the Senator from Iowa?

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution presented by the
Benator from Iowa will be read.

The Secretary read as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be,and they are hereby, directed
to prepare a comparative statement of the customs laws from to 1807,

usive, her with official statistics and official data relating thereto;

and the provisions of the Senate resolution of March 19, 1807, are hereby con-
tinued in force for this purpose.

Mr. COCKRELL. What will that book contain?

Mr. ALLISON. It will contain what was printed in 1894, with
the present paragraphs added in the same connection, so that the
three laws will appear by paragraphs in consecutive order. It will
also contain some data r ing importations, I should state.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection to the
present consideration of the resolution, the question is on agree-

to the same.
e resolution was agreed fo. =

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The order for printing the statement
I presented I believe was made.

e PRESIDING OFFICER. If was made.

Mr. ALLISON. Now, as I have interrupted the Senator from
Alabama, and others have done so, I want to interrupt him one
moment more to say that I make no contention as respects this
constitutional question. I have not examined it at all with any
care, and therefore make no contention about it, and I am not to
be held responsible for any contention. 1 am glad fo have the
Senator from Alabama elucidate it, so that if there are any doubts
in the mind of anyone, he may it clear.

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Alabama will permit me, I
understood the Senator from Iowa the other day, when I asked
};in:i%hether he took any stock in that objection, to say that

e did.

Mr, ALLISON. Ido.

Mr. WHITE. And he went on to affirm his faith in it. But

he may of course have seen the light since,
- Mr. ALLISON. Iam seeing thelight now, and I will probably
see more light from the Senator from California. I only wished
to put in a suggestion to the Senator from Alabama that he need
not argue the question in order that any contention of mine may
be dissipated, because I make no contention about it.

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I amexceedingly gratified that
the honorable Senator from Iowa is not willing to become sponsor
for this doctrine, to which we understood on our side of the Cham-
ber he was thoronghly committed. He stated that as the ground,
and the only ground, upon which the House conferees had insisted
upon the rejection of these items from the tariff bill. However,
inasmuch as there seems to be an opinion of that sort entertained,
possibly by some other members of the committee of conference, for
which the Senator from Iowa declares that he is not in any way
responsible, that does not relieve me from the necessity of mﬁnﬁ
gomething more about it, and stating the reasons upon which
predicate my denunciation of it as a doctrine that is destructive
of the power of Congress to tax anything.

I have adverted to the fact that this objection, or this difficulty,
or suggestion, or whatever you please to call it, coming from the
committee of conference, can not rest on any other ground, and
is not attempted to be rested on any other ground, the doc-
trine of uniformity in taxation. Let us inguire how far the Con-
gress of the United States is bound to observe uniformity in
taxation. If we should say that Congress is bound to observe the
doctrine of uniformity in taxation by taxing all imported property,
this bill would instantly go out of legal existence upon that con-
stitutional point as to almost every feature in it, becanse there is
neither uniformity nor equality in this taxation.

Equality is one of the elements in the burdens of taxation that is
required by the Constitution of the country, and of all constitu-
tions of government in civilized countries. It is a doetrine that
is founded upon the principles of onr own Government, that every
citizen shou]%ogear equally the burdens of the Government, and

that no diseriminations or peculiar privileges shall be granted fo
anybody. That is the recognized doctrine of political and moral
philosophy. But that does not touch the question of uniformity.

The guestion of nniformity has reference onlslbo the locality in -
which the tax is to be assessed. It isthat you shall not levy a tax
which shall be a burden upon one part of the people of the United
States and not be a burden upon another part of the people of the
United States according to locality.

The doctrine of uniformity of taxation came up in the cases that
went before the Supreme Counrt of the United States called the
Cotton Tax cases. It was objected against the levy of a specific
excise upon cotton that it was not uniform, for the reason that
cotton was not grown in all parts of the United States; that the
tax fell upon the producer, and that therefore there was no uni-
formity in the taxation.

That case went to the Supreme Court of the United States, and
the court was equally divided upoen the guestion and could not
reach a decision. The subject remains as yet undecided. I refer
to it now for the purpose of showing the importance of uniform-
ity and the reasons for it in connection with the power of taxa-
tion. But the Supreme Court have held in other cases that the
question of uniformity depended upon the property taxed and not
upon the locality in which it was taxed; that if the substance was
taxed uniformly in all parts of the country, so that wherever it
was found it would pay its tax, that was the degree of uniformity -
required by the Constitution of the United States and fully met
all the requirements of that instrument on the subject.

Now I come to the guestion of uniformity of taxation as applied
by the committee of conference. I turn to the free list in this
bill. The duties that are imposed here, except those parts that
relate to internal duties, are all of them duties that we classify as
tariff duties, duties upon imports, as they are mentioned in the
Constitution of the United States. When we come to the prop-
erty that is in the free list, articles imported into the United States,
we find in section 2, between paragraph 464, relating to acids, ar-
senic, arsenious, and so on, a number of articles are named, down
to paragraph 705, relating to zaffer. There are hundreds, yes, thou-
sands of articles imported into the United States that are property,
and this bill exempts them from taxation. What right have we
to refuse to exempt importations from taxation upon the ground
that it violates the uniformity required by the Constitution of
the United States? We have always doné so; nobody has objected
to it.

Many people insist that the free list shall be very greafly en-
larged. I do not, however. But what right have we to make an
exception of any property imported into the United States if we
must tax all property or tax nothing?

When you examine the free list, you will find that imported
goods in varying conditions are admitted on the free list, while
the same articles of goods not exactly in the same condition as to
manufactore, and so forth, are put on the dutiable list. You take
the same articles, and, because of the condition that the articles
may be in, you draw the discrimination and make an exemption
from taxation of all articles that are in the condition prescribed
in this act, and yet articles of the same nature inherently, and in
every respect the same, excepi as to the condition of manufacture
in which they are found, are tEut under the dutiable list. There
is discrimination. There is the absence of uniformity in respect
of the very articles themselves. And if we can not exempt any-
thing, because such exemption would destroy uniformity of taxa-
tion, this bill is full of unconstitutional taxes.

So, testing this position by the bill that is before me now, there
can not be any doubt at all that the rule of uniformity is violated,
and is properly violated, because these articles put upon the free
list are considered and ’g!.:ovided for as articles exempt from duty.

The argument that this part of the bill as it passed the Senate
is unconstitutional because it exempted the bonds of building and
loan associations is bad, nnless it is unconstitutional to admit any
property on the free list.

It would be unconstitutional, under that argument, to tax the
importation of any article of clothing because this bill permits
$100 worthwof wearing apparel to come in free of duty.

I do not think it was ever heard until this paliry excuse for the
abandonment of the tax on bonds and transfers of stock was in-
vented by the conference committee to shelter themselvesagainst
criticism and against imgziry—until that was invented I do not
think that anybody ever before insisted that you could not put
any article that you chose upon the free list,and thereupon create
an exception under the statute so that that article should not be
taxed. Well, sir, the subject is so absolutely plain as that it is
impossible almost to debate it. The statement of itis quite enough
to answer any argament that can be made upon the subject.

The power to except from taxation any article is an essential
and elementary part of the power of taxation. No government,
I think, has ever deprived itself, or attempted to deprive itself, of
the sovereign power of exempting and excusing certain articles
and cerlain people from the burden of taxation. There is not a
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State in the American Union that has not observed this practice
continually, and many of their constitutions, including the consti-
tution of the State of Xlabama, are far more stringent in respect
of the assessment of property or the taxation of property, as to the
rules of uniformity and equality and justice, than the Constitution
of the United States.

Mr. President, there is a very interesting case, interesting toall
the Democrats of the United States, to say the least of it, in 8
Wallace, that we have oftentimes predicated our political plat-
forms upon. We have often affirmed the doctrines that are
stated in the case in 8 Wallace, of Veazie Bank against Fenno,
though we have not been able to realize the effect of the decision
made in Veazie Bank against Fenno for the reason that the deci-
sion in that case*was not predicated actually upon the facts. It
was predicated upon an assumption of an intention on the part of
Congress merely to levy and collect a tax upon the circulation of
State banks, whereas the purpose of the law was, and everybody
could see it except the Supreme Court of the United States, to tax
the State-bank issues out of existence.

In theargument that was made even by the court it was admitted,
tacitly, I grant you, that if it did appear upon the face of that
act that the purpose of the law was to tax the State-bank issues
out of existence—to prohibit them—that wonld be an invasion of
the rights of the States to charter banks of issue, and therefore it
would be unconstitutional. But the act on its face professed to
be merely an act to tax the issues of State banks as property.

At the time that law was passed and since that time we had
statutes that enabled the Government of the United States to tax
the cireulation of the national banks, Well, banks of issue are
banks of issue, whether they are State banks or whether they are
national banks, and that being so, how did it turn out that we
had the right to tax the State banks upon their issues, and also,
having the right to tax the national banks upon their issues, we
conld tax the State banks under that act and say nothing about
the national banks? What becomes of the doctrine asserted upon
the floor of the Senate here that when you underfake to tax a
bank and bank issues you must tax all banks and all bank issues?

It is exploded absolutely. The doctrine has no foundation in

‘the laws of the country or in any rational construction of any
statute we have ever enacted. It hasno foundation in the practice
of the country. It is an absurdity; and it is an excuse, a very
thinly veiled excuse. for the striking out of this tax upon bonds
and transfers of stock which, it is enough to say, receives no rec-
ognition, as I believe, from any right-thinking man. I do not
wonder the Senator from Iowa is disposed to get away from that
proposition.

I will read an extract from Veazie Bank vs, Fenno.” Among the
imn(_:luding expressions of that decision may be found the fol-

owing:

But ‘i?'l the case before us the object of taxation is not the franchise of the
bank, but property created, or contracts made and issued under the fran-
chise, or power to issue bank bills. A railroad company, in the exercise of
its corporate franchises, issues freighl;t. receipts, bills of lading, and E.;senger

is quite

tickets; and it ean not be doubted that the organization of railroa

as important to the State as the organization of banks.

But it will hardly be questioned that these contracts of the company are
obfeuts of taxation within the powers of Congress, and not exempted by any
relation to the State which granted the charter of the railroad. And it seems
difficult to distinguish the taxation of notes issued for circulation from the
taxation of these railroad contracts. Both descriptions of contracts are
means of profit to the corporations which issue them, and both, as we think,
may properly be made contributory to the public revenue.

There is the broad power of taxation exercised by the Congress
of the United States to break down and drive out of circulation
the issues of the State banks. The Democracy have always ob-
jected to that.

In a recent convention—I believe it was the first one which
nominated Mr. Cleveland—we put in the specific demand upon
the Congress of the United States for the repeal of the tax upon
the issues of State banks as beinug violative of the Constitution of
the country. We have always o&poeed it; and here stands the
justification of our opposition. e have contended that it was
the right of any State to charter a bank of issue; and that bein
80, the Congress of the United States could not drive the issues o
that bank out of circulation without violating the constitutional
rights of that State.

ile it might not be, strictly speaking, an instrumentality of
State government, it was an instrumentality for the l:iurpose of
enabling the people to conduct their business; it was a lawful in-
strumentality, constitutional, and confirmed by long practice under
the Constitution, and for many years in the provinces before the
Constitution was ordained; it was a power which the State never
%g.ve up to issue these bills. Now, they can be taxed. They can
taxed as bank notesissued by State corporations or by private
banks; and yet the contention is made here that they can notbe
taxed unless in the same bill you also tax the issues of national
banks, for they arebanksof issue. Theabsurdity of the proposition
is veryapparent; and I think thatI shall not spend any more time
up%p any effort to prove that it is an absurd and untenable prop-
osition.

We are now left to consider the naked guestion why it was
that the committee of conference struck out the provision of this
bill on the subject of the taxation of bonds and the transfer of
stock. What the Senate put in that bill was embraced in para-

aph 8§36, and it extended from page 230 to page 241 of the bill.

t was a very elaborate system; all of the machinery necessary for
the collection of taxes npon bonds and upon the transfers of stock
was provided for and copied ouf of the old statutes of the United
States when such taxes were formerly levied upon our people.
This machinery has undergone investigation on the part of the
courts in various cases. lts validity has been affirmed by the
courts and ifs convenience has also been affirmed by the Treasury
Deélartment for the purpose of collecting taxes on bonds and stocks
and various other things. So there is no fault in the machinery.
1t is all perfect.

How did this measure, so carefully and so ably drafted, origi-
nate? Sir, it came from the junior Senator from Massachusetts
[Mr. Lopae], whose ability as a lawyer and legislator I think no
gentleman will question. It is his invention, or rather it is his
application of an old invention of taxation, oftentimes ratified
and confirmed, to the subject of raising money by taxation out of
bonds and out of transfers of stock. Now, we have asked our-
selves, to begin with, is that a legitimate subject of taxation?
Can any man, any common man, or any great political economist,
inform me of a reason why bonds and stocks should not be taxed?

Bonds are the outcome of property. As was said in Veazie
Bank vs. Fenno, they are the product of property; they are the
embodiment of values, and are sustained Ey mortgages and liens
upon property. They are transferable oftener than otherwise by
mere delivery, like bank notes; they pass current from hand to
hand as money, or as property of the very highest value amongst
the people of the United States. All of this vast scheme of
gambling in Wall street and other placesin New York is pred-
icated upon two things, the issue of bonds and the issune of stocks
of incorporated companies. The millions of dollars that they
represent, no man, I suppose, knows, but it is a fabulous sum.

How did bonds and stocks get to be property at all? How did a
piece of paper, issued by a corporation as a certificate of stock or as
an obligation to pay moner, become property? And how is it that
it has become the mostvalnable property in the United States and
in the whole of the civilized world, and is more sought after than
any other species of property that any person can name? How
did all this ocenr? It isnot the bondsof private men that are cir-
culating in this way. We do not find the bonds of any of the
Goulds or the Astors or the Vanderbilts circulating in the market
upon their private nsibility and credit. Nobody hears of
such bonds as those. ese bonds are all issued by corporations,

How did the corporations start? First, they went to the legis-
latures of the different States of the Union and obtained a license,
a privilege, a charter, as it is called, which empowered them to
issue bonds, which bonds were required to be predicated upon
some kind of security in every case almost, if not in every case.
They applied to the powers of the States to get a license or the
}Jrivi}ege to issue these bonds; and without that license or privi-
ege expressly given them by statute the bonds could not be
issued. They would have no legal validi(g,'. Hence they go to the
people through their representatives and get their consent that
th’(?' may issue these bonds.

he corporations from which the bonds issue, in almost every
case, either by direct provision or by some contrivance, have the
faculty of immortality, the undying capacity of ‘survival from
generation to generation, having in that respect very large advan-

s OVer any partn&mhigeor trade organization or any bhody of
individuals or any human beings. We take them and except them
out from the ordinary category of human infirmity, from the re-
strictions that are placed upon human operations, and give them
these great privileges for, as we suppose, great public ends. This
is not done in every instance for the purpose of enriching the
stockholders in the corporations.

Whenever one of them is chartered, like a railroad company or
a bank or a corporation for mannfacturing or any other kind of
operation, it is upon the idea that in their corporate capacity, in
their aggregation, they contribute such benefits to the country at
large as that it becomes our true policy to give them these privi-
leges under certain restrictions which we impose in the charter.
There is no corporation in the United States to-day, whether cre-
ated by Congress or by a State legislature, that has not some pledge
of public service involved in its very organization and in the pur-
poses of its existence. The men who comprise the body of the
gml;poratlons are exempt from personal responsibility for their

ebts.

Thei\: are bound only to the extent of the money or property
that they have put into the common pool; they have no gersonn.l
responsibility; not in one case in a hundred thousand is there the
imposition of personal responsibility on the stockholders. So
they can aggregate their capital; they can combine their powers;
they can unite their energies for the purpose of making morey
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and doing many other things, and when we come to fry them
upon the rules which obtain between man and man, or between a
man and his government, they are exempt from personal respon-
gibility for the engagements of their agent or any factor of the
corporate body.

‘What has been their history in the United States? Thousands

and hundreds of thousands of them have perished and gone into-

bankruptey, and they have dragged many thousands, yea mil-
lions, of people down into hopeless poverty and distress; but the
greater and stronger, the more powerful corporations, those that
have attracted the attention of the rich capitalists of the world,
have grown rich beyond compare, rich beyond computation, and
have grown powerful as they have grown rich. Whenever those
corporations attract to themselves the power of the money kings
of the world, then immediately they commence to grow powerful
and rich, and their bonds go out on the market and are trans-
ferred from hand to hand, sometimes mounting up to as much as
three and four and five hundred per cent premium upon their
face value. The gilt-edged bonds that are held in the markets of
the United States are all at a preminm. That means simply that
the accumulations of profits have been so great that the value of
the bonds or the stocks which represent those profits has gone np,
sometimes up to six and seven hundred per cent, above the face
value of the stocks or the bonds.

I do not know, Mr. President, whether in the indulgence of this
spirit, or rather the cultivation of this spirit, of speculation through
corporate power and influence we have not inflicted npon the
United States very dire evils from which, perhaps, we shall never
beabletoescape. Thereis one thing certain, any man can name ten
great corporations in the United States that have more money and
more financial power than the Treasury here at Wgashinﬁ_th?n City.
They have more income than we derive from taxation. ey have
more power over men and institutions and the destinies of whole
regions of the United States than the Government of the United
States itself can exercise. Congress does not compare in the ag-
gregate of its powers with the combined powers of these corpora-
tions when their interests all lead them in a certain direction.

If you please, take the 4,500 national banksin the United States,
each one a point of concentration for the capital that was origi-
nally subscribed, a point of concentration for borrowing and for
lending, and a point of concentration for the lodgment, the de-
posit, of the money of the people, who go to those banks for the
convenience of having their money taken care of, and contribute
their capital in this way to the enlargement, the expansion, of the
real money power of those 4,500 corporations, until it becomes far
more powerful than the 25,000 men that we have in the Army of
the United States, or than the twenty-five or thirty vessels that
we have upon the seas. 1

When you come to measure power, by which yon mean the con-
trol that one man or set of men has over another man or set of
men, I am not wrong in affirming that the national banks of the
United States, all of which are run by the same machinery, in the
same direction, by the same imnpulse, to the same result, have more
power over the people of the United States to-day than the Army
and Navy have. There are presidents of great banksin the United
States to-day who can control the destiny of the people of the
United States with more facility and more absolute certainty than
gza President of the United States can do it. That is our situa-

Ol

More than that, those bonds and stocks furnish a fund of specu-
lation, as it is called, which is nothing else than gambling, with
all the attendant immoralities of gaming, in which great and
sglendid men engage in the marts of frade in !Ju{i.ng and selling
these bonds on margins and otherwise, where the most frantic
speculations are continually occurring, where men meet in the ex-
changes in New York City, and when one looks down upon them
from the gallery he sees a mass of confused and excited men who
have become utterly irrational, to all appearances, in their greed of
speculation and in the excitement of the ﬁgme which they are
playing with those bonds and those stocks. That is another
trouble that the Congress of the United States can not control by
penal statutes, the State legislatures can not control, and public
opinion can not control, powerful as that is. It is absolutely be-
yond the power of control, so far as we know, of any human
agency.

Whatare theydealingupon? Property created by corporations—
bonds and stocks—which the Supreme Court of the United States
in the case of Veazie Banlk vs. Fenno said are property, and only
property. Now, we ask ourselves the question whether that kind
of property can be taxed. The conference committee says, ** No;
you can not tax that kind of property unless you tax all bonds; if
you undertake to'deal with the subject of taxing bonds by an act
of Congress, you must not exempt any bonds at all.”

If a church should put out bonds for the 5)111‘[)050 of building its
edifice, or if a benevolent institution should put out bonds to bor-
row money for the purpose of assisting the poor and starving of
the slums of the cities, youn must not except that, If you under-

take to tax bonds, you must tax every bond that is held in the
United States. Otherwise, according to this contention, you are
violating the Constitution of the United States. If by your duties
on imports you undertake to tax any one thing that is imported,
you must make no exception, you must have no free list, but yon
must tax all. Otherwise you can not tax any.

Mr. President, that objection being out of the way, let us look
at the question of the policy of this taxation. Suppose that the
Congress of the United States were to perform its duty, and were
to tax the bonds issued by the corporations, which 1 have been
trying to describe, at the same rate that it taxes the plow, the
hoe, the trace chains, and the gear with which the farmer does
his work, at the same rate at which it taxes the food and thesugar
he lives upon, at the same rate it taxes the d@ifferent beverages
that he may find it convenient to drink or profitable or healthy
to drink—suppose that we should undertake to tax this Enruperty
in the hands of these gambling magnates of Wall street, who could
object, upon grounds of morality or grounds of public policy, to
that tax being levied?

Nobody could object to it except a Republican conference com-
mittee; and when they make the objection, they come in with the
paltry excuse that if you tax one bond you can not exempt any
other; that because you exempted the bonds of building and loan
associations, where the poor of the country are trying by combin-
ing capital to build up houses for themselves and their families to
live in—because you make that exemption in favor of the home-
stead, you thereby so flagrantly violate the Constitution of the
United States that your tax on the highfliers in Wall street be-
comes nnconstitutional.

It is the first time I have ever heard that that class of men have
made a direct appeal to the protection of the Constitution of the
United States. They generally act in defiance of it. Now they
come around when we want to tax them, and they say, ** You can
not tax us because you exempt building and loan associations™—
a gambler on Wall street, who is using his millions of dollars in
this frandulent and corrupt combination known as the sugar trust,
says you can not tax him unless at the same time you fax the
little corporations out of which a poor man borrows money enough
to put some weatherboarding around the house which contains his
family and shingles over their heads. That is the pass to which
we have come; that is the lamb that is muddying the water below
where the wolf stood; that is the excuse, and the only one, which
this wise and able committee could find for striking out the tax
on bonds and the tax on the transfer of stocks.

As I said, the junior Senator from Massachusetis framed this
amendment, following the copy of the old statutes, which have
so oftentimes been held to be valid and right, and carried it into
the caucus of the Republican party long after the framework of
this bill had been matured by the Republicans of the committee
of the Senate. He insisted that these bonds and these transfers
of stock were legitimate subjects of taxation, and the caucus
agreed with him that they were, and they reported to the Com-
mittee on Finance, and the committee came in here, very much to
our astonishment and greatly to our gratification, and presented
this form of taxation, which they said would add eight or nine
million dollars to the revenues of the country.

Mr. President, if it would add eight or nine million dollars to
the revenues it would, or it ought to, lift that much of burdens
off of the people. That was a distribution of the burdens of the
Government falling with slight and almost imperceptible weight
upon that class of men in the country who were best able to bear
it, they being a class of men who have derived all their wealth
under corporation laws, which the people have consented to.
Then where was the injustice of the Senate voting that tax upon
bonds and upon transfers of stocks? Where was the immorality
of it? Where was the inequality of it? 'What great public policy
was violated when the Republicans in the Senate came up mag-
nanimously and proudly and concluded that they were men enough
and had independence enough about them to put some taxation
upon this hitherto exempt class?

Why, sir, we rejoiced at it; and, as I observed the other day, if
anything could have removed my objections to many of the items
of this bill, that one feature of it would have been its redeemer in
my estimation. We passed it through here; nobody dissented,
everybody agreed. It went into conference between the two
Honses and was stricken out, and the feeble and paltry reasons
which have been here stated and abandoned and exploded were
the reasons upon which that committee stood in striking ont these
eight or nine million dollars of revenue coming out of these bonds
and transfers of stocks.

Mr. President, circumstantial evidence is generally very strong.
I have no reason for saying that the sugar trust invaded that
committee directly or indirectly and caused them toabandon this
taxation, which is aimed right at them; but I noticed, and we
all have noticed, that immediately upon the action of the commit-
tee being understood in the country sugar stock went up with a
bound, and we were told here yesterday and we have been told
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here to-day that there were $30,000,000 made within four or five
daysin the city of New York in the increased price of sngar stock.

%Vhat does it all mean? It means that they knew that they had
commanded the committee of conference of the Reggblican sa.rty
of this Congress to abandon that taxation upon bonds and the
transfer of stocks. If this taxation had been imposed and col-
lected out of the transfers of the sugar
would at once have ceased, the whole country would have sub-
sided info quietnde, and those stocks would have sought their
actual level in the markets upon the basis of their actual value.
They are not ahead of their actnal value now; they are not up to
it. It is the expectation of the holders of these stocks and bonds,
the stocks particularly, that they will go up to 150.

But a very large amount of revenue wounld have been yielded
to the counfry by the gamblers, who are able to pay it without
any sort of distress, and then we should have had the satisfaction
of knowing that the Con of the United States in impoaing
taxation upon the people did not find themselves constrained an
compelled to strike out the tax simply because it fell upon the
spugar trust. Sir, if this suﬁr trust not been provi for b
a high duty in this bill, t excitement in Wall street whic{
made the speculators $30,000,000, and has lost that much money
to the people, would not have taken place.

‘When we hear of these enormous fortunes piled up by gam-
bling operations in Wall street upon stocks and upon bonds, do
we understand that the winners are simply levying so much upon
the riches of the losers? Not so, Mr. President.

The winners live npon riches worked out of the soil of the coun-
try and out of the factories and the mines and the forests at the
low rates of wages, ranging from 50 cents to $2 or perhaps $2.50a
day. That is the money these men earn. That is the money the
gamblers pocket. The poor, deluded people, held in the leash by
gn‘.t.y fealty, will follow their flag although it leads them straight

to the pit of poverty and destruction.

This committee takes it npon itself to strike out the tax npon
the sugar-trust bonds and the transfers of sugar-trust stock. It
has assumed that responsibility. It has assnmed it upon excuses
which it itself has withdrawn and refused to be responsible for in
debate on the floor of the Senate.

Now, sir, having done so, I am here for the p of making
the charge against the Republican party upon these facts, that
they have intentionally stricken down a measure introduced by
one of the leading Republicans in the Senate, approved by their
own caucus, recommended by their own committee, with-
out a division in the Senate, which taxed the corporations, the
sugar trust, millions of dollars. They have assumed the respon-
sibility of striking out the tax, and I charge it npon them that
they have done this under the command of the sugar trust. That
one statement, proved as it is in law and in fact and upon evi-
dence which can not, I think, be disputed, is enough to condemn
this bill, and there is nothing that can hold men to vote for it
under these circumstances excetgg simply the party whip.

It makes no difference about people. Let them besacrificed.
‘Why not? They can recover from it after a while, and perhaps
before they find out what struck them. Through the providence
of God in giving us this rich and splendid country they will re-
cover. Let them alone and let them suffer! All the riches of the
dealers in money and credit come from the sufferings of the ‘%oor
and from their toil, after all. Howmany of the gamblers in Wall
gtreet ever planted a grain of corn or sowed a handful of wheat,
or followed a mm‘ drove a wagon, or dug a ditch or a well to
get water for himself and his family? How many of these dilet-
tant fellows, born with gold spoons in their mouths, educated in
the fine universities, and con_?regating in Wall street, taking ad-
vantage of their party discipline, having bought their places in
the party influence as men buy their seats on the st boards,
. for so much money, ever did one of those things?

The hard-handed menI am trying to defend and protect are
compelled by stress of your law and by the stringency of Repub-
lican party rule to submit to great wronsf Nine millions of the
burden of this tax is rolled npon their shoulders when the com-
mittee, the caucus, and the Senate voted to roll it upon the shoul-
ders of these men, so much better able to bear it.

That is one feature, not the most distressing feature in the bill,
however, after all, The bill in the beginning was not a necessary
measure, There is no occasion for tearing up the existing tariff
lawsof the United States root and branch when, under all the dis-
advantages from hard times all over the world, the tariff bill
which first came in in 1804 has gone on until the Senator from
Michigan [Mr. Burrows] this morning admitted that there was
only $17,000,000 deficit, and that we are fast pulling ont. He
called it $47,000,000 deficit. That is his own way of calculating it.
But the figures are just as large as he could ibly make them.

‘When it is said that during the time the Wilson Act has been in
operation it has lacked $47,000,000 of paying all of the expenses of
the Government of the United States, it must be remembered that

stock, speculation in it .

during that period the expenses of the Government of the United
States have increased very rali:ildly. ‘When we first brought the
subject under discussion, the whole country was thrilled with the
accusation of a billion-dollar Congress. Now we pass bills in bil-
lion-dollar Congresses withount stint; we pass them right away,
without the slightest possible difficulty or objection.

‘Whyisit? It is because the expenses of the Government, legit-
imate or otherwise, but most of them legitimate, require an ex-
pansion of the expenditures of the country. Notwithstanding
the increase of necessary expenditures, it appears that the Wilson
Act, under all these disadvantages, has fallen short only $47,000,-
000 in the nearly four years that it has been in ration. Let
that measure alone, t it stand as the law of the land, to which
all the industries of the country are adjusted, and it will very
soon produce revenue enough to meet the most expanded extrav-
agance of expenditure.

But how much have we got to-day with which to meet that sup-
posed deficit? The last statement of the condition of the Treasury
of the United States and the receipts of the Government is dated
the 23d day of July, 1807. That was yesterday. It wasgivenout

the Secretary of the Treasury,and in it he states that theavail-
able cash balance, includin goll:i reserve, in the Treasury yester-
day was $2385,701,748.01. ow, with that amount of idle money in
the Treasury, far in excess of any debts that we are owing and are
compelled to pay, let me ask why it is necessary to tear down the
‘Wilson Act and put in its place a tariff law that very largely in-
creases the burdens of taxation? Are the people in such a rich
condition that they hold out to us in their prosperity an invitation
that we shall sink the knife deeper into them and draw more blood
from them? Are they rich, filled with abundance and prosperity,
looking to us with hopeful eyes, glorying in the flag, in the coun-
tr{. and in the future? Is that the situation now?

f that be true, let me ask you why there are 300,000 men to-day
lingering around the months of the mines where they have been
working heretofore, many of them begging bread, because of a
quarrel between themselves and the mine owners about a few
cents difference in the hard earnings of mining men way down in
dark pits in the bowels of the earth? If the people are prosperous,
let us ask ourselves about that class of u-lpeo .  Who are they?
Aretheyall viciousmen? Are they turbulent, unworthy citizens?
Do they come out of the mines to their houses and their homes
where their wives and children are literally begging them for
bread becaunse they are too lazy to work or too dishonest to com-
ply with their contracts? Is it avity on the t of these
ge;n I:;h;ch drives them out of the es and causes them to refuse

abor :

No. Mr. President, it is oppression; it is wrong; it is injustice;
it is denial of just compensation to the laborer. With tl]?gse men
who employ them the laborer is no longer entitled to his reward.
In the midst of the prosperity which the Senator from Michigan
looked forward to with such prophetic eye this morning, now
about to blaze out upon the world, the men who labor in the mines
would be glad to get on their knees and thank God that they have
the comfortable assurance of bread and meat for their children,
to say nothing of milk and coffee, for the next six or eight months
to come, as a reward of their daily toil.

Do not let us deceive ourselves with false hopes of prosperity,
There is one class of men who are p rous. ey are the win-
ners on the sngar stock, whom you refused to tax, and the sugar
bonds that are out.

The winners were prosperous within four or five days to the
extent of $20,000,000, Suppose you would stop that operation by
interposing a tax npon the transfers of stocks and bonds and the
like of that, and by taxing their securities. Then you would find
that these men, instead of investing their money and their genius
and their skill in these paper securities, which the gamblers of
‘Wall street handle like men do the cards in a deck, would put
their money into mines and factories and other business, and
they would lend it upon reasonable interest to men, young men
and old men, too, who want to build up substantial prosperity, and
the whole country would rejoice at such a distribution of its capi-
tal in their hands.

But just so long as we would hold off the hand of taxation, just
s0 long as we encourage them by announcing to them that we
refuse to tax them, the gamblers will rush into Wall street as the
%old miners are rushing to-day into the Klondyke, in Alaska.

hey go there for a very different purpose, however. They ex-

ose neither life nor limb, nor is there danger of starvation, in

all street. They go there for the purpose of amassing the mil-
lions that are to be made by gambling and speculation upon these
very stocks, and we stand by and instead of ing them, we re-
fuse to do it. After we had made up our minds to do it, and the
Senate had voted unanimously to put a tax upon the stocks, here
comes a committee of conference, awed by the holders of the
sugar stocksand trust bonds, and says: *“ You can not doit. Our
friends will not stand it. If is objectionable.” You gentlemen
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have shounldered that
off your shoulders.

The people will hold you up to it, and that one item of responsi-
bility, to say nothing abouf pine timber or anything else, will
crash this bill into dust and ashes when the psggle t a chance
at it at the next election. They are not deceived. y do not
fail to understand the situation, nor, sir, do they fail to feel it.
They are quiet; they are subdued; they are patient; they are long-
suffering; but the time is near at hand when the people, laying
their hands npon the power that belongs to an American freeman
in the ballot box, will say to the men who rob them in Wall streef
and the men who sustain the ro by refusing to exercise the

wer of the law to repress them, ** Go hence; we know you not.”

evermore will that party, nevermore ought that party to com-
mand the confidence of the people of the United States after, in
the conference committee, betraying them thus upon the subject
of the tax on stocks and bonds. ) :

There is no use now of disputing about who is responsible for
the sugar trust. There is no use in arguning about the extent of
its strength and power. When those men can come before ﬁreat
Senators, many of whom have been here for twenty or thirty
years, and compel them to bow to their will, undo their deliberate
worlk, reverse what they have done in solemn voting in the Sen-
ate, and by their votes strike out this just and honest tax, it is
time for the balance of us to look out to see what else they can
compel men to do. For my part, I despair of ever being able to
check them until the people shall rise in the ma%mt of their
might and power and command the Congress of the United States
to exercise 1ts clear and full powers of legislation for the
sion of these inequalities and this enormous injustice between
men. 2

The Wilson Act ought not to be driven to the wall. The $235,-
791,748.01 heretofore taxed out of the people of this country and
now housed up in the Treasury here and in the subtreasuries at
other places ought to be put into circulation—every dollar of it.
‘We have not got much over $1,000,000,000 of circulation, includ-
ing all kinds of money, and nearly a third is taken out of circula-
tion and housed up in the Treasury; and there itis. What are
you going to do with it? It is bearing no interest; it is earning
nothing; it is entirely sequestered.

Why leave it there? Why tax the ple to the enormous
amount provided in the pending bill? It has not got aname, I be-
lieve—yes, the Dingley bill. hy tax the people to the enormons

responsibility, and it is never going to fall

amount of the excessive taxation imposed upon them in the Ding-
ley bill when you have lying in the %a fund of §235,000,000
and more than that? Why not use it? y extract more from
the people? Why raise the price of goods across every counter in
the United States? We find that the prices of goods are going up

money.

every day, but that does not relieve against the scarcity o

Mr. AJ{LEN. Sugnr has gone up. ;

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, sugar, of course. Sugar is the special pet
of this operation. That is giving the poor man a comfortable
breakfast table. He will have to put in a half ful less
sweetening in his coffee if he expects to k pace with this im-
provement in legislation and in public ;:ﬁcy It is the only
chance he has, He can starve himself; he can go naked, and his
children can not go to school or Sunday school in respectability, but
it makes no difference, ‘The country grows,” says the Senator
from Michigan. Yes,it grows and grows, and when it has gone
through a certain degree of growth and these men then want to
stop it, they have nothing to do buttolock up some more money in
the Treasnr{ of the United States, shorten the currency amongst
the people, let property and labor go down, and then they will
find that certain of the country will grow, but certain other

ts will shrink in order that they may grow. That is the feast

which this bill invites us. This is the public difficulty we are
trying to be relieved against. ;

rﬁr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Alabama permit me to

make a suggestion? The Senator from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS
said that the condition of the country in 1893 was brought abou
by the menace of the Wilson Act. I wish to call the attention of
the Senator from Alabama, as I desire to call the attention of the
Senator from Michigan, to the fact that the Government was
bankrupt before the close of the Harrison Administration.

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; President Harrison escaped from the

, duties of his ofiice just in time to avoid becoming nsible for
a bankruptcy which occurred during his Administration; but we
all remember that at the close of the first Cleveland Administra-
tion the great difficulty in this country was to get rid of excessive
taxation and surplus money. They paid off the public debt as
fast as they could come to it, and yet the money in the Treasury
was piling up continually, and they had a great surplus, and Mr.
Cleveland’s efforts were directed, as were those of the Democratic

, to a reduction of the surplus.

en we got Mr. Harrison, it did not take verzhgong to reduce
it. When he went out he left a balance against Government
instead of in favor of it. All the surplus was gone, and $60,000,-

000 in the ial fund in the Treasury for the redemption of
national-bank notes was seized and carried into the gengral
Treasury of the United States. That was the sitnation.

Now we have got back, and under the Wilson bill and with the
borrowing of money on bonds we are now $235,701,748.01 ahead
of the music, and the Republican party is desiring simply to in-
crease that sum. .

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Alabama will allow me, I
have here a communication from the Secremr‘[yi‘gg the Treasury,
which, I think, is apgzopﬁate to the present discussion. With
the permission of the Senator from Ala , Iwill call his atten-
tion to a letter which was written to the Hon. Joux W. (GAINES,
of the House of Representatives, by the present Secretary of the
Treasury, containing a copy of the original order made by Secre-
tary Foster in reference to the issuance of bonds. I suggest to the
Senato;s that it might be inserted without reading as a part of his
remarks.

Mr. MORGAN. I am very much obliged to the Senator from
California for his industry in looking up this piece of hidden his-
tory. For years and yearswe have been trying to trace thisthing
up in the Senate of the United States on some r msible founda-
tion, and here it all is. It shows the provision Mr. Harrison had
made for the issue of the very bonds which Mr. Cleveland after-
wards sold: = &

OUSE OF REP A
Washington, mm, 1347.

S1R: I desire to procure the original letter, or certified copit.hereof. writ-
ten by Mr. Secretary Foster Fehrua:i' 20, 1698, addressed to the Chief of the
Bureau of Engraving and Printing, of which the following purportstobe &
copy:
“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
“Washington, D. C., February 20, 1393,

“g8ir: You are hereby aunthorized and directed to grepare designs for the
3 per cent bonds provided in a Benate amendment to the sundry civil bill now
pending. The denominations which should first receive attention are 100s
and 1 of the couémn bonds and 100s, 1,000s, and 10,0008 of the registered
bonds. This anthority is given in advance of enactment in view of
ing eont: es, and you are ted to basten the preparation of the de-
signs and gl tes in avarggoasible manner. Iinclose a memorandom for your
g-uidmwz script for the body of the bond.

5 ¥, yours,

“CHARLES FOSTER, Secretary.
“The CHIEF OF THE BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AXD PRINTING."

The original is now in the hands of the director of the Bureau of Engrav-
ing and Printing, which I called for and read this morning. I desire to usa
the ori letter or certified copy thereof thise rﬂgﬁwﬂl be specially
obli if my request can be complied with at once.

Yours, very respectfully,

Hon. LYMAN J. GAGE,
Seeretary of the Treasury.
The reply I received reads as follows:
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
Washington, D. C., March 25, 1897,

S e T L e e e Lo e
Tequ o , OF 8 y thereof, written
Mr. fie(mt?}yﬂnﬁmter Fe rw{hﬂl.lm, addressed t.ocgga Chief of the Bumats;
of Enﬁ::vins and Printing, authorizing the preparation of certain plates. In

JNO. W. GAINES.

compliance with said m?l‘:l,em I submit below a correct copy of the letter in
question, also a copy of text of the proposed bond.
[Copy of letter.]

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
Washington, D, C., February £0, 1893
S1r: You are hereby authorized and directed to prepare designs for the 3
per cent bonds wvided in a Senate amendment to the sundry civil bill now
md“.]fﬁa The denominations which should first receive attention are 100s
and 1 of the coupon bonds, and 100s, 1,000s, and 10,000s of the registered

bonds. This amhm-itf is given Had t.od the t: £, in view of press-

ing contingencies, you are hasten the preparation of de-
signs and plates in gvel&gosaible manner. Iinclose a memorandum for your
WW script for the body of the bond.

¥, yours,

CHARLES FOSTER, Secretary.
The CHIEF OF THE BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING.

TEXT OF THE BOND.

“* WASHINGTON, April 1, 1593,

“This bond is issued in accordance with the provisions of section — of an
act entitled *An act making a riations for sundry civil expenses of the
Government for the fiscal year anaftng June 30, 18, and for other pu: 3
approved March 3, 188, and is redeemable ab the pleasure of the Uni
States after the 1st day of A A. D. 1808, in coin of the standard value of
the United States on said March 3, 1803, with interest in such coin from the
day of the date hereof at the rate of 4 per cent per annum, payable semi-
annually on the lst days of October and April in each year. prinei
and interest are exempt from the payment of all taxes or duties of the Uni
Btates, as well as from taxation in any férm, by or under Btate, muniecipal,
or local authority."

Respectfully, yours,

Hon. JoEN W. GAINES,
House of Representatives.

I am opposed to the policy of Harrison and Cleveland both npon
that point. There never was any occasion for it, and the pre-
tended occasion that arose for doing it was the mg";tliiaﬁon of cne
of the terms of the contract contained in the ds, that they
were payable in the lawful money of the United States. The re-
pudiators who stood here and repudiated the obligations of the

L. J. GAGE, Secretary.
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Government of the United States and resorted to the gold stand-
ard, in order to burden the people still more heavily, turned around
and threw up their saintly hands in horror and scorn at the
thought that we were not ready to pay all onr obligations in gold,
and refused to coin the silver bullionin the Treasury, out of which
they ought to have made the payment.

Now, these facts are all floating out of the darkness and coming
to light, and may I not humbly and fervently hope to God that
the people of the United States will appreciate and understand
the sitnation thus put upon them by the combination of the money
power which has compelled this conference committee to untax
these bonds which the Senator from MassachusettsnliMr. LODGB%]
declared should be taxed, the cancus declared should be taxed,
and the Senate delared shounld be taxed?

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to suggest also that at the close of Mr.
Harrison's Administration the Administration was indebted to
the sinking fund $40,000,000, which had not been paid.

Mr. MORGAN. Forty million dollars, and they were indebted
to the fund for the redemption of national-bank notes to the ex-
tent of $60,000,000, making $100,000,000. They were indebted all
around, but those debts were covered up, and a large number of
contracts were made under appropriations for the Government of
the United States that had to go unpaid. The Government was
in an actual state of bankruptcy, althongh not apparently so on
the face of the paper.

I fear that I am doing the Senator from North Carolina [Mr.
BUTLER] very serious injustice. 1know he has been in his seat
for some time waiting to take the floor upon this subject. I did
not observe that the Senator was here or I should have suspended
my remarks before this time. I desire to call his attention to the
fact, and I apologize to him for having occupied the floor very
much longer than I expected or is just to myself. So I yield the
floor to the Senator from North Carolina,

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, although tariff legislation is
very important, I think too much importance is attached to tariff
legislation at this time. I do not believe that any tariff legisla-
tion can relieve the distress which is produced by a different cause.
Thereis a greatdeal of discussion over tariff legislation which seems
to be entirely irrelevant. We are to have a protective tariff, and
on that all are agreed, no matter how much they deny it, becanse
they all act in the same line; they all introduce bills which put
duties on competitive articles, and, as a rule, articles not produnced
in this country, are put on the free list. All bills are on the
same general form. Consequently they are all protective legisla-
tion. I think most of the injustice which has arisen from tariff
legislation, it beiniconceﬂed that we shall have protective tariffs,
is the inecgmlity, the injustice, in making discriminations against
classes and against interests.

1t has grown, probably, out of two theories, one side having the

rotective theory and the other the free-trade theory. The mem-
Ears coming from certain sections, following the free-trade theory,
neglected to secure protection for the articles produced in their
sections until it became a Democratic doctrine, under Mr, Cleve-
land’s Administration, that labor on the farm was not to be pro-
tected; it was to be left in competition with cooly labor; but labor
in the shops was of a different and higher character and should be
protected. Consequently the Wilson bill was framed la.rgel{’ on
that basis. It was entirely a sectional bill. The Wilson bill
however, would have produced sufficient revenue for the support
of the Government if the Supreme Court had adhered to the de-
cisions of a hundred years and maintained the income tax. In
that case it would have amply provided for revenue.

This bill is not so sectional as the Wilson Act or the McKinley
Act. It has reached out and granted protection to articles pro-
duced on the farm, the fruits of California, and articles produced
in the mines—lead, borax, soda ash, etc. It has also protected
wool produced by the farmer, and has attempted to protect hides.
Do yon tell me that it is the Democratic theory that the man who
raises sheep, who works in the sun to herd them and to feed them,
is not as much entitled to protection as is the man who works in
the shop in New England, and that the man in Texas is not as
much entitled to protection as the man in Massachusetts?

Any protection whatever upon either wool or woolens falls
largely upon the poorer classes, It adds to the cost of clothing.
Any protection, I say, rests very largely upon them. Conse-
quently it should be cauntiously levied. Buf there is no caution
about the levying of taxes upon woolens, and the Democrats vote
for that. Why? Because it protects labor in the sho But they
will not vote for the corresponding protection for labor on the
farm. It seems to me the man who will not claim protection for
labor on the farm, and who represents farmers, misrepresents his
constituents.

I believe much of the injustice of taxation has been because the
representatives from all sections did not insist upon having the
articles they produce protected equally with the articles that are
produced in the shops of the East; it was because they did not
insist upon equality.

The best declaration, the best platform, ever written on the
subject of tariff was the Chicago platform, which in many re-
spects was a revelation and a new laration of Independence,
and it will make its way in the public mind as time passes on.
Behold what it says:

We hold that the tariff duties should be levied for pur%oseecrr revenue,
such duties to be so ndjusted as to operate equally throughout the country
and not discriminate between class or section, and that taxation should be

{imig&d by the needs of the Government honest‘ly and economically adminis-
ered.

There is in that no discrimination between classes or sections.
If that could be done, if you could have that kind of a tariff, it
wonld be stripped of many of the objections. I concede the fact,
which is well known, that it is almost impossible to equalize tax-
ation by import duties alone, because the farmer produces all
your exports. Hebuysall yourimports. He paysall your foreign
obligation by his wheatand cotton. If you wish to protect Ameri-
can labor throughout, it is necessary to protect him by an e:i})ort
duty, which has been inaugurated and carried into successful op-
eration by Germany in recent years. It is perfectly practicable.
If the tariff could be adjusted so that it wounld benefit all sections
alike and not discriminate between classes or sections, if it should
be on the basis of equality according to the Chicago platform, who
would object to it? What would the objection be?

That is the situation so far as the tariff is concerned. Now, it
is assumed that we are going to get great prosperity out of this
tariff bill. It is an impossibility. We did not get prosperity out
of the McKinley Act. The President of the United States told us
in his message in 1891 that it was the increased output of silver
under the act of 1890 that had saved the country from disaster
and produced prosperity,and not the McKinley tariff act, and he
told the truth. In all cases it has been more money that has pro-
duced prosperity. It was more money, putout under the act of
1878, which made the boom in 1880 and 1881 and continued to
make a boom until that amount got to be inadeqguate.

The amount of money put out under the Bland Act and nnder
the act of 1890 saved the country from disaster and produced all
the boasted prosperity which is claimed for the tariff. It was not
the tariff. 1t was more money, more opportunity. A shrinking
volume of money means falling prices. Falling prices mean
stagnation. Stagnation in business means enforced idleness and
want of opportunity. That is what ails this country. There are
millions of people ont of em lo‘ﬁment. By this means youn lose
more every month by enfo idleness and want of money than
you can gain from any tariff you can frame.

This bill is objectionable in one especial respect. We tried to
remedy it. There is now in the Treasury an unhealthy sur{)lua
amounting on yesterday to $235,791,748, That is an unhealthy
surplus. The chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means
tells us that the bill as reported by the conference committee will
produce a large surplus. etried to have an amendment adopted
providing that any surplus above $100,000,000 should be used to
retire United States bonds. We insisted that that should be done,
but we were voted down. It is within the power of the Adminis-
tration, perhaps, to do it now, and it is also in the power of the
Administration to use the surplus for an injuriouns purpose. We
hope it will not be done.

g?lt the promised prosperity to come from this bill can not
come. You may manufacture more, but you can not get any
more money from the peogle than they have. You have taken
their money from them and you can not get it again—they have
not got it. They are going to Alaska or anywhere. Why should
not men go to Alaska? Let them all go who can get there. What
will be the result? Probably 75 per cent of them will die and 98

r cent will fail. Why do they go? Because they can not live

ere and get emgloyment. If I'were a young man, I wonld rather
die than be without opportunities in a conntry. What ails this
counfry is want of opportunity. The money kings have taken it
away. It has been taken away by the gold oligarchy, the most
intolerant enemy of human progress and human learning that
ever was conceived in the vicious mind of man.

Every professor of economy in the colleges of Great Britain
advocates bimetallism as necessary to prosperity. They are al-
lowed to do it there. They arenot interfered with, The Govern-
ment of Great Britain does not interfere with them, because that
country is above public opinion so far as this question is con-
cerned, It is a great moneyed oligarchy, and it allows people to
hold their own beliefs. How is it in this country? We have seen
emanating from our colleges everywhere publications constantly
advocating the single gold standard and defending the theory that
gold is money per se; that it is not the law that puts the stamp on
it, but the metal per se that is money. That is tanght in the col-
leges throughout this country. I wondered why it was; what
influences made them teach such a heresy as that; what fetich
worship had reduced our colleges to that degree in op1l)\asihon to
the learned men of all the rest of the world. We now know.

One of the most eminent college professors in the United States,
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Professor Andrews, the president of Brown University, was ap-
pointed by Mr, Cleveland one of the commissioners to the Brus-
sels monetary conference as a gold man from a gold college. He
went as such to Europe. He found it his duty to investignte the
question, and he came to the conclusion as an honest and intelli-
gent investigator that bimetallism is essential to the afmsperity
of the world, that gold monometallism means general disaster,
and that there is no hope for prosperity in the funture but throngh
Pimetallism. Bold and honest, he wrote a book, and he delivered
soine lectures. He promulgated his theories in a modest, convine-
ing, logical, learned manner. What was the result?

A few weeks ago there was a meeting of the directors of that
institntion. A member of the other House is a member of the di-
rectory. They there resolved that the conduct of the president
had deprived them of large donations and that they could not get
donations from the rich if he was allowed to teach the doctrine of
Limetallism. A committee was appointed. They investigated it
and called his attention to the fact thet if he would keep quiet he
might stay: that otherwise he wonld destroy the institution. That
was the effect of what they told him. He wrote a letter, the like
of which can not be sarpassed, perfectly simple, asserting his
menhood. his scholarship. and his independence, and he tendered
his resignation, which they received. He would not stay there
and teach a doctrine which would degrade his fellow-men.

Now, here they are invading every source of information. They
have the public press and they are degrading their colleges. The
are making war on civilization itself to propagate a theory whic
means slavery. The contraction of the money volume and a con-
tinuous fall in prices means universal slavery, and that is what is
intended by it.

Now,it is said the bill will bring prosperity. I want the bill
passed. Iwantedthe Wilson bill passed. I refrained from voting
when my vote would have defeated it. Iwanted it passed because
I wanted the Democrats to see that they could not frame a bill that
would give nniversal prosperity. They became convinced, and
seized npon the money issue. They made the issne more money.
I want the rank and file of the Republican party convinced that
no legislation, however good, however well it may be devised, can
relieve the horrible situation produced by gold contraction. They
will have the bill and I will vote for it myself. They shall have
the bill, but they will have an elephant so far as carrying out their
pledges are concerned.

I understand that the President proposes tosend in to-day a
message for a currency commission on the ground that Congress
isincompetent to grapple with the money question. I understand
that that is to be sent in. It looks to me as though that was an-
other affidavit for continuance of the time when good times should
be inangurated. We shall wait, then, until the commission re-
ports before we get good times; butif they can postpone it another
year to see what a commission can do short of doing right, it will
be strong evidence that the American people can be easily fooled.

I donot believe that this affidavit of continuance will be granted.
T believe that the American people will begin to hold them re-
spousible for some of their promises, which have been broken
right along. month after month, for the last year.

Now, we have this great, grand promise. Let it come. 'The
bill is no worse than any preceding bill, and it is better than some.
It is not so sectional as many. It is less sectional. 1 believe that
the principles of the Chicago platform with regard to legislation
will hereafter be recognized and carried out fo a greater extent,
and that we shall have protective-tariff legislation as long as we
raise revenue from imposts, and that nltimately each section will
contend for its interests.

Now we have got the best the Republican party can do. We
have their bill. We have their word that it will bring prosperity.
I predict a failure forit. It can not bring Frosperity, because
numbers can not be contradicted; fignres will not lie. There is
not enough money to produce prosperity, and it will not come
under the falling prices, no matter what vour tariff laws are.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 3 o'clock has arrived,
when, by unanimous consent given yesterday. the vote is to be
taken on concurring in the report of the conference committee
upon Honse bill 379,

Mr. COCKRELL and Mr. V7 HITE called for the yeas and nays;
and they were ordered.

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. CHANDLER (when Mr. CANNON'S name was called). On
this question I am paired with the senior Senator from Utah [Mr.
Caxnox]. If hewere present, I should vote ** yea ” and he would
vote “nay.”

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general

pair with the senior Senator from Delaware g;\[r. Gray]. If he
were present, I wonld cast my vote for the bill.
Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. GEORGE'S name was called). My

colleagne [Mr. GEORGE] is paired with the junior Senator from

Colorado [Mr. WoLcorTt]. If my colleagne were present, hel

would vote “nay.”

Mr. BERRY (when Mr. GrRAY’'S name was called). The Sena-
tor from Delaware [Mr. GraY] is absent and paired with the
Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoy]. 1f the Senator from Dela-
ware were here, he would vote ‘“‘nay.”

Mr. HARRIS (when Mr. KENNEY'S name was called). The
Senator from Delaware [Mr. KeNNEY] is absent on account of ill-
ness, and desired me to announce that he is paired on this ques-
tion with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE].

Mr. TILLMAN (when Mr. McLAURIN'S name was called). ¥y
colleagne [Mr. McLAURIN] is paired with the Senator from Mary-
land [Mr. WELLINGTON]. ~If my colleague were present, he would
vote “naY."

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). I have a general

ir with the senior Senator from Montana [Mr. MaNTLE]. The
junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE] is paired with
the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY|. It has been
arranged that we transfer our pairs so that the junior Senator
from Pennsylvania and myself can vote. I vote “nay.”

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with
the Senator from Washington [Mr. WiLson]. I transfer that
pair to the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr, HEITFELD] and vote
o nay.I! .

Mr. ALLEN. 1Iam authorized to state that the junior Senator
fro;:l Itd:.]llm does not desire to stand paired or to be counted in this
vote at all.

Mr. PASCO. I was informed otherwise yesterday by one of his
colleagnes.

Mr. ALLEN. I have it from him direct.

Mr. PASCO. I understood the Senator himself to state other-
wise yesterday. Buf in that event I will withdraw my vote.

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY]. As
explained by the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. MARTIN |, that
pair has been transferred to the junior Senator from Montana
[Mr. Ma~nTLE]. I will therefore vote. I vote **yea.”

Mr. PASCO (when Mr. RAWLINS'Sname was called). The Sena-
tor from Utah . RAwLINs] is necessarily absent, and he went
away paired with the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. HANNA].

Mr. HANNA (after having voted in the affirmative). Ihave a
general pair with the Senator from Utah [Mr. Rawrixg]. I was
not advised of his having left. I withdraw my vote.

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I am authorized to announce that if the
senior Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE] were present, he
would vote “yea.”

Mr. HANNA. I desire to state that if the junior Senator from
Utah [Mr. RAWLINS] were present, I would vote “*yea.”

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to make a statement respecting the.
junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. HEITFELD]. \Vhensﬁe left here,
I had a note from him stating distinctly that he occupied the
same attitude as other Populist Senators on this measure. Iam
informed, however, that the junior Senator from Washington
l[Mr. TourNER] has a telegram authorizing him tobe paired. There-

ore I will withdraw any statement I have made.

Mr. PASCO. Afterthestatement of the Senator from Nebraska
[Mr. ALLEN] with reference to the attitude of the Senator from

Idaho [Mr. HEITFELD], 1 will renew the announcement of the
transfer of pairs and vote “nay.”
Mr. GALLINGER. Irise to announce the pair of the junior

Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON] with the junior Sena-

tor from Sonth Carolina [Mr. McLAURIN], and to say that if the

junior Senator from Maryland were present, he would vote ** yea.”
The result was announced—yeas 40, nays 30; as follows:

YEAS 0.
Aldrich, Foraker, McBride, Pritchard,
Allison, JB‘ McEnery, Proctor,
Baker, Gallinger, McMillan, Quay
Burrows, ear, Mason buw&il,
Carter, Hale, Morrill, Shoup,
Clark, — Hansbrough, Nelson, Spooner,
Davis, Hawley, Penrose, Stewart,
Deboe, Hoar, Perkins, Thurston,
Elkins, Jones, Nev. Platt, Conn. Warren,
Fair ge, Platt, N. Y. Wetmore.

NAYS30.
Bacon, Faulkner, Mitehell, Turley,
Bate, Gorman, Morgan, Turner,
Berry, Harris, Murphy, Turpie,
aler  famat B ¥

ilton, ndsay, ettus,
Clay, MaIlqry,' Roach, te.
Cockrell, Martin, Smith,
Daniel, Mills, Tillman,
NOT VOTING—19.

Allen, George, Kyle, Teller,
Butler, Gray, McLaurin, Wellington,
Cannon, Hanna, Mantle, ilson,
Chandler, Heitfeld, Pettigrew, Wolcott.
Cullom, Kenney, Raw’
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report of the conference com-
mittee on the bill (H. R. 879) to provide revenue for the Govern-
ment and to encourage the industries of the United States is
concurred in. [Applause on the floor and in the galleries.

Mr. ALLEN. I insist, Mr, President, that the rules of the Sen-
ate shall be enforced. .

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will do his best to enforce
the rules of the Senate.

Mr. THURSTON subsequently said: Mr. President, I had no
opportunity to speak on the conference report. I ask to have cer-
tain published arficles printed as among my reasons for voting
for the report.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection? The Chair
hears none, and that order will be made.

The matter referred to is as follows:

REVENUE FrOM THE McKINLEY AND WiLsoN Laws COMPARED—
THE TREASURY STATISTIOS—MANY MiLrLioNs MoRE REVENUE
FROM THE REPUBLICAN MEASURE THAN THE DEMOCRATIC—
STATEMENTS OoF THEORISTS REFUTED.

" [Washington correspondence of the New York Mail and Express.]

The free-trade theorists are dusting up their old stock of false-
hoods for use in the discussion of the tariff bill in the campaign.
They are trotting out that ancient stateiment in which they have
asserted thousands of times, in the face of the figures which prove
the contrary, that the McKinley law was a fallure as a revenue

roducer, and that the Wilson-Gorman Act was more successful

producing revenue than the McKinley law. They are coupling

with this the more recent statements, which indicate that the ex-

wﬁaﬁon of manufactured goods has increased greatly under the

ilson law, and are citing this fact in substantiation of their

theory that the protective system at home closes the doors of other
countries to American productions,

FALSE STATEMENTS.

Neither of these statements bears analysis in the light of official
figures. Neitherin customs receipts, internal-revenue collections,
nor total receipts has the Wilson law produced in the thirty-four
months in which it has been in operation as much as was pro-
duced by the McKinley law in the corresponding months of its
history. Up to the past three months, in which the Wilson law

uced an abnormal revenue because of excessive importations,
it had fallen more than $90,000,000 behind the McKinley law inits
roduction of customs receipts alone and over $140,000,000 behind

t in its total revenue produced. Evenunder the abnormally large

receiptsof the past three months, produced by reason of the exces-

sive importations, the customs receipts under the Wilson lawinits
first thirty-four months are $80,987,166 less than those nnder the

McKinley law in the corresponding period of its existence.

*  In view of the fact that these false statements in behalf of the

Wilson Act, and indirectly attacking the McKinley law, are being

revived and arelikely to beused in the coming political discussions,

the following figures from the official publications of the Treas-
ury Deli;artmeut will bevaluable. Theyshow the customs receipts
month by month under the Wilson law since its enactment com-
pared with the rates of the corresponding months of the history
of the McKinley law; also the total Treasury receipts from all
sources, month by month, under the twolaws. These statements

,are tuken from the official publications of the Treasury Depart-

ment, and their accuracy can not be guestioned.

Customs receipis.
WILSON LAW. MKINLEY LAW.
1804.
Boptember .ccoee ceueanennes $15, 564,990
Ctober . -.oia- oo s-looiiiol 11,962,118
ovember .. e~ 10,260, 092
Decem o e e b i )
1595, January .... BOT, 053
JANUATY - ... .- 17,861,986 | February 954,352
February .. - 13,334,691 | March ... 5,873,622
March ... .- 14,999,780 | April . , 501, 090
Apri RS0 | M L 995, 141
Ia , 474, 1 June. 14, 168, 745
July ... 15,468, 153
Angust .. 15,164,674
Septembe: 14,120, 940
October ... .- 13,980,687
November ... -coeceamcea- 12, 659, 029
November .ccccceacacnnanas , 455,814+ December.c.coneeccranna-. 13,836,55
December. ciicciaiiniae: 12,169,172
1806, 1892,
JROUATY - - cseemnonsnmnasane= 16,880,706 | JANUATY werencaieviconssans 17,459, 265
February ....... - 13,908 Folonary o - o . - 16, 782,419
March_. March . --- 18,415,
April ... April .. , 709, Be0

Cusioms receipts—Continued,
WILSON LAW—continued. M'KINLEY LAW—continued.

emmvemanea $01, 403,248

In the production of internal revenune the Wilson law was as
unsuccessful as it was in the matter of customs collections. Its
internal-revenue receipts fell far short of those in the correspond-

Total..._.

ing months of the McKinley law, being in its first thirty-four
months $382,722,453, while the internal-revenue receipts in the
first tmr{rto_nr months of the McKinley law were $433,772,458.
The following table shows the total receipts under the Wilson
é%wiiﬂ‘; the first thi gcgﬁ- months of d;t: e&stent;e, ending June
, 1897, compared wi e correspondi irty-four months of
the history of the McKinley law: Frrgie

Total receipts thirty-four months.

WILSON LAW. M'KINLEY LAW.
§22, 621,228
14, 139, 240
19,411, 408
21, 866, 156
180L
36,810,233
JONOALY +oceooioaoaocaan.- 21,804,300 m:m,m
February - oeeoino a2, 888,067 20,027,455
7 T s W NI A ﬁ'.ﬁ?&;‘? 25,465, 231
VAT, 27, 280, 305
25,272,078 a1, 631, 545
23,615,474 B4, 158, 244
20, 060, 897 28, 713, Y81
28, 952, 606 27,165, 554
27,549,678 28, 448, 562
27,901,748 26, 82, 887
25, 846, 508 27,648,515
- 28,288,037
JanUATY - ceeeu-..- 30, 388, 748
29,237,670 | February......... 30, 648, 944
26,050,225 | March ..... 28, K30, 006
26,041,148 | April ... 26,001, 224
- o4, 282 503 Y oo ce samen 28,238, 308
24,643,717 | June .. 30,958, 617
27,704,219 | July ....... 84,514,831
20,029,200 | August ... 33, 479, U568
-25, 562, 096 tember 81,707, 628
24,584,244 | October .. 31, 288, 540
26,282,829 | November ...._...co.._. 28, 720, 805
25,210,096 | December .. ..ovoeeconian 33, 064, 963
25, 857, 114 .
35, 003, 032
JANDRPY- 29,698, 142
February - 84,115, 509
March. ... 25, 415, 367
April .. B0, 928, 857
L R e T ST 80,717,101
36 5, T30
y b7 R L D04, 200, 652 Tobal s s 1,041, 048, 677

It will be seen by the totals of the above table that the total
receipts under the Wilson law in the thirty-fonr months in which
it has now been in operation fall over $137,000,000 below the receipts
{)af the corresponding months of the operation of the McKinley

w.

SoME OF SENATOR VEST'S FIGURES—THEY ARE XOT VERY RE-
LIABLE ON THE TARIFF QUESTION—SAMPLES OF INACCURACIES
GIVEN IN DETAIL.

[From the Ohio State Journal, May 31, 1807.]

If the arguments which the Democrats are to offer in opposition
to the pending tariff bill in the Senate are to be gauged in their
accuracy or convincing power by that of their chief spokesman,
Senator VEsT, which he presentc{i' in his opening speech against
the tariff bill, they will have little effect with members of the
Senate or with the country.

Senator VEST, in his opening speech, attacked the protective
theory, bringing forward as a chief argument against it the recent
statement of the Bureau of Statistics and of free-trade representa-
tives generally that the exports of manufactured articles from the |
United States have increased more rapidly under the low-tariff
law now upon the statute books than they did under the protect-
ive tariff. In support of his statement, he presented a table, say-
ing:

1 ask permission to insert a table, for the correctness of which I have the
highest official authority, showing the enormous increase in the e ts of

our metallic manufactures from the year 1886 to 1806, the increase con-
spicuous under the derided Wilson law.
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That table, as it appeared in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD as a
part of his speech, is as follows:

Fiscal year—
Article.
1888. 1801, 1806,
Agricultural imp]ements:
Mowers and TeAPeTS - ccceacereamrancans §1, 288,000 | $1,587,000 | $2, 880,000
- Plows and cultivators ... 322, 000 595, 000 000
other Parts of . ...cccceaveeass 750,000 | 1,085,000 1,075,000
e geermE L 2,967,000 | 3,219,000 4,644, 000
{brﬂsg]g. umém 102000 | 4911000 54T 000
CATS, And parts ... s »dll, y 42y
Clocks and watches. ... 1,866,000 | 1,580,000 | 1,659,000
T mAanufactures. - ccoiceociacrancaaaaa| 109,000 190,000 819, 000
R T e e R R el S PR B et et BT 3, 796, 000
Instroments and apparatus for scientific
iy e S L o N S S 480,000 | 1,576,000 | 2,717,000
Iron and steel manufactures:
ey s e Ielles sl 000 146, 000 188,000
irearms. .. ..... -.ces 000 859,000 734,000
Builders’ hardware, e 2,466,000 | 3,858,000 6, 140,000
Machinery, sewing ... 2,585,000 { 2, 869,000 3,051, 000
Other 4,469000 | 13,425,000 | 22,513,000
Nails e e SR e R A ) 440, 000 821,000
281, 000 418, 000 377,000
248,000 S04, 000
860, (00 1,788, 000
3, 887, 000 8,183, 000
L R LR, O, e R B 14,801,000 | 27,010,000 | 44,109,000
Lamps, chandeliers, ete.. 506,600 | 509,000 730, 600
mm‘;'l instruments. .. 871,000 | 1,326,000 1,268, 000
0 I Lt S e 51 e 22,618, 000 |_4h,ﬁs.ow 63,516,000

A comparison of the above table, as presented by Senator VEST,
with the official figures of the Statistical Abstract of the United
States, a publication prepared by the Burean of Statistics nnder
the direction of the Secretary of the Treasm% shows that of the
66 statements which it contains no less than 30 are inaccurate, or
at least fail to correspond with the official publications of -the |
Statistical Abstract. Of the 32 statements which relate to the
exports of the year 1896 under the Wilson law, only 12 correspond
with the figures of the 1896 issue of the Statistical Abstract.

While many of the discrepancies in the statements ef Senator
VEs1's table, quoted above, are comparatively small, they are of
themselves sufficient to cast a doubt upon the accuracy of the
statements offered in so important a subject as that under discus-
sion by the Senate, while in a number of cases they are so great
as to render the statement absolutely valueless for comparative
purposes. For instance, his statement of the value of **cycles
and parts " exported in 1896 puts the figures at $3,706,000, while
the official figures of the Statistical Abstract show the exports of
“cycles and parts " in 1896, $1,808,012. It may be remarked also
in this connection that the large showing which the Senator is
able to make for the totals of his table are due in part to the fact
that in the preceding years referred to in the table, 1886 to 1831,
“gycles and parts™ are not classified nnder that head, the manu-
facturer of this particular class of article having not assumed such
proportions as to warrant a separate classification, Hisstatement
of the value of the wire exported in 1896 is $1,788,000, while the
statement of the Statistical Abstract gives the amount as $1,508,-
8835, the gain made by Senator VEST'S thus being 18 per
cent over the official figures. His total of iron and steel mann-
factures exported is given at $44,109,000, while that of the Statis-
tical Abstract is 841,160,877,

Not only are Senator VEST’S statements of the value of exports
in various years and of varions articles inaccurate, measured by
this official publication, but an analysis of the official statements
show that in nearly every case the percentages of growth of ex-
portation of manufactures under the protective law was more
rapid than nnder the Wilson law.

The following are a few examples of the growth of importations
under the Wilson law, compared with the growth under the pro-
tective tariff:

Mowers and reapers: The exportation of mowers and reapers
in the fiscal year 1804 under the McKinley law is shown by the
1896 volume of the Statistical Abstract to have been $3,261,892; in
1806, after two years of the Wilson law, the exportations were
$3,212. 423, or an actual falling off. From 1891 to 1894, however,
under the McKinley protective fariff, there was a gain in exports
of mowers and reapers of over 100 per cent; the exports from
1891 being 51,579,976 and those for 1804, as already indicated,
$3,261,802,

Plows and cultivators: The 1804 exports of plows-and cultiva-
tors amounted to $339,721, and in 1896 to $746,604, an increase of
$206,883, while from 1892 to 1803, a single year, under the Mc-
Kinley law, the increase of exports of plows and cultivators was

$246,655, thus being greater in one year under the McKinley law

than in two years under the Wilson law. It may be added that
the 1896 exports under the Wilson law were less by $132,180 than
they were under the protective-tariff law.

All other icultural implements: The exportation in 1894,
under the H;Enlay law, amounnted to $1,226,302, and in 1806,
under the Wilson law, to §1,217,746, an actunal falling off again,
while there had been a steady gain under the protective tariff
from 1886 up to the enactment of the Wilson law, the res for
1894 being nearly double those of 1896, which are shown by Sena-
tor VEST'S table to be $750,000. Thus it appears that in the item,
“All other agricultural implements,” the exportations have
doubled under protection and fallen off under the Wilson law.

Brass manufactures: The exportations under the McKinley law
in 1894 were 8808,427, and those of 1896, $372,306, a gain of less
than 10 per cent for the period of the Wilson law. In 1891, the
first year of the McKinley law, the exports of brass were $206,349,
andtin 1894, its last year, $508,427, showing an increase of 180 per
cent. -

Carriages, cars. and partsof: According to Senator VEsT's table,
the exports of carriages and cars and of in 1896 were but a
little over one-half of those of 1891, the first year under the McKin-
ley law. his figures being, in 1806, $2,747,000, while those of 1891
are $4,911,000,

Senator VEST's list of articles might be followed through to the .
very end with similar results to those indicated above. In practi-
cally every case the official figures show either a falling off in
exporis of the articles, item by item, under the Wilson law or that
the percentage of gain is less than was made under protective-tariff
laws in preceding years. It is proper to add that in all cases the
figures above relate to the **fiscal ” years, both in the statements
made by Senator VEST and in the figures quoted from the Statis-
tical Abstract.

CAUsES OF INCREASED EXPORTS—GAIN IN VALUE BUT NOT IN
VoLrME UNDER THE WILSON LaAw—THEORIES OF Low-TARIFF
ADVOCATES ANALYTICALLY CONSIDERED,

[From the Chicago Inter Ocean.]

W ASHINGTON, June 6,

The free traders on the Democratic side of the Senate continue
to ““work ¥ the Treasury figures, which show an increase in ex-
portations, making this now their chief argument against the pro-
tective theory, as exemplified in the pending tariff bill. Senators
CaFFERY., GRAY, JONES, and VEST have, during the last week,
expatiated at length upon the remarkable growth in the exporta-
tions of American manufactures under the Wilson law, and as-
sume that this increase is due, in some mysterious way, to the re-
duced duties on importations which the Wilson law provides.

While it is a fact that the total value of exportation of domestic
maunnfactures has increased since the enactment of the Wilson
law, the gentlemen who parade fignres, sometimes correct, some-
times incorrect, upon this snbject aré very careful to omit details
as to the causes. An analysis of the foreign commerce of the
United States in manufactured articles since the enactment of the
Wilson law furnishes an array of facts which not only fails to
sustain their theory but proves that the causes of increase are due
to the opening of new markets abroad by reason of this country’s
reduction in the tariff rates.

CAUSES OF INCREASED EXPORTS.

There are three distinct canses for the increase in exportation of
domestic manufactures in the United States during the past two
or three years:

1. The enormous importation of manufactured goods from
abroad, thus comFelling American manufacturers either to seek a
market ountside of their own country or else suspend operations.

2. The increased prices received for certain articles which have
been for years exported in large quantities, this advance in price
making a much larger increase in the receipts than in the actunal
increase in exportation of the articles themselves.

3. The special demand abroad for the styles more readily sup-
plied by the natural resources of the United States than by any

other part of the world.

That the increase in importations of mannfactured goods under
the reduced rates of the Wilson law should have had the effect of
forcing American manufacturers to seek a market abroad is appar-
ent by an examination of the statistics of imports since the Wilson
law wentintoeffect. Theimportationsclassified by the Statistical
Ahstract as *articles manufactured ready for consumption™ and
“articlesof voluntary use, luxuries, efe., "increased in the fiscal year
1896 over $30,000,000, compared with 1894, the last fiscal year under
the McKinley law. The importations of articles manufactured
ready for consnmmon in 1894 amounted to §99,320,455 and in 1896
to $160,203,651, while in articles of voluntary use, luxuries, etc.,
the increase was from $69,697,719 in 1894 to §$39,282,219 in 1896,
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bOUBLED BY INCREASED IMPORTS,

This enormous increase of $80,000,000 in the importation of
manufactured articles is of itself sufficient to m more than
crowd the manufactured to the amount of increase thus
boasted of. The exportation of domestic manufactures in the
fiscal year 1894 under the McKinley law was $183,728,808, and in
1806, $228,571,178, showing an increase of exportations of manu-
factured articles equal to only about one-half of the increase in
importations of manufactured articles.

o put it in a single sentence, this was an increase of over
$80,000,000 in importations of manufactured goods and an increase
of $40,000,000 in exportations of manufactured goods. Every dol-
lar’'s worth of increase in exportation of domestic manufactures
was preceded by $2 worth of increased importation of foreign
manufactures.

That the increase of exportation of domestic manufactures is
largely due to the increase of importation of manufactured arti-
cles from abroad is further shown by the fact that during the
enormous importations of last March and April, which have ex-
ceeded any months in the history of the country, the exportation
of manufactured articles has also been greater than in any other
months in the history of the country.

OFFICIAL FIGURES QUOTED.

This fact is further shown by the official figures of the Burean
of Statistics, which indicate that in the very articles in which
occurred the large increase in exportation of manunfactures in the
first two years of the Wilson law the increase in importations was
much greater.

The increase of exportations on twenty chief articles of manu-
facture in 1896 amounted to $35,470,3706, as compared with 1804
under the McKinley law, while the increase of importations of
these very same classes of articles in 1896 was $74,294,632, as com-
pared with 1894 under the McKinley law. These articles are
manufactures of cotton, copper, flax, hemp, glass, iron, steel,
leather, paper, wood, rubber, tobacco, and wool, also agricultural
implements, art works, chemiecals, fish, soap, and grease.

The increase of importations in these articles alone in 1896 from
1894 was more than double the increase in the exportations in the
co onding years, and this is true with a large proportion of
E:e manufactured articles which have shown an increase in expor-

tion.

Another cause of the apparent increase in exportations is the
fact that the prices obtained abroad for cerfain lines of manufac-
tures of this country have very largely increased in the last two

ears, thus making a phenomenal increase in the receipts, while
in point of fact there has not been an increase in the exportations
of the articles themselves.

While nobody objects to the fact that American manufacturers
are getting prices abroad for their goods, the theory of the free
traders assumes that low tariff will open new markets and increase
the quantity of exportations. It is a remarkable fact, however,
that the articles whichin 1896 show the largest increase in exporta-
tion as measured by dollars show an actual falling off in exporta-
tion as measured by quantities.

COMPARISON OF VALUES AND VOLUME,

For instance, the fizures of the Statistical Abstract show an in-
crease of $18,000,000 in the receipts for illuminating oil exported in
the fiscal year 1806, as compared with the fiscal year 1894, the last
year under the McKinley law, yet the quantity exported in 1896
was actually less than in 18904, The value of illuminating oils
exported in 1894 was $30,676,217 and in 1896 $48,630,920. Here is
an increase of 60 per cent in the number of dollars received for
a single article, while the guantity was actually reduced from
730,000,000 to 716,000,000 gallons.

The same is true of naphthas, which increased materially in the
number of dollars received, but fell off 20 per cent in the number
of gallons exported.

The same conditions are apparent in other articles—for instance,
sole leather, of which was exported in 1896 $7,474,021 in wvalue,
being an increase of 16 per cent over 1894, while the number of
pounds actually decreased a full million, being 41,818,503 in 1896,
against 42,877,497 in 1894,

When it is remembered that these articles are the very ones
which furnishthe bulk of the increase in the total values of manu-
factured exports, it will be seen that the assumption that actual
exportations have increased under the Wilson law is not only
erroneous but misleading.

FIGURES UNDER HIGH AND LOW TARIFF.

The gentlemen who are insisting that the low tariff cansed an
increase in exportation of manufactured articles do not seem to
have looked further back than the last two years to see whether
there had been a corresponding increase of exportation of manu-
factures under protection. Had they done so, they would have
found some figures which would have spoiled their theories.

For instance, Senator VEsT, who recently called special atten-
tion to the increase in exportation of manufactures of iron and
steel, would perhaps be astonished to find that the exportation of
bar iron increased from 1892 to 1894, under the McKinley law, 134
per cent, while from 1894 to 1896, under the Wilson law, it in-
creased only 18 per cent.

The exportation of iron plates and sheets increased from 1892 to
1894, nnder the McKinley law, 972 per cent, and from 1894 to 1896,
under the Wilson law, fell off 78 per cent.

The exportation of steel plates and sheets increased from 1892
to 1894, under the McKinley law, 470 per cent, and from 1894 to
1896 only 388 per cent.

The exportation of steel rails and bars increased from 1892 to
1894 95 iE)er cent, while the increase from 1894 to 1896 was but 44
per cent,

The exportation of wire increased from 1892 to 1894 71 per cent,
and from 1894 to 1896 only 58 per cent.

The above figures relate to pounds, not values. Similar facts
could be cited as to a great number of other articles,

FOREIGN PROTESTS AGAINST THE NEW TARIFF ARE HARMLESS—
WaAY THOSE NATIONS HAVE—AMERICAN DUTIES ARE ALWAYS
NATURALLY OBJECTED TO—RETALIATION BY THE DISSATIS-
r'i}}l{w (GGOVERNMENTS IS SURE TO PROVE UNPROFITABLE TO

EM.
[From the Chicago Inter Ocean.]
WasHINGTON, D. C., June 27— (Special telegram).

‘Will the * protests,” so called, of foreign nations against the
tariff which the United States is about to establish be seriously
considered by Conﬁress in the final shaping of the tariff bill, or if
not considered, will the enactment of the tariff law be followed
by any adverse results in our commercial or other relations with
those countries?

This is a question which members of Congress are asking each
other seriously just now, and are also asking Government officials
whose records are relied npon to show the history of former occa~
sions of this sort and their result. The opponents of the bill are
pluming themselves upon the fact that sundry countries have
either by diplomatic utterances or discussions in their legislative
bodies and the press expressed dissatisfaction with certainfeatures
of the proposed tariff law and a disposition to make a protest of
some sort against it. While this is true as regards a number of
countries, it does not give the experienced tariff students or legis-
lators the slightest nneasiness. Itisnonew thingtothem. Simi-
lar protests have come to them and to the Government time after
time, in former considerations of tariff measures, and they have
been politely received, as these are, carefully *‘filed” in a conven-
ient pigeonhole, and never heard from afterwards, either in the
framing of the bill or in their bearing upon future commercial
relations of those countries with the United States,

A ONE-SIDED PRACTICE,

This custom of filing protests against pending tariff measures is
altogether a one-gided one as relates to the United States and the
nations which have made these protests. Tariff laws come and
go with other nations, and the United States pays not the least at-
tention. A protective-tariff system grows apace in Europe and
elsewhere, and such nations as France, Germany, Austria-Hun-
gary, Spain, and others which are now scolding about our pro-
posed new tariff, increase year by year or from period to period
their protective tariff rates; butin all these cases the world over,
the United States never entered a protest of i;euera.l character
against anybody’s tariff laws or 11; osed tariff legislation.

There have been occasions in which attention has been called to
certain of their laws or regulations which seemed to bear unjustly
upon a single industry in the United States or to discriminate
against productions of this country as compared with those of
other countries, but there is no case on record in which the Gov-
ernment of the United States has offered any protest to a general
tariff measure proposed by other countries which would bear
with equal weight upon all nations gending their products to the
markets of those countries.

That any nation should assume to offer a protest against a pro-
posed law by another nation, which law is to bear with equal
weight upon the productions of all nations, article by article,
seems rather absurd; but that these protests should come from
nations which themselves have a high and steadily growing pro-
tective tariff adds much to the interest, not to say the imperti-
nence, of such a proposition. It seems a little curious, for in-
stance, to observe that Italy, which collects about $5,000,000 a
year tariff on American getroleum and equally high rates on
many other articles, should be offering a protest, either officially
or otherwise, against tariff legislation by the United States.

INCONSISTENCY OF GERMANY.

Same people might suppose it a trifle inappropriate that Ger-
many, which collects a tariff of §285.60 per hundred kilos on cer-
tain grades of clothing and 1,200 mar}'l)m per hundred kilos on
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other articles of a similar character, should be assuming fo offer
a protfest against tariff measures of any other country. There
might seem a slight impropriety in a protest from France, which

laces a duty of §289.50 per hundred kilos on smoking tobacco and

,600 franes per hundred kilos on cigars and cigarettes. So, also,
there might appear reason for criticism upon a protest from Spain,
which in her tariff places a trifling duty of 1,300 pesetas on every
four-seated coach or calash imported and 975 pesetas on each omni-
bus and diligence.

But there is a practical business side to this (Emﬁon of protests
against our tariff, and especially as to the probability of any action
following these protests. It is one thing to make a bluff while a
measure of this character is under consideration and quite an-
other to ““call” the tariff and commercial hand of such a nation
as the United States, especially under the circumstances existing
in our commercial relations with those countries which are re-
por(tlet?l as hinting at retaliation in case their protests are not re-

arded.

% NATIONS THAT GRUMBLE.

Among the countries which are reported as offering objections,
either O%cially, unofficially, or in public prints, in reference to
our new tariff are Japan, China, Austria-Hungary, Germany,
France, Italy, Turkey, Greece, Spain, Netherlands, Switzerland,
Argentina, Mexico, Canada, and possibly Brazil. Less than half
this number have filed formal protests at the State Department,
but there have been sundry grumblings and mutterings among
the others, either in their legislative bodies, in the individual ut-
terances of their representatives here and elsewhere, or in the
public press. ) :

The practical business question with regard to these people and
Governments is whether they can afford to take any retaliatory
steps against a tariff which makes no discrimination as between
countries, or which does not discriminate against any one of them
individually. If they were to attempt retaliation by adverse leg-
islation which should exclude American products from their
markets, or discriminate against our productions in any way, it
would be expected, and very properly, that the United States
would return the compliment by exqinding or discriminating
against the products of the country which had taken such action.

The practical business results of an occurrence of this kind
would be that nearly every one of the countries in question would
suffer a greater loss in the sale of her products than would the
United States. Of the fifteen countries included in the above list,
thirteen sell more goods to the United States than they buy from
us, and the total sales of the fifteen countries in question to the
United States are hundreds of millions of dollars greater than are
our sales to them. The result would be that if they shonld under-
take to exclude our goods from their ports similar action on our
part wonld cut off a much larger market for their producers than
would their action affect the markets of our own producers.

MERELY A BLUFF.

An attempt at retaliation by the countries in question, with pos-
sibly two exceptions, would therefore be much more disadvan-
tageous to them than to the United States. Hence the improba-
bility that the nations which are offering these protests have the
slightest expectation thaf their action will be anything more than
a mere bluff, or be followed by any attempt at retaliation by them
in case their protests are unheeded.

A few examples of the commercial relations existing between
some of the nations in question and the United States will be
sufficient to show that there is no probability that they are going
to endanger their own business and the markets for their own
producers by any steps which might possibly close the ports of
the United States against their productions. In the statements
which follow a ten-year period has been covered in showing the
commercial relations between the United States and the countries
in question, in order to give a fair average showing of the sales
of those countries to people of the United States and the return
sales of our products to those countries.

1t will be observed in the statements which follow that in prac-
tically every case the countries now suggesting retaliation which
would affect commercial relations have sold us very much more
of their productions than we have sold to them, and therefore any
action on their part disturbing or closing these relations would
cut off a larger market for themselves than they would destroy
for us. Japan has sold to us in the past decade $212,790,200 worth
of goods and bought from us $45,007,117 worth of our productions.
China’s sales to us in the past ten years are $189,246,849, and her
purchases from ns $34,219,710. Austria-Hungary’s sales to nus in
'age paft ten years are $83,301,481 and her purchases from us $10,-

3,224,

The total sales of the fifteen conntries which are reported as com-
. plaining, formally or otherwise, of our tariff have been in the past
ten years $4,843,943,523, while their purchases from us in the same
length of time have been only $3,059,220,782. Thus they have sold
us in the past decade $1,784,722,841 worth of goods in excess of

XXX—183

what they have bought from us, or an average of $§178,472,284 per
annum,
TABULAR STATEMENT OF THE CASE,

The following table shows our purchaseé from and sales to each
of the countries in question during the past decade:

TImports into | Exports from
United Btates United States

(1886-96) from | (1886-08) to

protesting protesting

countries. countries.
Greece ... $10,184, 600 $1,512, 584
Turkey --.. 45,978, 714 1,762, 357
Argentina. 57,905, TR 57,235, 506
Austria-Hungary 83,801, 481 10,993, 224
I NE L ot R e P R R LR T 138, 918, 678 262,482
China 186, 246, 649 54,219,710
Italy......... 207, 502, 143, 397, 604
= 313, 708, 200
45, 007,117
133,162,178
463,071,742
5843, 500, 386
120, 677, 691
200, 355, 338
B2, 455, 064
Total . ...... e e e |y A, S, TR 3,069, 220, 762

* Including colomies.

Epitor KLETT FAR AWAY FROM THE TRUTH—THE CINCINNATI
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE SPEECH A GLITTERING (?) ARRAY OF
TARIFF INACCURACIES—OFFICIAL FIGURES PULLED ON THE
GENTLEMAN.

[Special by telegraph to the Cincinnati Times-Star.]
WasHINGTON, D. C., July 3.

If the attacks which are being made by representatives of foreign
countries upon the new tariff bill are to be gauged in their accu-
racy or the reliability of their statements by that recently made
at Cincinnati by Editor Klett, of the Argentine Republic, they
will have very little weight with the people of the United States.

The aftack in question was made in a speech before the Cincin-
nati Chamber of Commerce on Monday, June 26. Mr. Klett is
quoted in the dispatches, which cover a portion of his remarks, as
*editor of the most prominent newspaper in his country, and a
specialist in wools, hides, and skins.”

Mzr. Klett bewails the fact that the United States is placing a
duty npon the two principal products of his country which are
exported to the United States, viz, woeol and hides, and adds that
**We have over 100,000,000 sheep, which priduce every year about
250,000,000 kilos of wool, and this article has always been imported
into the United States free of duty, the same as we have imported
free of dutg your machinery and your petroleum.”

To crowd into a single sentence as many inaccnracies as this
““specialist in wools, hides, and skins” has here presented is, to
say the least, an exercise of a capacity bevond that of the most
erratic members of his profession in the United States. His state-
ment that their wool has always been imported into this country
free of duty is pronounced absolutely inaccurate and misleadin
by the most experienced and carefnl Treasury experts. *‘Suc
a statement,"” said one of the oldest Treasury officials, discussing
the matter, ‘“is certainly grossly erroneous. I have been follow-
ing tariff laws and tariff operations myself for many years, and I
know that during all the )l:;?m that I have had to do with tariff
laws no class of wool has been upon the free list until the enact-
ment of the Wilson law. Certainly a statement that any class of
wool ‘has always been imported into the United States free of
duty’ is far from being accurate,”

An examination of the tariff laws covering the period since the
introduction of the protective system by the Government shows
that a protective duty has always been levied against foreign
wools until the enactment of the Wilson law.

Editor Klett's statement with reference to the commerce be-
tween the United States and his own country is equally mislead-
ing. In his remarks he say:

The imports from the United States to the Argentine Republic in 1806
amounted to §11,210.475, and the exports from the Argentine Republic to the
United States amounted to $6,401,362.

The official statement of the Treasury Department covering the
importations from Argentina into the United States and the ex-
ports from the United States to the Argentine Republic show that
the exports from the United States to the Argentine Republic in
the fiscal year 1896, instead of being $11,210,475, as stated by Mr.
Klett, were $5,979,046, and instead of the importations from Ar-
gentina being $6,401,362, as stated by Mr. Klett, they were $9.313,-
385. This puts the shoe entirely npon the other foot, showing
that the present bilance of trade is favorable to the Argentine
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Be%?ll_ﬂic instead of being favorable to the United States, as claimed
b . Klett. '

Another of the numerous inaccuracies of Mr, Klett’s statements
is with reference to the admission to his own country of the prod-
ucts of the United States, regarding which he says: ** We import
free of duty your machinery and your petroleum.” An examina-
tion of the Argentine tariff, revised for the year 1896, as published
by the international customs tariff burean at Brussels and ac-
cepted by the United States Treasury Department as accurate,
shows that, instead of our machinery and petroleum being im-
ported free into the Argentine Republic, the tariff rates of that
country on ‘““ machinery of all kinds of the value of 100 pesos and
more, and extra parts thereof,” are 10 per cent ad valorem; ** ma-
chines and materials for public illumination and for public water-
works and sewers,” 5 per cent ad valorem; on vehicles, 50 per cent
ad valorem, and on carts for conveyance of cereals, 10 per cent ad
valorem. Instead of Petroleum bemg imported free, as stated by
Mr. Klett, this official publication shows that it is dutiable at 1}
centavos per liter. This is equivalent to over 5 cents (silver) per
gallon. These statements rglate to refined petrolenm, only the
crude article being admitted free. The only class of machinery
admitted free of duty is that used in agriculture.

Editor Klett's criticisms upon our tariff are looked upon as espe-
cially unique in view of the fact that his own country levies a tariff
on nearly every article entering its ports and npon a large nnmber
of articles exported. Wools and hides. of the duty upon which he
especially complains, are subjected by his own Giovernment to an
export duty of 4 per cent ad valorem on every pound going out of
the Argentine Republic, while the imports levied by his own Gov-
ernment upon tanned skins are 40 per cent ad valorem, which is
higher than the rates on either tanned or raw hides named by the

nding bill. On other articles imported from the United States
into Argentina the rates of duty range even higher, being 50 per
cent on leather bags, boots or shoes, ready-made or in pieces,
vehicles, furniture, harness, clothing, hats and caps, and many
articles of this class.

If Editor Klett is no more accurate in his assertions as to the
prospective effect of our new tariff law on our commercial rela-
tions with his country than with his statements u'Eon subjects npon
E&%Ch hle ought to be entirely familiar, his predictions will be of

e value,

Workixe WouMeEN AND WORKINGMEN'S WIVES—How THE TAR-
IFF AFFECTS THEM—TESTRMONY OF WOMEN AS WITNESSES—
THE WILsON-GORMAN AcCT RESPONSIBLE FOR HArRD TIMES—
ProtecrioN, NOT FREE SILVER, THE TRUE REMEDY—LABOR'S
PRrOTEST.

In the conflict against cheap money let us not forget cheap labor.

Cheap money and repudiation wounld bring national dishonor.

Chw}) labor would bring national disgrace.

Before the present silver agitation men, women, and children
throughout the country were out of labor and hungry; cheap or
dear money will not help these to help themselves unless they can
be afforded an opportunity to work.

What is the matter? At the close of the last Republican Ad-
ministration labor was more fully employed and at a better wage
than at any time in the history of this or any other nation. What
caused the chzmﬁe? The present Democratic Administration, with
its free-trade policy, is the cause. It is because the industrial life
of the nation is stricken down, as well as because its financial in-
tegrity is assailed, that we urge voters and women everywhere to
stand by the Republican party and the man, Williamm McKinley,
who will restore and nphold that bulwark of American prosperity,
protection to American labor and industry.

If protection were the only issue in this campaign, it would be
enough to stir the heart and the energies of every good citizen for
the success of the Republican ticket, which means labor and bread
for thousands of people, men and women, who are out of employ-
ment by reason of vicious economic laws, passed at the behest of
Democratic free traders.

. The woes of the wage-earning man—reduced pay, short hours,
out of work, empty dinner pail, hungry children, weary wife—
with these we are familiar; they are with us continually. But it
may not be known or remembered that there are over 8,000,000
women wage earners in these United States. Not one of these
hard-working, intelligent, and self-respecting women has escaped
the effects of the blight which has come to the industrial life of
thenation. Some have accepted reduced w ; others are out of
work and 1ivi:¥ on savings made under the MeKinley tariif bill.
Other poor unfortunates have fought against adversity as long
as they could, and have ﬁnally"ﬂgone to the wall. The blight
eor;ti?et:iaa and will continnue until protection to our industries is
restored.

If women could only see and know the change that has come to
‘wage earners since the repeal of the McKinley bill, they would see

that this question of dry economies has a human side, ahome side,
a heart side.

Poverty always exists; distressing scenes could have been wit-
nessed any day during the past twenty years; but these conditions
were produced by accidental causes and personal conditions
wholly independent of economic laws. The poverty to which we
now call attention is not of this sort. Itis tEg poverty produced
by business depression, directly caused by the overthrow of pro-
tection. And such poverty! Mothers, with babes in their arms,
starving becanse husband and father has no work. Young girls,
hungry and defenseless, with nothing to do and nothing to eat.
Those who are well fed do not know what it is to be hungry. Oh,
the shame of it; that hundreds of men and women and children,
white and black, native and foreign, should crowd and jostle each
other and fight for a chance at the counter where charity dispenses
soup and bread! These scenes have been enacted in all of our
great cities gince protection was stricken down. Such scenes will
continue and intensify until protection is restored. The whole
industrial system has been affected; no one interestisindependent
of others. Ifoneisweakened, all suffer. Whenthe factory *‘ shuts
down,” the woman operative has no ‘“‘pay-day envelope” from
which to take money for holiday or everyday clothes and pay her
board, or, if she be a home-keeper, her rent and grocery bills.

When the shopkeeper’s receipts are thus depleted, he cuts down
the wages of the girl who stands behind tEe counter, or tells
her he needs her no longer; the butcher and the baker do the
same; the dressmaker, the milliner, the plain sewer, the sewing-
machine operative, women bookkee stenographers, and type-
writers, all are in less demand, and reduce their expenses to the
limit of actnal necessity. Farm women must sell their butter and
eg;(;is and other produce,if at all, at lower price. Girls, boys, men,
and women are thus daily added to the army of the unemployed,
to be supported by those who still exist on lowered wages from
the paralyzed industries which were formerly in healthy and happy
a{ﬁtiv_ity, or the famishing host must be humiliated and fed Ey
charity.

Believing that all earners, especially women, are better
off in every way under the American policy of protection which
prevailed under the Administration of President Harrison than
under a free-trade policy, and knowing that testimony from liv-
ing witnesses, given in the high forum of the United States Sen-
ate, would be the best evidence which could be presented to the
American people, Mrs. J, Ellen Foster went to Massachusetts and
Rhode Island, and through the courtesy of superintendents of
rooms and foremen of departments in factories she was allowed to
see the women at their work. They came to her in their work-
ing clothes with the dust of the loom upon them. She told them
that she thought their testimony would help to defeat the Wilson
bill. She told them that she wounld take them to Washington and
bring them back to their homes azain. They asked, ‘¢ t shall
we say?’ She answered, ‘“ Just tell the Senators the way things
are.” To their plea that they could not make speeches, she re-
plied, “ You wi II not have to make speeches; simply tell the con-
dition of work and wages which you know to be true.”

The testimony of these women wage earners, with questions
and answers, as it was given before the Senate committee, is preg-
nant with industrial thought. An examination of the testimony
shows that, even before the Wilson bill was passed, and while it
was pending, the evils apprehended from it embarrassed the great
manufacturers of the conntry and brought calamity to the wage
earners. The moment that business began to adjust itself to the
free-trade policy, labor and wages felt the shock. Manufacturing
industries refused to run a wheel beyond present orders. There
was less to do and less w were paid.

This is not all that the testimony of these women wage earners
shows. Their testimony emphasizes what has been claimed by
advocates of protection, that wages and conditions of living under
the American protective-tariff system are on a higher level than
those nnder the merciless economics known as the “‘living wage”
of the Old World. The testimony of these women is a solemn
protest against the statement of the Chief Executive of this nation,
who said, * Wages must find theirlevel.” And anoted Congress-
man of the West, voicing this sentiment, said on the floor of the
House of Iﬁﬁr&&enhﬁve&, while the Wilson bill was pending be-
fore that , he **would have wages have their natural play
over the world.”

Against this “play of wages” we protest. We require and de-
mand higher wages than are paid elsewhere in the world becanse
of the larger life which American institutions have given to
women as well as to men. The elevation of labor, which is both
the cause and the result of polifical liberty, has elevated women,
Labor can not be elevated except throngh good wages, and wages
which increase as productive wealth is increased.

In the degradation of labor, women are crowded to the wall
first. The ** play of wages all over the world” means that the
labor of hard-working, intelligent, self-respecting women, who
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are hearing their full share of the country’s work and are daily
adding to its wealth, shall be put in competition with the work of
the -burden women of the Old World.

The rate of wages paid determines the respect in which labor is
held; the respect in which labor is held is a never-failing index of
woman's position in the social order. A nation may-always be
rated by the character of its women. By the adoption of free
trade, the labor of women and of men is degraded.

TESTIMONY.

[Senate Mis. Doc. No. 160, Fifty-third Congress; second session.]

Mr. ArpricH presented the following report of hearing of wage-
earning women before Senators Justixy S. MoRrILL, John Sher-
man, WiLLiax B. ArnisoN, and NELsoN W. ALDRICH, minority
members Finance Committee United States Senate, March 29, 1801,

There were present also Senator JosErH R. HAWLEY, of Con-
necticut, and Senators GeorceE F. Hoar and HExryY CaABOT
LobGE, of Massachusetts, and others.

Mrs. J. Ellen Foster, of Iowa, with sixteen wage-earning women
of Massachusetts and Rhode Island, appeared, and presented the
following witnesses:

Mrs., iet Branch, East Greenwich, R. I., woolen sewer:

Q. Mrs. Branch, what is your employment?

A. I am a woolen sewer.

Q. Where do you work?

A. I have had no work for the last three weeks, but I have not
lost my sitnation. I expect to go back as soon as the work in-
creases. The mill has not stopped altogether.

Q. How long have yon been a woolen sewer?

A. I have worked in the Pheenix Woolen Mills for ten years.

Q. What wages did you receive at the mill?

A, My pay was 89 and 310 a week. I now earn $3, and some-
times $1.90 per week in plain sewing; some weeks not anything.

Q. Do you know the cause of the reduction at the mills?

A. I donot; the only thing I know is that the reduetion is so I
have not got work. If I have no work, I can not earn the money.
The girls in our mill feel terribly about the rednction. There are
twenty-five or thirty in my room alone that are supporting the
mother, father, or children. Of course, when they get only 34 a
week, you can tell yourself how far $4 a week will go with a
family of two or three.

Q. (Senator ALDRICH.) Have you anyfamily dependent on you
for support?

Al Psuppcrt myself and my daughter, 14 years old. She does
not work in the mill; she goes to school. All I have is what L
make for myself and her.

Q. Were Kgu born in this country?

A. I was born in Scotland.

Q. (Senator ArrLisox.) How do you get on in this country as
compared with the old country?

A. In the old country we were kept down by not having the
money to spend. Of course, in this country we have much better
advantage of getting along and being one with the people. In the
old country we had not that. As long as we appear as ladies in
this conntry, we can be ladies; but in the old conntry it is differ-
ent. Here women have a dignity, and they do not like to go else~
where. In the old country the servant girls are considered above
the mill hands. There the working class are a certain class, and
they are kept distinect. :

Miss Florence Briggs, Anthony, R. 1., cotton weaver:

g: At what do you work?

I make cotton cloths; I am a weaver.

2. How long have you done this kind of work?

. I have worked twelve years in the place where I am now.

Q. What wgea do yon make?

A. Only $6.50 or 37 now, where before the cut down I got §8
and over,

Q. Do you work by the day or by piecework?

A, %y piecework.

Q. When were your wages cut down?

A, A short time ago; I think it was in January. The works
have not stopped; they have been running full time, but they tallc
of stopping if this Wilson Dbill is passed.

. Are any of your family dependent on your snpport?
I help to take care of my mother and myself. Our small
farm is the only other means of support. .

Mrs. Mary Brooks. Fitchburg, Mass., cotton weaver:

Q. Where do you live?

A. Fitchburg, Mass.

Q. What do youa do?

A. I am a cotton weaver.

g_. How long have you been in this country?

I have only been in this country three years. I came from
Glnsgow. There I worked at weaving cotton, just the same work
as I do here.

g. What were your wages there and here?
S Iﬁmveadoﬂarhm or a shilling at home for the same kind
of work.

Q. (Senator ArpricH.) How did you live in Glasgow as com-
pared with Fitchburg?

A, We do not live over there the same as we do here. Smaller
rooms, smaller houses, not the same comforts. For two years
I made $10 a week here, and since the cut-down $7.50 a week.
The cut-down came last fall. I do not know why. The mill
%teopggi for two months—shut down—and then put down prices,

sides.

. (Senator ALrIsoN.) Do you support anyone besides yourself?

I have two little boys to care for besides m ; the youngest

one 3, the oldest one 5. Ipay for their keep out of the wages Imake.

I could not do this there. That is the reason I am here. My
mother came along with me.

Q. (Senator ALLISON.) What did you state about the wages in
Scotland?

A. The wu%s there were about a shilling as compared with a
dollar here. That was the ordinary pay there. I could savenoth-
Lng at home. That was by the piece. We only ran two looms at

ome.

Q. (Senator Arrisox.) Could you have any musical instru-
ments?

A. No; we could not have any musical instruments or spend
anything out of the bare necessaries of life. Ilived there the
same way as the others. There was as much labor over there in
working as here.

Q. Isit any betfer here?

A. Yes, indeed; the first nine months I was here I saved $150,
besides keeping myself and children. Over there I could not save
enough to bring me to this country without the help of my mother,
If I had not had my mother to help me, I do not believe I wounld
ever have gotten here.

Miss Hattie Freeman, Woonsocket, R. I., worsted worker:

2. Where do you live?

. Woonsocket, R. L.

g. What do you do?

. I work in the Harris Woolen Company, Rhode Island. I
am a worsted sewer.

Q. What pay do you get?

A. I'make 37.50 a week. Ifis day work. We have short time,
but no reduction in price. The mill had a reduction, but not the
sewers. Besides short time, they have been stopped, and then
they started again; but they expect another reduction of 20 per
cent; thatis what they had before, The sewers get the most gy
pay; the weavers make the most by piecework.

Q. Do youn support anyone besides yourself?

AT care of my mother, and we can live comfortably on
what I make. I pay $9 per month rent for six rooms for just me
and mother.

Mrs. Amy Lees, New Bedford, Mass., cotton weaver:

(. What do you do?

A. I am a cotton weaver.

Q. Where have you worked?

A, In thiscountry and in Lancashire, England. I have worked
seven years in this country.

Q. What was younr pay there, and what is it here?

A. Over there I made 15 and 16 shillings a week off three looms.
Here $8.50 off seven looms.

; Q.9 (Senator ALLisoN.) Whatabout the cost of living there and
here?

A. It costs more to live here than there, because we have better
and more things to eat here than there.

Q. Why?

A. We could not afford them in England.

Q. Would you like to go back to England to live?

A. No; Iwould sooner be in this country.

Alice Jukes, Cambridge, Mass., net and twine maker:

Q. In what industry are yon engaged?

A. I have been fifteen years with the American Knitting and
Twine Company. I work on a knitting machine. The work is
piecework. X

Q. How much can yon make in a weak?

A. Before the reduction ['made 33 a week. I make $6.50 to $7
now. Iam on full time, but reduced wages, and expect more re-
duction if the Wilson bill goes through.

Q). In what branch of the business are you engaged?

A. I make gilling nets,. They are made out of linen. There are
a number made of cotton. but the greater number, probably, is
made of linen flax,

Q. (Senator ALLISON.) Do you know thewages paid in England
for work similar to that which you do here:

A. Yes; the pay over there is 6 shillings a week for the same
work on the flax machine. Here we get $7 in place of 6 shil-
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. Were Eou able to live as well on what you received there?

. No,indeed. You can exist on 6 shillings a week, but you can
not live onit, because it isnot living. We survive; that is all. It
is the custom of the country. But of course you do not get any
chance of becoming any better.

Q. Do you support anyone besides yourself?

A, I have my mother to take care of. I help to take care of
her. My sister works in the same mill, and with her help we
keep home.

Q. Have you been able to save anything?

A, Yes; 1 have been able to save since I have been in this busi-
ness, and we have built a house with the money we have got.
With another reduction, of course, we could not save. We saved
Ep 131,000 between us, and we paid that much on the house we

nilt.

Q. Do you live in the house you built?

A, Yes; we live in our own house.

Mrs. Agnes Pohlman, Fitchburg, Mass., cotton weaver:

Q. Mrs. Pohlman, what do you do and where are you from?

A. Iam a cotton weaver, from Fitchburg, Mass., but I do not
work there just now, becanse the mills are shutdown. They have
had a very hard time there gince last summer—lots of suffering,
with no work. If the mill is shut down, all the business is shut
down; everything is down. So we had very hard times since last
summer, and we had lots of poor to help. Itis just as bad there
now. I could not get work, and that is the reason I am not work-
ing now.

g. &Senator ALDRICH.) Is anyone dependent on you?

. Yes; my boy. He goes to school. I am able to take care of
him when I get work.

Q. Are you from Germany?

A, Yes; I was born in Germany. I did nmot work very much
there, because I was very young when I came from there.

. (Senator ALDRICH.) What about the mannerof living there
and here?

A. I know we could not live there as we live here, and if I had
to there and work, I would not do it, because we can live
higher here. - I wish we could soon have our good old times again,
so that people could get work and live like they used to do. There
are a lot og) women out of work in our place.

Miss Hannah E. Ryan, New Bedford, Mass., cotton spinner:

g. Miss Ryan, tell the Senators about your work.

. I am a spinner in the New Bedford Cotton Manufacturers’
Company. I have worked there thirteen years.

Q. Were you born in this conntry?

A. T was born in New Bedford.

Q. What are your wages?

A. My wagesnow are $5.50 a week. Two yearsago I got over §6,
but we were cut down in October, and they now speak of another
cut-down if the Wilson bill passes. If we do not kill the Wilson
bill, it will kill us. The girls in the mill know if the bill passes we
will be reduced again. e can not live on less than §5 a week.

. Have you anyone to support?

. Yes; 1 have my mother and brother and sister to su
My brother works part of the time, but work is slack. In
started with work for four days in the week.

Miss Annie M. Devereaux, Providence, R. L., jeweler:

Q. What is your work, Miss Devereaux?

A. 1 ama chain maker in the jewelry establishment of the Kent
& Stanley Company, Providence.

. Do you work by the day or by the piece?

A. I work by the piece. I averaﬁe $9 a week, usually more, but
I have been on short time a long while and do not make so much,
The wages are the same, but it is short time,
hours—same ga , but ghort hours.

Q. Do you know the cause of short hours?

A, Because our business is dependent upon the general pros-

rity of other trades. The general depression has affected us.

live at home, and there is no one dependent on me.

Miss Emily 8. Young, Providence, R. L., jeweler:

Q. What is your work, Miss Young?

A. 1 am a shipping clerk for the manufacturing jewelers Pot-
ter & Buffington, Providence, I have worked there sixteen years,
not in {Khst. department, but for the firm. My work is by the day
‘or week.

Q. What do you receive per week?

A. I receive $10 a week.

. Is your business good at the present time?

. In all the years that I have worked there, I have not known
them to work so short hours as they are working now; never.
Of course now and then a day or job work, but the shop seems
almost closed.

g. (Senator ALpRrICH.) Could you estimate the reduction?

. At least 50 per cent from now and two years ago.

rt.
v it

The loss is in short

Q. Miss Young, are you dependent on yourself for support?
A, Yes; Iam c?ependent on myself for support; my sister and I
together support ourselves.

Miss Mary J. Ryan, Woonsocket, R. 1., cotton weaver:

Q. Miss Ryan, please state yonr business.

A. I am a cotton weaver. I have worked twenty-three years
for the Social Manufacturing Company. I have always done

Wea\ri%g.
Q. What has been your average wages?

A, T averaged $10 a week until September, 1898,
$9 a week—§1.50 a day.

Q. Why did your wages fall from $10 to $9?

A, The depression in business, owing to the tariff question,
cansed the works to be stopped for two weeks, and for four months
following the work was slack. They stopped last October. Then
they ran on full time, but had a scarcity of work.

Q. (Senator ALpricH). Explain what you mean by that.

A. I mean that you can run four or five or six looms, but if yon
have only two or three looms you will be there and your time will
be taken up, but you will not earn so mnch.

Q. Do you know why the work was slack during the time you
have mentioned?

A. I was never told why the work was slack, but I learned
through the press.

Q. (Senafor ALDRICH.) Have you been able to save anything
from your wages?

A. Yes, I have been able to save something in these years, but I
have not saved anything for ninemonths., If this Wilson bill goes
into effect, we suppose our wages will be reduced.

Miss Edith Wolstoncraft, Taunton, Mass., cotton weaver:

cAg, Please state what kind of work you do.

. I work at the Whittenton Manufacturing Company, on
gingham weaving.

Q. What wages can you make?

A. I can make $8 on the average a week.

Q. Have yon ever worked in any other country? x

A. I was born in England, IworkedinEngland. I worked on
velvets at home, at Oldham. I made from 16 to 18 shillings a
week. I had two looms. I work two hours more now a week
than I did at home. Fifty-eight hours now; fifty-six over there.

Senator ALLisoN. Who do you support besides yourself?

A. I have my mother to keep. e are able to get on pretty
well and keep house. I get on better in this country. I could
not keep my mother at home. It is better living here. I wounld
not go back again and work there,

Mrs. Elizabeth Tyler, Boston, Mass., carpet weaver:

Q. Mrs. Tyler, please tell the committee where you work.

A. T work at t Roxburge(}'arpet Mills. It was twenty-one
years last November since I began there.

Q. What wages do you get?

A. I average my wages for 1892 and 1893, up to the last of
August, at eight dollars and some odd cents. Since that tiine the
average pay up to the present time has been about $3.50. I form-
erly made something over §8 a week. I work by the piece.

). What was the cause of this difference?

A, The mill has been closed down twice; the first time six
weeks, the last fime four. There was a 10 per cent reduction on
the 9th of October.
tr% (Senator ALpricH.) Have you always worked in this coun-

¥

A. I was born in England.
Bright concern.

Q. (Senator ALprICH.) How do wages paid there compare with
wages paid here?

A. They paid a penny a l\,;sa.rd, which would be equal to 2 cents;
whereas our former price here was 3} cents for weaving a yard.
It is now 10 per cent less.

Miss Ma et Wright, Boston, Mass., carpet setter:

Q. Miss Wright, what is your avocation?

A. I work in the setting room of the Roxbury Carpet Works, I
have worked twenty years in that one place. Iama carpet setter.

Q. Have you had steady work?

A, We shut down from last August to the last of October, going
back to 10 per cent reduction. If this Wilson bill goes into effect,
it means further reduction for us, and it means not steady work,
which we have not had since last April. I do not énly speak for
myself, but for all the girls who work in the department with me.
I happen to be the fortunate one who was chosen by the girls in
my department to come here. No one of the company had any-
thing to do with it. I think if this bill goes into effect it will
lower our wages and bring us to the standard of old country
people. It is degrading the working people. In the department
with me there are 84 é,virls; a great many with invalid mothers,
brothers, and sisters dependent upon them. I can say that in
Roxbury in September, and especially during November and
December, the suffering was something terrible. There are some
seven or eight hundred people dependent on the Roxbury mill; not
only the ple who work there, but also the people who keep
stores. e hope the bill will not pass.

_The bill did pass and their worst fears were realized.

In October

I worked there for the John
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QUICK WORK IN PASSING A TARIFF LAW—A HISTORY OF TARIFF
LEGISLATION FROM THE DAYS OF WASHINGTON SHOWS THAT
THE PRESENT CONGRESS IS GOING AHEAD MORE RAPIDLY THAN
ANY PrEvioUus CONGRESS, IN SPITE OF THE FACT THAT THE
SENATE 1S PRACTICALLY UNDER THE CONTROL OF THE DEMO-
CRATIC ORGANIZATION,

[Burean of the Baltimmore American.]
WasHINGTON, June 20.

People who are complaining of what they assume to be the slow
progress of the tariff bill will probably be surprised to know that
no Administration since that of Washington ever placed upon the
statute books a tariff measure within as brief a period of its inau-
guration as will that of President McKinley. Thereisevery reason
to suppose that the tariff bill will go upon the statnte books before
the end of July, probably much sooner than that. If this shall
happen, President McKinley will have an opportunity to attach
his signature to a general tariff measure earlier in the history of
his Administration than has any President since George Washing-
ton signed the first tariff act on July 4, 1789.

This remarkable record which is likely to be made with refer-
ence to the present tariff bill is made more remarkable by two
facts: First, that every year's development of our commerce and
manufactures adds to the complications and difficulties in fram-
ing atariff measure; and second, the fact that the party in control
of the Administration controls only one branch of Congress.

The first tariff act placed upon the statute books was signed by
George Waahingtonguly 4, 1789. Not only was it the first tariff
act under the Constitution, but the first protective-tariff measure
indicating in its preamble that “ It-is necessary for the support of
Government, for the discharge of debts of the United States, and
the encouragement and protection of manufactures that duties be
laid on goods, wares, merchandise imported,” etc. The considera-
tion of this act occnpied but about two months’ time, as Wash-
ington was not inaugurated until April 30, and the work upon the
tariff bill did not begin, of course, until after that time. This
tariff act was, of course, very brief, the space occupied being
probably less than one-twentieth of the bill now under considera-
tion. Several other tariff measures were adopted during Wash-
ington’s Administration, most of them being an increase uponthe
rates named by the first measure.

John Adams, who became President March 4, 1797, did not sign
the tariff bill enacted under his Administration, which increased
the rates of duty on sugar, molasses, wines, etc., until May 13,
1800, over three years after his inauguration.

Jefferson, who was inangurated March 4, 1801, did not attach
his signature to a general tariff measure until March 26, 1804, the
bill passed at that time having for its object an increase in the
revenue to supply funds for the war with the Barbary powers,
This act increased the ad valorem rates, and on the following day
a similar act, increasing the specific rates, was signed, both of
them being more than three years after Jefferson’s inanguration.

Madison was inangurated March 4, 1809, and the first important
tariff, to.increase duties 100 per cent on account of the war with
Great Britain, was signed July 1, 1812, more than three yearsafter
his inauguration. He also signed a general tariff act April 27,
1816, three years after his second inanguration.

Monroe was inangurated March 4, 1817, and signed his first and
only general tariff act May 22, 1524, more than seven years after
his first inauguration,

John Quincy Adams was inangurated March 4, 1825, and signed
a general tariff act May 19, 1828, more than three years after his
inaugnration.

Jackson was inangurated March 4, 1820, and signed his first gen-
eral tariff actJ ul!' 14, 1832, more than three years after his inaugu-
gatirgglg. while the Clay compromise reduction act was signed March

s ;

Van Buren’s Presidential term, which began March 4, 1837, was
not marked by the enactment of any important tariff legislation.

William Henry Harrison, who was inaugurated March 4, 1841,
issued, on March 17, a call for a special session of Congress, to be-
gin May 31, indicating by the proclamation that the subject to be
considered was the financial difficulties of the Government. The
tariff act finally passed by the Congress which that proclamation
called into special session did not become a law until August 30,
1842, or fifteen months after the date named for the beginning of
the special session.

Polk’s term of service began March 4, 1845, and the ‘* Walker
tariff,” which was the special tariff feature of his term, did not
become a law until July 30, 1846, sixteen months after his inau-
guration as President.

The Taylor Administration, which began March 5, 1849, did not
witness the enactment of any general tariff legislation, owing to
the fact that the Democrats controlled the House of Representa-
tives during the first two years of his term as President, and he
lived less than half of the term.

Pierce, who was inaugunrated March 4, 1853, signed, on March

3, 1857, the last day of his term as President, the only general tar-
iff measure enacted during his four years in the White House,

Buchanan, during his four years, which began March 4, 1857,
signed no general tariff legislation until March 2, 1861, two days
before the close of his term. This act, signed two days before his
retirement, was the Morrill tariff act, a thoroughly protective
measure, whose passage was made possible at that time bacause
of the fact that a large number of the Sonthern Democratic mem-
bers of the Thirty-sixth Congress had withdrawn,leaving Congress
in the control of the Republican party, which thus placed a tariff
%‘qt upon the statute books two days before the inanguration of

incoin.,

President Lincoln, who was inangurated March 4, 1861, signed
his first general tariff act on August 5 of that year, and this was
followed by the passage, in July, 1862, and June 3, 1864, of other
tariff measures to which his signature was attached.

Grant, who became President March 4, 1869, signed, July 14,
1870, his first general act relating to revenues, by which the inter-
nal-revenue taxes were reduced, this being followed by another
reduction on June 6, 1872.

President Hayes, who was inaugurated March 4, 1877, signed
no general tariff legislation, the House being Democratic in the
first Congress under his Administration and both branches Dem-
ocratic in the latter half of his term.

The Garfield-Arthur Administration, which began March 4,
1881, did not witness the enactment of any general tariff legisla-
tion until March 3, 1833, two full years after the inauguration.

Cleveland’s first term was not marked by the completion of any
general tariff legislation, the Mills bill, which passed the Dem-
ocratic House in 1888, failing in the Senate, which was so closel
divided politically. that it was found impossible to pass throngh it
a measnre satisfactory to the Administration, the substitute which
was adopted by the Senate being rejected by the House, where
the Democratic divisions on the tariff question, now so strongly
marked, were then beginning to make themselves apparent.

Benjamin Harrison's term began March 4, 1889, and the first
general tariff act passed under his Administration was signed
October 1, 1800, eighteen months after his inanguration.

Cleveland’s second term, which began March 4, 1893, with his
own party in control of both branches of Congress, did not wit-
ness the completion of its tariff measure until August 28, 1804,
nearly eighteen months after he took the oath of office.

A study of the above history of the tariff from the beginning of
the Government down to the present time will indicate to those
who have been inclined to criticise what they assume to be the
slow action of Congress that, instead of its action being unusually
tardy, it has been unusunally prompt, and especially so in view of
the fact that the party in confrol of the Administration controls
only one branch of Congress—a condition under which it has sel-
dom been possible to iz;sgs a tariff measure, even in a much greater
length of time than been or is likely to be occupied in the
present instance.

AMERICAN TARIFF FROM 1789 TO 1897—A BRrIEF HISTORY OF THE
TaArIFF Laws OF THE UNITED STATES AND THEIR EFFECT UPON
THE INDUSTRIES OF HER PEOPLE—S0ME TIMELY AND INTEREST-
ING INFORMATION—COMPARATIVE EFFECT OF THE PROTECTIVE
AND FREE-TRADE PRINCIPLES AS TESTED IN THE HISTORY OF
TH1s COUNTRY.

[By O. P. Austin.]

Congress being about to enact a new tariff law, a brief history
of the tariff legislation in the United States from the adoption of
the Constitution down to the present time may be of interest.

A ““ tariff,” under the general acceptation of the term in political
economy, is a tax levied npon goods coming into a country from
other parts of the world. The theory upon which governments
claim the right to tax articles brought in from abroad is that if
persons from outside of the country or government desire to en-
Joy the benefits of trade with the people of that government, they
ought to contribute in some degree to its support. All citizens
and business interests of a state or government are expected and
required to, directly or indirectly, contribute to the support of the
government, and it would be injustice to those contributing at
home to the support of the government to allow people outside of

that government to come in and do business in competition with_

those who do pay taxes without contributing in some way to the
su Eort of the government.

erefore governments have for centuries insisted upon placing
a tax upon articles coming in from abroad, thus accomplishing
the first object, and at the same time adding to the revennes of
the government. This view has been modified in two ways; first,
by the class known as ‘‘free traders.” who insist that the tariff
should not be used to protect those citizens of the home govern-
ment who help support it, but that the taxes should be placed
upon those articles which everybody must use, and thus distribute
the burden of raising revenue among all the people of the home
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overnment. The protectionists believe that the tax should be so

evied that those ontsiders coming in to engage in the advantages
of trade among our people should pay a proper share of the ex-

enses of the government of that people with whom they thus
Bave advantage of trade, and that the tax shonld also be so ad-
justed as to prevent ruinous competition by outsiders with the
people at home who manufacture goods and thus give employ-
ment to the people of their own country.

There are two general methods of fixing the rate of tariff taxa-
tion which shall be levied upon goods coming into the conntry.
One of these is known as the “‘ad valorem” method; the other is
known as the **specific” method. By the ad valorem system the
custom-house o§i<p:ers are required to collect as the tariff a given
percentage of the actual value of the goods imported. By the
specific system the custom-house officers are required to collect a
specified sum for each Pounﬂ or yard or given quantity of each
article coming in. To illustrate, under the ad valorem system of
the present law the rate of duty collected on cattle above 1 year
old 1s 20 cents ad valorem, or 20 per cent of the value named by
the importers or determined at the custom-house. Under the

ific rate of the McKinley law the tariff collected on the same
m of animals was $10 per head. On grindstones the present
law collects a duty of 10 per cent ad valorem, or 10 per cent of such
valuation as may be named by the importers or fixed by the cus
tom-house anthorities, while the McKinley law collected a rate of
$1.75 per ton. The ad valorem system has proven unsatisfactory
becanse mnscrupulous persons importing goods would name as
their value a sum very much less their real worth, and thus
make the amount of duty which they must pay very much less
than that contemplated by the law.

The rate of duty on cattle, as indicated above, is, under the
present law, 20 per cent ad valorem; but by fixing the nominal
value of cattle imported at $6 or §10 per heag. the person import-
ing them would only be compelled to pay a duty of from 31,20 to
$2 on each animal, while the specific rate of $10 per head under
the McKinley law applied, no matter how low a valuation the im-

ters might choose to name. It is generally admitted by the
E‘:Teuury Department and the customs officers that the losses to
the Government by reason of undervaluation on articles imported
under the ad valorem duties of the present tariff law have been
from $30,000,000 to §50,000,000 per annum in tariff taxes which
should have been paid had importers been honest in giving proper
valuation of their goods.

With this brief explanation of the tariff idea and the systems of
its enforcement, it will be interesting, now that the country is
about to adopt a mew tariff, to state briefly the tariff history of
the United States.

PRIOR TO 1780,

Prior to the adoption of the Constfitution no tariff taxes were
collected by the General Government. Under the Confederation,
the States, jealous of their own rights, were unwilling to give to
the General Government the control of their ports and the raising
of revenues on articles coming into the States.

Each State, therefore, its own tariff rates, some of them
seeking to gain an advantage over the others by allowing goods to
come in without taxation, and some levied no tariff taxes on
coming into certain ports. The result was that while the tariff
duties collected averaged from 2} cent to b per cent of the
valueof goodsimported, they were collected by all sorts of methods.
At some ports no duties were collected at all, and the industries
of the country were prostrate, the peopleidle and poor, and money
scarce and of uncertain value. This condition resulted in dissat-
isfaction, riots, threats of return to a monarchical government,

- lack of revenus for the General Government, and a demand upon
the part of the most thoughtful citizens for a closer union and a
system which would protect the people and encourage industries
and manufactures among them.

1780 TO 1815,

The first subject discussed by the First Congress under the Con-
stitution was the tariff question. A large majority of the First
Congress were farmers, and they saw the necessity of encouraging
and protecting manufacturing industries of that character, be-
ginning with 1789, so that they might be free from dependence
aupon foreign nations for farming implements, machinery, clothing,
and arms for their protection and absolute independence, and at
the same time make a home market for their products. The re-
sult was the adoption of a tariff whose d];rea.mhle recognized the
protecting theory in the following words: ‘“ Whereas it is neces-
sary for the support of the Government, for the discharge of the
debts of the United States, and for the encouragement and pro-
tection of manufactures that dunties be laid on imported goods,
ete., therefore be it enacted, etc.” -

This tariff was discnssed and supported by the leading men in
the early history of the Government, and President W: gton,
in his first annual message, mide of our nation asa
free people: * Their safety and in require that they promote

such manufactures as tend to render them independent of others
for essentials.” In his last annual message he said: *Congress
has repeatedly, and not without success, directed their attention
to the encouragement of manufactures.” Other Presidents who
followed him—Adams, Jefferson, Madison, and Monroe—also rec-
ognized and commended the importance of the protective-tariff
system. The tariff of 1789 was not materially changed until 1812,
when the war with Great Britain required additional funds, and
the tariff rates were then nearly doubled.

The immediate effect of the tariff of 1780, based upon the pro-
tection theory, was prosperity in agriculture and wonderful in-
crease in commerce and revival of old industries and the creation
of new ones, the multiplication of our merchant marine, the rais-
ing of a sufficient revenue to pay the expenses of the Government
and give relief to its creditors, and create contentment and indns-
tries among the ege-:mle generally. The increase of the duties in
1812 was followed by an enormous increase in the manufacturing
industries of the country, due in some degree to the fact that
England ceased to export to the United States during the war
period, and also the improvement in the manufactures and conse-
?uent employment of those sup%)lying the employees of the mann-

acturing establishments with food and clothing.

This was so apparent that President Madison, in a ial mes-
sage to Congress, urged “‘ the deliberate consideration of the means
to preserve and ‘{:ramota the manufactures which have sprung
into existence and obfained an unparalleled maturity thronghount
the United States.”

The tariff during the above period was collected in part by the
specific and part by the ad valorem method, but averaged proba-
bly abont 20 per cent of the value of the articles upon which it
m placed, though that of the first tariff was much lower than

1816 TO 1824,
The free-trade theory took possession of the public mindin 18186,

It was another case similar to that which the generation
has witnessed, when the people of the United States in the pros-
perous year of 1892 decided to adopt freetrade. The result in 1816

was similar to that of 1892. The tariff was transferred to articles
not produced in the United States, and was what is commonly
knownasa‘‘ revenue tariff,” or, in other words, was adjusted merely
to produce revenue and not to ect homeindustries. Theresult
was great destruction of industries; labor idle; great distress;
eheriif sales in great numbers throughout the country: higrlsénrioes
for manufactured goods; low prices for American farm products;
deficit in the revenues; debt-creating period; balance of trade
against us; money of the country con from §110,000,000 to
$45,000,000; great reduction in the value of taxable property.

Benton gives this picture of the times:

N £ : no sal :
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of money; no emplo nt for industry; no demand for labor; no sale for
the products of the farm; no sound of the hammer except that of the ane-
tioneer knocking down the prope: tgA Distress was the universal cry of the

ople; relief, the universal demand, was thundered at the doorsof all legis-

tures, State and Federal. 4

1824 TO 1833,

The low-tariff experience of 1816 to 1824 was so unsatisfactory
that a thoroughly protective tariff was adopted in 1824, being abont
the first real protective-tariff measure. The duty which it levied
averaged 36 per cent of the value of the articles on which the tariff
was placed, and the result was much development of industry,
labor employed, prosperity, peace, contentment, Government rev-
enues plenty, money and plenty, money-making and debt-
paying period, great increase in taxable values, Jacksonian protec-
tion era, slave question becoming a dangerous political issue, free
trade adopted as an ally to slavery,

Commenting on the experiences of this first thoroughly protect-
ive tariff measure, Major McKinley, in one of his speechesin Con-
gress calhn% attention to the prediction of disaster made by the
opponents of protection at that time, says:

None of these awful prophecies were fulfilled; none of these dire results
ensued. The nation was nut ied, but quickened into new life. The mer-
chants did not move out of their costly piles of stores and dwelling houses;
they remained only to uire larger and finer and more costly ones; the

rer classes were not driven to cold water as their only food and diet, but

)
their labor was in ter demand and their wages advanced in pri

prica. The
entire conntry under t moved on to higher trinmphs in industrial

progress and to a higher and better destiny for all of its people.
1833 TO 1842,

In 1833 the low-tariff theory again took possession of the public
mind sufficiently to give a control in Congress and a ** Democratic
revenue tariff” was adopted under the lead of Calhoun. This
abandoned the protective theory entirely, the duties averaging less
than 18 per cent, and resulted in gradual closing down of Ameri-
can factories, labor idle and r, very low wages, low prices of
farm products, destruction of industry, panic of 1837, bankruptey
soup houses to feed the idle workmen, industry, agriculture, and
commerce paralyzed, money r and scarce, reduction in the vol-
ume of currency, States unable to pay interest on debt, deficit in
the National Treasury, the nation unable to borrow mcney af
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home or abroad, and debt-creating period. The experiences were
gimilar to those which are fresh in the minds of the people of the
United States to-day. The National Treasury became bankrupt
and the credit of the United States very low; the revenue fell off
largely and the Government was compelled to borrow money to
pay current expenses, as is the case under the Wilson tariff ay.

1842 TO 1846,

The result of the low tariff experiences from 1834 to 1842 was
the return of the profectionists, then the Whig party, to power
and the passage of a protective-tariff measure with an average
rate of duty of about 25 per cent, which was vetoed by President
Tyler, but passed over hisvefo. Under this protective tariff came
a development in industries, revival of agriculture, increase in
immigration, money good and plenty, a revenue sufficient for all
expenses of the Government, and a wealth-producing period.
Carey, commenting upon this period in the national history, says:

Labor was everywhere in demand, planters had large crops, and the do-
mestic market was growing with a rapidity that promised better prices.
The produce of the farm was in demand and prices had risen. The con-
sumption of coal, iron, wool, and cotton and woolen cloth was immense and
rapidly increasing, while prices were falling use of the rapidly improv-
ing character of the machinery of production. Production of every kind was
fmmense, and commerce, internal and external, was growing with unex-
ampled rapidity.

1846 TO 1861,

The slave power of the South, recognizing the prosperity and
increased strength which the protective tariff gave to the North-
ern industries, rallied and obtained control of Congress, and what
is known as the ** Walker revenue tariff,” a Democratic mneasure
with low rates of duty, levied purely for revenue and adjusted so
as to prevent protecton, was ted in 1846. The same inevita-
ble results followed as always ore nnder free trade or very
low duties, though they were postponed for some years by exter-
nal causes. It can be stated truthfully that for some years after
the repeal of the tariff of 1842 there was an apparently increasing
prosperity; but the apparent success which seemed to follow the
tariff of 1846 was wholly due to external adventitious canses.

But as soon as these unusual and accidental resonrces were cut
off there followed the same disastrous results as always before
under free trade or very low duties. Many industries were de-
stroyed, business was paralyzed, total ruin overtook tens of thon-
sands of the most successful merchants and manufacturers of the
country, and armies of toilers were hurled from the factory or the
shop into the streets to steal or starve. Our exports of cotton,
rice, tobacco, corn, and pork diminished, the demand for ships
and for labor fell off, and immigration, which had trebled nnder
the workings of the tariff of 1842, tly declined.

. Not content, however, with the disasters in the manufacturing
gections of the country, the North, which had followed the Walker
tariff of 1848, the Southern Democracy succeeded in passing an
act in 1857 still further reducing the tariff rates, bringing the
rates down fo an average of abont 15 per cent. This was followed
by great panic, failures of banks and commercial hounses, almost
total destruction of American industry, poor prices for farm prod-
ucts, high- prices for foreign manufactured goods, little employ-
ment, low wages, soup houses opened to feed the idle workmen,
bankruptey, ¢ wild-cat” State-bank failures, almost total disappear-
ance of the circulating medium; in the value of American secur-
ities; debt-creating period; little gold or silver left in the country.

From this time to 1861, when the protective tariff was enacted
by the Republicans, the public debt increased searly $46,000,000,
and the expenditures exceeded the receipts by §77,234,116 in the
same time.

1861 TO 1804,

From 1861 to 1804 the tective system Erevmled by reason of
the fact that the Republican party, which assumed control in
1861 and adopted a protective tariif, remained constantly in con-
trol of one or both branches of Congress, making it impossible
for the Democrats to repeal the gmwctive—tariﬁ system and re-
enact their free-trade theory into law.

The tariff adopted in 1861, known as the Morrill tariff, wasa
thoroughly protective measure, averaging 36 Sfr cent. In 1872
the necessity for very large revenues ended with the close of the
war and reduction of the publie debt, and the tariff was modified
by a reduction of about 10 per cent in nearly the entire schedule,
making the average duties about 27 per cent. Even this redue-
tion was followed by a dePreﬁsicn, and in 1875 there was another
readjustment which was followed by a slight recovery. In 1883
the rate was again revised, the rate of duty xsws.u'ag'in%l about 29
per cent., This was followed by general prosperity and plentiful
revenue.

By 1890, the public debt having been greatly reduced, it was
possible to make a still further reduction in the tariff and the rev-
enue, and the McKinley tariff was adopted, the rates of duty
averaging about 24 cent on the total importations, and being
levied more essentially with a view of protection than any of the
tarifis which had preceded it. The result of this was an increase
of industry and employment, increase of wages and Government

revenues, great prosperity, payment of public debt, numbers of
foreign factories transferred to our country, great increase of
industry in the South, contentment, peace, money-making period,
money plenty and good, and balance of trade in our favor.

184 TO 1897,

In 1894 the Democrats, having obtained control of the House,
Senate, and Presidency, passed a low-tariff act whose duties,
averaging about 21 per cent, were collected by the ad valorem
system, thus enablingimporters by frandulent valuations toreall
get a much lower rate than that nominally fixed by the acti .
The effect of this tariff is so fresh in the minds of the publie as to
need little comment.

From the moment that it became known that a Democratic -
tariff was to be enacted, alarm took possession of the public mind,
especially in business circles, and depression was followed by
panic; resulf, banks closed by hundreds, business establishments
by thousands suspended, manufactories closed their doors or re-
duced wages. The actunal enactment of the ad valorem low-tariff
act was followed by constant deficiencies in the revennes of the
Government. In the first twenty-eight months in which the law
was in operation the Treasury deficit amounted to $120,054,456
and the Government was compelled to borrow $260,000,000 to meet
its ronning expenses and protect its eredit.

THE NET RESULT.

The result of these experiences was that on November 3, 1806,
the people of the Unibzge States voted by an overwhelming ma-
jority to restore to power the party which has, during its entire
existence, favored a protective tariff and given to the country
such a tariff whenever it had the power todo so. This protective
measure, whether given by the Republican party under its pres-
ent name, or by its predecessors, the Whigs and Federalists, has,
as is seen by the history cited above, always brought prosperity
to the country. There is therefore reason to believe that
the protective tariff which the Republicans hope to be able to
place upon the statute books will in good time bring again the
prosperity which former protective tariffs have always supplied.
CAN NOT BE DONE IN A MINUTE.

It must be remembered, however, that great movements of this
kind can not be completed in a moment. The Repablican party
does not control the Senate of the United States to-day, and it is ex-
tremely uncertain whether it will have a clear majority in that
bodg in thenext Congress. Should it not be able to casta majority
of the votes in the Senate, no one can foretell how successful it
will be in passing a thoroughl%hpmtacﬁve tariff measure, or how

romptly action can be had. e framing and consideration by

tlh branches of Congress of a tariff measureisa long and laborious
task.

The Democratic party, which wassuccessful in November, 1892,
did not place its tariff measure upon the statute books until
Anugust 28, 1894, nearly two years after the election in which it
obtained control of the House, Senate, and Presidency. It must
not be expected, therefore, that the Republican success in Novem-
ber, 1806, will or can possibly be followed by such prosperity as a
protective tariff can give until timeis had to consider, frame, and,
if possible, pass a measure of that kind. This must necessarily
be the work of months, and these months can not bezin until after
the inauguration of President McKinley and the placing in his
hands of the power of calling together the Congress elected simul-
taneously with himself in November, 1896.

Patience, therefore, will be necessary, intelligent patience, by
which the ple will understand that the prosperity which has
been promised can not be expected until time is had toinangurate
President McKinley, to call Congress together and frame a tariff
measure, pass it in the Republican House, place it before the Sen-
ate and see whether it can be passed in that body,whose control by
the Republican party is yet in grave doubt, and if passed, place it
upon the statute books and put it in operation a sufficient length
of time to enable the manufacturing industries to feel its protec-
tive effect, the agricultural interests to receive the impetus which
will follow from increased industries in the manunfacturing cen-
ters, and the business world to recover from the depression, defi-
ciency, and disasters which have accompanied the years of Democ-
racy and low tariff with which the country has been struggling
since the election of 1892, ,

MinEgrs' STRIKE DUE TO THE Low TARIFF RATES—NOVA SCOTIA
CoAL REPLACED THE WEST VIRGINIA PRODUCT—STRIKING Co-
INCIDENCE BETWEEN THE REDUCTION OF DUTIES AND LOWER-
ING OF WAGES—BLOW TO MANUFACTURES AFFECTED THE
MARKET FOR THE BITUMINOUS ARTICLE—BRYAN'S PLEA FOR
FRreE CoAL.

[Special dispatch to the St. Louis Globe-Democrat.]
WasmINGTON, D. C., July 11.

The close relation between the Wilson tariff law and the present
strike of the coal miners is the subject of much comment among
tariff students and members of gress generally. That the
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reduction which that law made in the tariff on coal caused great
reductions in the wages of miners is easily shown, and that the
drop in wages was practically coincident with the reduction in
duties upon coal is generally recognized by those familiar with the
subject. President Ratchford, of the United Mine Workers’ As-
sociation, in a communication to the New York Herald, dated
July 3, says: i

A minor's wages in the western Pennsylvania fleld ran from 54 cents
to 47 cents per ton in thin-veined districts, and from 80 cents to 28 cents a ton
in the thick veined. In 1888 the mining rate in thin vein was 79 cents, and
thick vein 65 cents per ton. During the same year the rate in Olio and In-
dinna was 70 cents and 75 cents, respectively;: now it is 51 cents, with areduc-
tion proposed in Ohio to 43 cents per ton. is ratio holds good in a general
way all alun‘f the line, Illinois, a portion of Iowa, eastern and central Penn-
gylvania and the Yirginias are all equally affected.

These figures indicate a reduction in rates for mining of from
20 cents to 30 cznts per ton since 1808. It was in August, 1803,
that the Congress which framed the Wilson tariff law met, and
the work on the bill which reduced the coal tariff 35 cents per
ton was begun. It was promised that the bill would take the en-
tire duty off coal, and the bill as framed by the Ways and Means
Committee and passed by the House did remove the entire rate
of 75 cents per ton and placed coal npon the free list. The Senate,
however, restored a part of the duty on coal, making the rate 40
cents per ton, and the bill, when it became a law, reduced the
tariff rates on bituminous coal 85 cents per ton, the rate under the
McKinley law having been 75 cents per ton and the rate named
by the Wilson law being 40 cents per ton.

The fact that the entire reduction of wages of which miners are
complaining has occurred since the beginning of work upon the
Wilson tariff lJaw, and that the reduction is nearly the same as
the reduction made in the tariff b{; that act, is of itself a remark-
able coincidence, and would probably warrant the assumption
that the tariff reduction caused the reduction in wages.

1t is not necessary, however, merely to assuime this or to depend
upon theory to indicate that the reduction in tariff caused the re-
duction in rates for mining. It is susceptible of proof from facts
known to every man interested in or acquainted with coal mining
and coal operations of the past three or four years. Before the
passage of the Wilson tariff bill, a visitor to Newport News, the
seaboard terminal of the Chesapeake and Ohio Railway, might
have seen at any time from four to a dozen coasting vessels lying
at the docks awaiting the arrival of coal trains from Virginia and
West Virginia loaded with coal destined to be shipped to New
York and New England. No sooner had the Wilson tariff bill
taken effect than all these vessels disappeared as completely as
though they had been engulfed in midocean.

FOREIGN COAL ADMITTED.,

The reason for this transformation scene was simply this: The
rateof dutyon coal under the McKinleylaw wassuch as to exclude
foreign coal from New England or Eastern ports; but the reduc-
tion of the rates to 40 cents per ton by the Wilson law permitted
Nova Scotia coal to enter the Northeastern Atlantic ports at such
low rates that the West Virginia coal could not compete with it.
The Nova Scotia coals are cheaply mined, and as the mines, many of
them, extend under water, it is practicable to load the coal directly
on vessels and thus place it in any of the Eastern ports af very
low prices.

The result of this reduction in the tariff was that the Nova
Scotia coal took the place in the East of that from the West Vir-
ginia mines. and the West Virginia mine owners and operators

 were compelled to seek a market elsewhere. Railroad rates to
the West were reduced, and coal which had formerly gone to
New England went West, and came in competition with the coal
of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois. The price of coal in the Western
markets tumbled. Then followed a rate war between railroads
and between mines and mine owners. A reduction in wages for
mining at the East was followed by reductions in the West until
miners’ wages became lower than they had ever been known
under the protective policy of the Republicans.

Other causes, also resulting from the Wilson law, have operated
with equal certainty in keeping down the prices which it was pos-
sible to pay for mining. The activity and prosperity of the miner
primarily depends upon the activity and prosperity of the manu-
facturer, since machinery is moved by steam, in the production of
which coal must be consumed. Whatever increases the number
of mills and gives employment to mill hands increases work for
the miner, but whatever reduces the number of mills in operation,
ghortens the number of hours, or diminishes the number of opera-
tives is as much against the interests of the miner as it is against
the interests of the mechanic.

REDUCED COAL DEMAND.

The suspension or reduction of work in factories, business es-
tablishments of various kinds, and industries of all sorts in all
arts of the country, resulting from the operations of the Wilson
aw, caused a great reduction in the demand for coal, and com-
bined with the depressing effect of importations to still further
reduce the demang for the labor of the miners and the prices paid

for their services, While the amount of coal actually imported is
only abount 4,000,000 tons a year, or sufficient to throw out of em-
ployment about 8,000 miners, the loss in markets to American
mines by the snspension of manufacturing was much greater.

The present strike of the coal miners is looked npon with great
alarm by Democratic leaders here. It calls attention directly and
pointedly to the fact that their legislation is beyond question re-
sponsible for the reduction of wages, all of which, according to
President Ratchford, have oceurred since the inception of that
legislation. Not only is the Democratic party responsible for the
reduaction of 35 cents per ton which caused this reduction in wages,
but many of the men now most prominent in its council ange as
its leaders urged and even demanded a removal of the entire duty
on coal, placing it absolutely upon the free list, which would
donbtless still further have reduced the wages of miners.

Mr. William J. Bryan, whose name and theories are to be espe-
cially prominent in the apvroaching State campaigns, was one of
the most earnest and active members of the wing of his party
which demanded the removal of the entire duty upon coal, saying
in a speech in Congress January 13, 1894:

The duty on coal isindefensible. * * * The duty on coal is nothing but
a subzidy which the people along the seacoast are compelled to pay to the
tl'sm-:Enrmtl:)n companies. * * * Take the tariff off from coal, so that the
New England manafacturers can buy it for less, and they can manufacture
more cheaply; and then, by cutting down the tariff on the products of their

factories, we can compel them to sell at a lower price to the people of the
South and West.

THE CoAL MINER AND THE TARIFF,

The wages paid to coal miners and laborers in coal mines in the
United States slightly exceed $100,000,000 per year. There are in
round numbers 500,000 of them, and they get out, on the average,
about 500 tons of coal each. The annual product of their labor is
nearly or quite 150,000,000 tons.

What is the matter with the coal miner? Heknows that he suf-
fers, hut why does he suffer? A plain statement of facts will per-
haps help him to understand one of the causes of his present pov-
erty and distress.

Before the passage of the Wilson-Gorman tariff bill a visitor to
Newport News, the seaboard terminal of the Chesapeake and Ohio
Railway, might at any time have seen from four to a dozen coast-
ing vessels lying idle at the docks awaiting the arrival of coal
trains from West Virginia loaded with coal destined to be shipped
to New York and New England. No sooner had the Wilson-(zor-
man tariff taken effect than all of these vessels disappeared as
completely as though they had been engulfed in midocean.

What was the reason for this transformation scene? Simply
this: The tariff on coal under the McKinley Act was 73 cents a
ton, but the Wilson-Gorman Act reduced the duty from 75 cents
to 40 cents, thus opening our northeastern Atlantic ports to Nova
Scotia coal at prices with which our own mines could not compste,
Then what happened? The Chesapeake and Ohio road reduced
its freight rate on coal to Chicago, and the coal which would have
displaced Nova Scotia coal, having now no other ontlet, was loaded
on cars and sent West to come into competition with Western coal
in the Chicago market.

The price of coal at Chicago tumbled. Then followed a rate war
between the railroads and a reduction in the wages paid to
Western miners, which was met by a reduction in wages for min-
ing at the East, with the ultimate effect of making wages lower
than they have been for many years past. And all this sorrow
and trouble is directly chargeable to the Wilson-Gorman tariff,
and to no other visible cause.

The miner of coal has evidently two paramount interests in
life. Poorly paid at best, exposed to peculiar perils and hard-
ships, and sorelg&}'essed by the destructive competition between
the Eastern an estern coal fields for the great market of the
extreme Northwest, he wants in the first place to have as much
coal used as possible; and he further wants to have all the coal
that is burned in the United States mined at home.

The prosperity of the miner primarily depends upon that of the
manufacturer, since machinery is moved by steam, and for the
production of steam coal must be consumed. Whatever increases
the number of American mills and gives employment to mill
hands makes work for the miner; but whatever reduces the num-
ber of mills in operation, shortens the number of hours, or dimin-
ishes the number of operatives is as much against the interests of
the miner as it is against the interests of the mechanic.

The wretched experience of workingmen during the last four
vears has shown that the prosperity of the manufacturing indus-
tries of this country is very largely affected by tariff legislation.
A tariff for protection, like the McKinley tariff, makes good times;
but a tariff for revenue only, like the Wilson-Gorman tariff, makes
very bad times.

he workingmen of this country have found that out; and in
1894 700,000 Democrats, mostly workingmen who had voted for Mr.
Cleveland in 1892, stayed at home and refused to vote, while 300,-
000 more voted the Republican ticket. Times have not improved
during the last two years, but have been growing rather worse
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than they were; and the coal miner has been one of the chief suf-
ferers from the state of affairs brought about by a foolish tariff.

The Democratic party has nothing to say about the tariff, but
has gone off on a new issue, that of the free coinage of :-nlv_er.
Republicans are told that they must not talk about the tariff,
either.

Yet it is certain that the miner’s lot will be no better than it is
now until we have a revision of the tariff of such sort as to start
up the idle mills and factories of the United States and make an
inecreased demand for coal. |

The miner wants work; but how is he to Fet it when the mills
are shut down, and when, in consequence of diminished produe-
tion, the railroads have less freight to carry than nusual, and so burn
and buy less coal than they otherwise would? Manufactures and
transportation are the two kinds of business most closely bound
up with coal mining, and all three thrive or langnish together. It
is said that 2 per cent of the cost of manufacturing, in all its
branches, is for fuel or power, which the miner alone can supply.

The way in which a tariff for revenue only hurts manufactures
and transportation is by encouraging the importation of foreign
goods rather than encouraging our own people fo make onr own
goods at home. If MeKinley and Hobart are elected next Novem-
ber, the Republicans will make such changes in the tariff as will
protect all American industries, including coal mining. A proper
revision of the tariff by a Republican Congress will open up the
mills which are now closed, thus giving employment to multitudes
of idle men and making more work for the miners.

It is sometimes said that the effect of a tariff for protection is
to make high prices, and it has been objected to nupon this ground.
This is not true. The general effect of a tariff for protection is to
make all manufactured articles cheaper by stimulating invention
and securing cheaper methods of production. Butif it were true,
how could the advocates of free coinage of silver at 16 to 1 con-
sistently urge this reason for opposing a protective tariff, when
they sa{ that the reason why they want free coinage is that prices

are too low and money too dear?

The trouble with the free-silver Democrats is that they wanted
one thing four years ago, and now they want another. Then they
wanted cheap goods; now they want cheap money. If cheap

%oods were a good thing then, why are theynot a good thing now?
ut we can not have cheap goods and cheap money at the same time.

This silver question, which the Democrats have invented in order
to divert attention from the failure of their new tariff law, and to
afford some sort of excuse for the hard times withont charging it
up to that law, is a question which concerns the miner (and work-
ingmen generally) only in one way. The miner needs plenty of
work, and he also needs good wages. The silver men tell hi
that *‘free silver,” as they call it, will make work plenty and
wages better. Wages will have to be better if prices are higher,
or the miner can not buy as much food and clothing with his
wages as he does now.

prices double, as it is claimed by some that they will, wages

will have to double also, or the workingman will be worse off
under free coinage off silver than he is now. The miners’ expe-
rience with the mine owners ought to convince them that the mine
owners will not double their wages if free coinage should become
alaw. Therefore the miner has no interest in free coinage. His
interest is all bound up in the revision of the tariff.

Every intelligent miner understands that the trouble with coal
mining in the United States is the competition between the East-
ern and Western mines. When the Eastern mines put the price
of coal down so as to take the markets of the Northwest, the
‘Western mines have to reduce the price to meet this cut. When
the Western mines have put the prices down so as to get the
market away from the Eastern mines, the Eastern mines still
further reduce the price of Eastern coal. In this way the miner
is ground between the Eastern and Western millstones.

he present Democratic tariff lets in coal free from British Co-
lumbia and from Nova Scotia. To whatever extent foreign coal
is burned in American furnaces, the demand for American coal is
reduced and American miners are thrown out of work. But the
amount of coal imported—something less than 4,000,000 tons a
yvear—is not so large that this can be said to be the greatest evil
resulting from foreiin competition with our American mines.

That is bad enough, since it means throwing about 8,000 miners
out of work, which means a yearly loss to American miners of
abonut $2,500,000 in money., But what is worse is the extension of
the area of competition between the Eastern and Western mines,
by bringing the product of the Nova Scotia mines into the prob-
lem as a disturbing factor, thus reducing the wages of all Ameri-
can miners.

Mr. Bryan said in Congress January 13, 1804:

The duty on coal is indefensible. * * ¢ The duty on coal is nothing but
a subsidy, which the people along the seacoast are compelled to pay to the
trn.n5gortation companies. * # * Take the tariff off from coal, so that the
New England mannfacturers can buy it for less, and they can manufacture
more cheaply; and then, by cutting down the on the products of their
factories, we can compel them to sell at a lower price to the people of the
Bouth and West.

IRON AND STEEL WORKERS AND THE TARIFF.

The growth of the iron and steel industry under twenty years
of a protective tariff may be seen by a glance at the following:

Item. | 1870, 1880, ‘ 1890,
R T e e ! §121,772,074 | §200,904,065 | $414,044,844
Average number of employees. .. Sl " 77,555 'NI]:?‘DB 175f5m
Gl SR Tt | 840,514,981 | $55,451,510 | §05,736,102
Tongof produot. ... oociamaninat | 3, 655, 215 7,265,140 I 18,216,215

The theory of the McKinley law was not to increase the duty
upon the articles of the iron or steel schedule, but, as far as pos-
sible, to reduce it. This was done wherever it could be without
destroying or crippling the industry. The modifications were all
with a view of greater harmony and for the purpose of giving
additional work and wages to those who toil, whether on the farm
or in the factory.

Increases were only made in cases like tin plate, where by so
doing we could secure for the American wage earner a new and
fruitful field of labor. McKinley saw that half of our large im-
ports of iron and steel was made up of the influx of tin plate
which had never borne an adequate rate of duty, and he merely
placed tin plate where it properly belonged in the schedule. By
so doing he gave the American workmen a new occupation. This
was established regardless of the sneersof William J. Bryan, who,
in a speech in Congress, March, 1802, ridiculed the idea of the
United States producing tin plate.

Now, however, he is confronted with an established industry
which even the Wilson-Gorman law has failed to destroy, but
which, had it been allowed to stand without reduction of duty,
would have been far stronger and more prosperous than it is at
the present time. In spite, however, of free-trade interference,
we are making tin plate in the United States, and the consumers
of the article who offered the increased duty are now strongly in
favor of the home production.

And why should they not be?

The consumers of fin plate are getting a cheaper and a better
article, and best of all, it is American. In short, the canners of
salmon, upon whose woes Mr. Bryan wasted so much of his elo-
quence, are happy; and the commentations of the oyster and
green-corn men have chan to anthems of praise for McKinley
and American tin plate. The poor workman's dinner pail is no
longer an object of Democratic sympathy, possibly becaunse allu-
sions to 1t may remind wage earners that it has been none too fuil
during these panicky Democratic times.

There are now probably 200 tin-plate manufactories in the
United States. The capacity of these mills per annum, in round
figures, is about 5,000,000 boxes. Thus,in less than four years,
the tin-plate industry has so developed as to be ready to supply
the entire home market as soon as all the mills get in working
order. And this in spite of the serious effects of the reduction of
duty in 1894 by the Wilson law, which retarded the growth and
gave our foreign rivals hope.

And what, pray, has the Wilson law done for our iron and steel
workers—for the men who, under McKinley's tariff law, earned
more than one hundred million honest dollars, as good as the best
in the world? Itreduced wages. It threw some out of work all the
time and many partof the time. 1t cutdown the fatenvelope Sat-
urday night. It madethat envelope look more than once as thongh
the steam hammer had flattened it out.

That is what the Wilson law did in a general way for the iron
and steel worker.

Specifically, in one year after its enactment, the Wilson law
doubled the importation of bar iron; it destroyed the cotton-tie
industry and closed up the factories; it about doubled the imports
of steel ingots, blooms, ete.; it increased the imports of tin plate;
and the iron and steel schedule was not injured to the extent of
the wool schedule and the woolen and worsted schedule. Never-
theless, the imports were increased $5,000,000—a useless proceed-
ing, for we might as well have employed our own labor—and in
common with all business this great industry, in which probably
over half a million of our eo'?la are directly or indirectly inter-
ested, has been crippled and the consnming power of an army of
workers cut down.

The safety and future happiness of every iron and steel worker
in the United States is only assured in the election of McKinley
and Hobart. It isa matter in which not only the wage earner
bat his entire family are interested. It is his duty to see to it
that he is not drifted from the vagaries of free trade, which has
already brought about himn so much misery, to the vagaries of
free silver, which will result in making his last condition much
worse than his first.

More than one-third of the iron and steel in the world is now
made in this country. Thereason why thisisso can bestatedin a
single word—protection.

The production of iron and steel, like
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that of silver, has been increased and cheapened by new processes
of manufacture during the past thirty or forty years. The im-
rovements in the blowing engine and the hot-blast stove have
Eeen marked. The substitution of coke for coal in smelting pig
iron has become almost universal. -

Bessemer steel was not made in this country before 15864, nor

open-hearth steel before 1868; now nearly all American steel, the
roduct of which in 1895 aggregated 6,114,834 tons, is so made,
e old puddling furnaceis rapidly becoming obsolete. We have
better machinery for handling iron in process of manufacture,
and for founding, forging, and rolling it. 'We have better coke,
most of which now comes from Connellsville; and the develop-
ment of the Lake Superior mines has given us better ores.

Few persons perhaps realize how many varieties there are of
iron and steel industries. Before 1867 we made iron rails, of which
the largest output in any one year was in 1872—806,866 tons. In
1887 we made 2,139,640 tons of Bessemer steel rails. Steel rails
have %radually been substitnted for iron rails, until now 85 per
cent of the trackage of American railways is provided with them.

Then there is the manufactnre of heavy armor plates, in which
we now lead the world, at least in quality. Even the Russian
Government has purchased ours because they are the best.

‘We make steel ships. We make steel bridges. We use iron
and steel in erecting buildings. Ifis said that the time is close
at hand when our annual product of structural steel will be a
million tons.

In making nails and gikes we began with the manufacture by
hand, and then perfected nail-cutting machines. Until 1883 our
cut nails were of iron; since then they have been largely steel.
Now we are substituting wire nails for them., In 1895 we made
2,129,894 kegs of cut nails, but of wire nails 5,841,403 kegs—more
than twice as many.

These wire nails were the equivalent of 200,777 tons of steel
wire. As much more is used for wire fencing. Much wireisalso
required for the manufacture of steel cables. Most of the wire
used by the telegraph. the telephone, and electric railways is of

co ; but not all of it.
e basis of tin plate is iron. Of tin &Jlstes and terne plates we
made 86,519 tons in 1805. Theimproved methods now in usehave
killed the small furnaces, forges, and blacksmith shops once com-
mon in the United States. With theirdisappearance and the sub-
stitution of machine for hand labor, the priceof iron and steel has
immensely fallen. A protective tariff does not operate, as some
persons think, to enhance prices, but merely transfers the seat of
mannfacture from foreign lands to our own shores and saves to
our own people the profits which we should otherwimy to
strangers. 1In 1870 the average price of Bessemer steel rails was
$106.75 a ton in currency. The duty then imposed was §28 per ton,
and to-day the price of steel rails is $28 per ton—the exact amount
of the tariff uponthem twenty-five years ago.

In the past thirty-five years the production of pig iron in Great

Britain about donbléd, while that of the United States has
increased twelvefold. We passed her in 1890, We her in
the manufacture of Bessemer steel rails in 1879, and in the pro-
duction of Bessemer steel ingots in 1884. We have got the lead,

and we shall undoubtedly retain it. The demand for iron and
steel in the arts is constantly and rapidly increasing. - We want
more machinery, more railroads—especially electric roads—more
steel bridges, more wire fencing, more steel ships, more gas and
water anﬁ sewer pipes, more American tin plate. This great
industry is still in its infancy in America.

The census of 1890 showed that the number of establishments
turning out pig iron, crude steel, rails and plates, and blooms and
billets in the United States was 709. They had invested in them
$414,044,844 of permanent capital. 'Ihe{namployed 175,506 men
and boys, to whom they paid in wages, in one year, $95,736,192.
They converted raw material to the value of $327,272,845 into
higher forms, and the value of their fotal output was $478,687,519.
These statistics do not include mining of iron. Our iron mines
employed $109,766,109 of capital and 88,227 workmen in addition.

THE FARMER AND THE TARIFF—WHAT FourR YEARS oF “RE-
ForM” Has DoNE For HiM.

From 1800 to 1892 this country was prosperous. From 1893 to
1897 it has suffered. In the first period mills were open, new
industries were being started, manufacturing plants increased
their capacity, labor was employed, were high, and em-
ployment easy to find. In the last period mills were shut down,
old established industries languished, manufacturing plants de-
creased their ountput, labor was thrown out of employment, wages
were reduced, and men turned tramps while seeking work.

In the first period our laboring population bonght freely of the
necessities, comforts, and even the luxuries of life. In the second

y the barest necessities, and too often less. In the first the
farmer had a good market for all that he raised and at livin,
prices. In the second he finds fewer to purchase the products

od they practiced pinching economy, having only money to | Horses

his labor, and prices have fallen below not only a remunerative
point, but below actual cost of Eroﬂnction.

Whence comes this deplorable change? The land is just as
fertile, our population just as energetic, the seasons have smiled
on the husbandman, and our natural resources are just as great.
Is the trouble in our currency system? Not at all. We have ex-
actly the same system in both periods. Is it a lack of money with
which to do business? Not at all. The money in circulation in
1892, which was entirely sufficient when all business was booming,
amounnted. to 51,601,347,187. The amount in circnlation at the
same date in 1895, when everything was in a condition of stagna-
tion, was §1,601,968,473. ’

Then what is the trouble? In November, 1802, the American
people voted to give full control of all branches of the Govern-
ment into Democratic hands. The moment the resnlt of that
election was known it became apparent that a radical change in
our tariff policy was impending. From that day manufacturers
began to restrict their operations. Long before Democracy took
charge and began to arrange the new schedule there was restric-
tion of production and shutting down of works in anticipation of
what was coming,

During the period of uncertainty before the Wilson-Gorman law
became effective every business man so arranged his affairs as to
have as small a stock on hand as possible. He wanted to wait for
the cheaper goods which Democratic speakers had promised from
every stump in the country. This meant fewer orders for the
manufacturer, and he in turn laid off his men. Here the business
paralysis started. The mere threat of Democratic legislation was
sufficient to change a busy people from activity to idleness.

‘When the threat became a law, orders went abroad instead of
to onr own manufacturers; fires were started in English mills in-
stead of American, and the author of the Wilson bill went to Lon-
don to be dined and wined at a state dinner by the London Board
of Trade., Grateful men. But did anyone hear of American
manufacturers, workingmen, or farmers spreading a banquet for
him? Hardly.

‘What promises were made by Mr. Bryan, Mr, JoNEs, Mr, Wil-
son, and every man who was responsible for the new tariff? Yon
can recall them; but have you seen any of them fulfilled? Where
is the pro%rity? Where those magnificent ** markets of the
world?” ere that dollar wheat and the thousand other pleas-
ing fancies with which the American people were deluded in 1892?
t us see what the hard facts are so far as the farmer is con-
cerned. During 1880, 1891, and 1892, the last three years prior to
to the time it became certain that th?)&)mtactive policy was to
be abandoned, prices of all farm ucts were satisfactory.
During the succeeding three years, those under tariff reform or
the threat of tariff reform, prices have fallen to depths heretofore
belived impossible. To appreciate what the change has been for
the farmer, let us take the average farm prices of the various
E;Oducw of agriculture as returned by farmers themselves to the

nited States Department of Agriculture at the close of each
year. These figures are from the official report of the Secretary:

1800. | 1801 | 1802 | 1803 | 1804 | 1895,
$0.506 | $0.406 | $0.504 | $0.265 | 20.457 | $0.284
o | om0k [ P08 | X1 .20
24| o815 | o817 | 24| @] 199
(20| 774 | 58| .513| .B0L| .4d0
48| B0 | 12| Ll | S| law
| am| ete| seo| s |  i2s8
88 | L073| .08&| 070 | .o48| 076
0r7 | tosel...o. | Cos1| ‘oss| .0e9
67.00 |65.01 |6i.22 | 47.83 |88.29 | 3307
14.76 |15.16 |15.24 |14.68 |14.06 | 1588
250 | 2568 | 288 | 1Lo8 | 158 | L7
415 | 460 | 841 |-5.98 | 4907 | B3

Take these figures and average them into groups of three yeara
each, the first representing three years of protection, the second
three {esrs of tariff reform, and you get this picture of the condi-

tion of the farmer under the two policies:
Average price.
Three years| Three years
of protec- of ft.ll‘l'lhlff
on, reform
1500-1802. | 1893-1806.
$0.382
.513
213
485
307
A4
L 004
oIt
30. 06
14.80
L75
5.10
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But some one will say the question of the rates of duty on these
roducts cuts no figure, becanse we are an exporting and not an
porting nation, so far as agricultural products are concerned.
That is true. Only barley and tobacco are imported to any con-
siderable extent. The farmer’s benefit from protection does not
lie in theduties on his products, but in the home market which it
builds up for him. Every new industry which is developed and
every enlargement of the plant of old-established concerns means
more mouths for the American farmer to feed, more demand for
his prodnets, and better prices. The figures quoted show what
the reverse means for him.

The Democratic platform holds out no promise of any enlarge-
ment of this home market. A return to protection, increased
manufacturing, more and better wages, more consumption of
farm products, better prices, and general prosperity will follow
the election of McKinley.

Mills, not mints, are needed.

THE MECHANIC AND THE TARIFF—WHAT FouRr YEARS OF ‘' RE-
rORM” Has DoxE For Hiu.

From 1880 to 1802 the 5,000,000 or more persons e ed in man-
ufacturing and mechanical pursunits in the Uni States were
busy and prosperous. During those twelve years the cities of the
United States pushed ahead at a marvelous rate. The building
trades were especially prosperous. nters, bricklayers, plas-
terers, stone masons, and painters were well employed at good

wages.

Magnificent buildings went up in all the large cities and millions
of surplus funds were put into permanent structures of all sorts.
Skilled labor was in great demand. There was no lack of currency
with which to prosecute these enterprises. The wages paid were
the highest known, and they were paid in gold, or in money as
good as gold.

The same may be said of manufacturing. While general obser-
vation and the figures easily obtainable in individual cities show
the prosperity of the building trades, we have the official census
return of manufactures. Here are the figures:

1880, 18900,

> 780, 805 139, 397, 785

tal H ﬂnﬁ'ﬁﬁ 53'1 ‘1"3-&'%&4;
wages. ... : £ , 171, 750,
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In spite of an alleged appreciating currency, over 120 per cent
more capital was invested in mills and factories and workshops
in 1890 than in 1880. Nearly 66 per centmore persons were given
emgloyment. For each hundred persons employed in 1880 we
find an additional 66 persons in 1880; and for each hundred dol-
lars of manufactured product in 1880 we find an additional $70 in
1890, or an increase of 70 per cent.

There was no lack of money with which to do this enormonsly
increased volume of business.

How about wages?

‘Wages increased not only actually with the increase of the num-
beremployed, but at a still greaterrate relatively. While the num-
ber employed did not double, the wages paid more than doubled,
the increase being 131 per cent. Inshort, every man, woman, and
child thus engaged went home each Saturday night with more
actunal money good sound money) in his or her pay envelope in 1890
than in 1880, and what was true in 1890 was likewise true down
to the year 1892,

‘We therefore had money enough, work enongh, and a rising

wage.

Defeated on all sides by the tremendous array of facts on this
%gint, the free-silver advocates are now trying fo change their

ttle ground. They declare that the workingman is getting less
and less of the profit of labor and capital in combination as his
share, and that the manufacturer is getting more and more. This
assertion is absolutely false. The reverse is true. The average
annual wage per hand paid in-1880 was about §100 more than the
average paid in 1870, while the average in 1800 was §137.28 more
than in 1880. .

Including mechanics, there were added to this class of bread-
winners 2,500,000 between 1880 and 1890, or 250,000 for each year.
In manufacturing alone over $3,000,000,000 of new capital was
invested, or. $300,000,000 annually. And yet the claim is advanced
that the country was suffering from a contraction of currency.
This is not true; but if it were, it wonld merely prove that co;.l:g-
dence and hope are after all of more value as aids to progress than
currency.

Then people were ready to invest; now they hold back. Then
wage earners were receiving full money for their work, and their
consuming power was almost double what it is now.

1t is claimed by those who are capable of making estimates that
in 1892 the value of our manufacturing product had reached

$10,000,000,000. Had the McKinley law remained in force, and
had there been no financial disturbance, the close of the present
year, 1896, should have seen this amount $12,000,000,000.* Instead
of that, careful estimates by reliable authorities bring out the
startling fact that the products of our factories did not exceed
£5,000,000,000in1895—a falling off of nearly one-half. Since nearjlf
90 per cent of this amount represents the earnings of labor, it will
be seen how serionsly the masses of our people have been affected
bythree years of ** reform.”

Every free-trade prediction and promise failed of fulfillment.
The markets of the world, which were to be ours, have taken two
or three hundred millions less of our products than they did in 1892,
Thereis simply nothingin thisfree-trade experiment but trouble for
our producers and for our workingmen. It has been truly said
that every blow at any product of labor, whether it be coal, which
gives employment to the miner, or steel rails, which keep pud-
dlers at work, or wool, which adds to the income of the farmer,
or cloth. which gives work to the tailor, is a direct blow to labor
and the laborer.

Look to-day over the whole broad field of American industry,
and what do we find? Diminished production, falling prices, in-
creased foreign importations. and, as a resulf, labor in distress,
out of work, and starving. Look where you may, it is the same.
The textile industries of New England, the iron and steel districts
of the Middle States, the mines of the Northwest, and the lnmber
camps along the Canadian border—all give evidence of great dis-
tress. The cry is iterated and reiterated: Open the mills and fac-
tories, start the furnaces, cut the lumber, dig the ore! Give us
employment! It is work and wages, not the intricacies of the
mcmfey question, which interest these victims of three years of
‘‘reform.”

AxERICAN WooLGROWING UNDER Two TARIFFS,

Among the sufferers from the existing financial de ion in
the United States, none perhaps has more reason for dissatisfac-
tion than the woolgrower.

From 1890 (when the McKinley tariff fook effect) until 1895
(under the Wilson-Gorman tariff passed in 1894) the price of wool,
as shown by the Statistical Abstract of the United States, declined
nearly 50 per cent. Fine wool, which brought 83 cents per pound
in 1800, brought only 17} cents in Janunary, 1895. Medium wool
fell from 37 cents to 20 cents and coarse wool from 31 cents to 18
cents per

1t is no wonder that those who have hitherto found sheep farm-
ing profitable are discouraged and clamoring for a change. What
is the change which they want? Is it a change from Cleveland fo
Bryan, or from Cleveland to McKinley? Thereshould be no diffi-
culty in determining the answer to this guestion.

The friends of free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 will
of course contend that the decline in the price of wool is charge-
able to ** the crime of 1873.” It isnot trune. They might as well
undertake to hold the crime of 1873 responsible for earthquakes,
cyclones, fires, floods, famines, and pestilence,

WHY HAS WOOL DECLINED?

The real reason for the decline in the price of wool, as of all
other farm products. is the increase in the supply as compared
with the demand. The law of supply and demang absolutely con-
trols the price of everything in the world. It is to trade what the
law of gravitation is in the physical world. In one word, the law
of snpply and demand is as follows: Whenever the demand for
any commodity increases, relatively to the supply, prices go up;
but whenever the supply increases, relatively to tﬁe demand, the
prices go down.

The production of wool has been steadily increasing for a long
series of years. Inm 1857 Australia produced only 80,000,000 pounds
of scoured wool, but in 1893 it produced 250,000,000 pounds—an in-
crease of 733 per cent. The Argentine Republic produced in 1857
only 10,000,000 pounds of scoured wool; in 1893 it produced 110,-
000,000 pounds—an increase of 1,000 per cent. The Cape of Good
Hope in 1857 produced only 10,000,000 pounds of scoured wool; in
1893 it produced 50,000,000 pounds—an increase of 400 per cent.
The supply of wool in the world to-day is about six times as great
as it was in 1860.

From these figures, which are cited only by way of illusfration,
it is evident that the snpglty of wool has increased at a greater
ratio than the demand. course the price of wool has fallen.
It could not be otherwise. More sheep are raised, the annual wool
clip is larger, and the universal, unchangeable, irresistible law of
Bupgly and demand has operated, as it alwayso tes under these
conditions, to bring the price down. No tariff laws, no coinage
]avtvs, can hinder the operation of a larger economic law of
nature.

* Had the same rate of inerease in the number employed kept u% we should
now be giving work to a million or more additional hands, instead of having
that number out of a job.
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THE DECLINE PARTIALLY ARRESTED,

It follows from what has been said that it would have been un-
reasonable to expect, even of the McKinley tariff, that it would
more than parti lf arrest the decline in the price of wool of which
the American woolgrower complains. The McKinley tariff took
effect October 6, 1890, At that date fine wool was quoted in the
Eastern markets at 33 cents, medium wool at 37 cents, and coarse
wool at 31 cents per pound.

For about a year thereafter the average price of wool at differ-
ent seasons of the year remained about the same; but it fell in
1892, owing to the disturbance in the market due to the unprece-
dented yield of wool in Australia in 1891. The decline was great-
est in fine wool, which fell in January, 1802, to 30 cents, and in
July to 28 cents per pound, but rose to 29 cents in October.

The McKinley tariff, however, had the effect to check the de-
cline in the price of wool in the United States, as compared with
the decline elsewhere. It did this by checking the importation of
woolen goods manufactured abroad. The importations of woolen
goods in the fiscal year 1890 into the United States were valued
at $54,165,427; in 1891 they were valued at $43,235,409—a diminu-
tion of importations in a single year to the amount of $10,930,018.
In 1802 they were valued at $35,792,905—a further diminution in two
years, in the valuation of imported woolen goods, of $17,487,514.

The usual estimate of the quantity of wool used in the manufac-
ture of woolen goods is 3 pounds of wool for every. dollar of valua-
tion. On this basis, the amount of wool required to make the goods
imported in 1890 was 162,496,282 pounds; in 1891 it was 129,708,227
pounds; and in 1892 it was 107,378,715 pounds. The decrease in
the use of foreign wool in the form of manufactured goods in two
years was therefore equivalent to 57,118,567 pounds. This de-
crease in the supply of foreign wools increased the demand for
native wools, thus benefiting the American woolgrower in two
ways atonce: first, by enlarged sales, and second, by better prices.

For this double blessing the American woolgrower had the
McKinley tariff to thank. The intelligent well-informed wool-
grower of the United States understands it.

THE TIDE TURNED AGAINST THE AMERICAN WOOLGROWER.

But in the fiscal year 1893, after the election of Grover Cleve-
land, when the threats of the antiprotectionists were beginning
to take practical form, the tide of reduction of imports was re-
versed.

The valuation of imported woolen goods in 1893 was $36,987,904;
in 1884 it was only $19,219,034; and in the first nine months of the
fiscal year 1896 (ending March 81, 1896) it was $42,088,472.

The fiscal year 1804 was one of general wreckage of business,
under the malign influence of the prospective industrial revolu-
tion foreshadowed by the advent of the Democratic party to power
in all.departments of the Government. Importers held aloof, as
much as possible, from the foreign markets, in order to get the
benefit of a reduction of duties under the approaching era of so-
called * tariff reform.” American manufacturers greatly abated
production, in anticipation of overwhelming foreign competition,
and the consequence was decline in the price of woolen goods.
Under the cirenmstances, importations suffered a sudden and
heavy collapse.

In 18935, however, after the passage of the Wilson-Gorman tariff
bill, the United States have proportionately benefited the foreign
woolgrower and manufacturer. In a lefter from Theodore Jus-
tice, of Philadelphia, an acknowledged authority, bearing date
October 2, 1895, he observes:

Is it any wonder that American wools ara no higher in the markets of the
United States than they werein J 1:111117. while foreign wools averaged more
than m_{,er cent higher and are still advancing? How is this transfer of
prosperity from the United States to Europe regarded there! Foreign mills
are better employed than for many years.

Many of them are running to their full capacity. So great is the demand
in Great Britain and npon the Continent, that the large surplus which ap-
peared to be overloading the European markets in the spring has been a
sorbed, and wool in Europe is scarce and difficult to procure. This activity
in foreign wool markets is mnin.l{]cwing to orders for formerly made
in the United States. Inspite of the great advancein the price of foreign wool
and the increase in the cost of foreign ioods, they are still being entered and
passed through our custom-houses at the lowest prices on record.

This facility and increase of importations is due not a little to
the substitution of ad valorem rates for the specific duties which
were in the McKinley tariff.

The threefold influnences at work throngh importation to carry
down the prices of American wool may be stated thus: s
(1) Excess of imports of raw wool for year ending August 21, 1895, oo

the first full year of the free-wool law, over the year ending

August 31, IHB-K the last year of the McKinley law........

(2) Excess in the imports of shoddy, waste, rags, ete., for the
ending A st 81, 1885, over the year ending August 31, 1 on
the basisof 8 pounds of unwnsheg wool toeach pound of dy,
I, B e e e e e b e i St e i I L O

(3) Excess in the importations of manufactured wool, exclusive of
shoddy, waste, rags, etc., imported in the first year of the
Wilson Gorman law, over the imports of the last year of the

McKinley law, on the basis of 3 pounds of unwashed wool to each
GG R e R e I L R GRS

190,000, 000

90, 000, 000
830, 000, 000

It thus appears that the excess of imports of raw wool, and of
wool represented in its manufactures, comparing the last year
under the McKinley Act and the first year under the Wilson-
Gorman tariff, amounted, in round numbers, to the enormous
quantity of 330,000,000 pounds. ;

American woolgrowers were degrived of a market equal to that
excess of importations. Our flock masters could not endure the
pressure of such overmastering competition, and American prices
gave way perforce, even while European prices of wool were ris-
ing from the effect of scarcity in foreign countries. The whole-
sale slanghter of nnprofitable sheep followed as a necessity im-
posed 1;3011 flock masters by the logic of inexorable events growing
out of the Wilson-Gorman tariff.

Reverting to the law of supply and demand to which reference
has already been made, it appears, from the facts stated in the
present review of the contrasted effect npon woolgrowing in this
country of the McKinley and the Wilson-Gorman tariffs, that the

uestion is between the home supply and the foreign supply of
the home demand for woolen goods. The supply of this demand
by home-grown wool tends to raise the price of native wool. TIts
supply by foreign wool tends to lower the price of native wool.

ithont contending that a protective tariff can override the

universal law of supply and demand, we do contend, and it must
be admitted, that it has power to change the conditions of suppl
and demand in such a way as to encourage home production, tIYl
of the raw material and of the manufactured product. Under a
protective tariff home production is encouraged and American
furmers and manufacturers reap the benefit which otherwise
accrues to the foreigner.

It only remains to remark again upon the absurdity of attrib-
uting the decline in the price of wool or any other agricultural
product to ‘‘the crime of 1873.” The crime of 1894 has been far
more potent in this direction than the fictitious and fanciful
‘‘agsassination of silver.”

TaE WooL INDUSTRY—THE REPUBLICAN PoLicy vs. THE DEM-
OCRATIC PoLicy.

WILLIAM M'KINLEY TO OHIO
WOOLGROWERS, SEPTEMBER
14, 1896.

The last three years have been
years of great trial, not only to
the woolgrowers of your coun-
try, but to the entire country.
You have seen your flocks dis-
appear and your fleeces diminish
in value to an extent that prior
to 1892 you would not have be-
lieved was possible.

I rememuer 1n 1801 to have
delivered an address in Cadiz to
the assembled farmers of Har-
rison County, in which I under-
took to predict what would hap-

en if we had free wool in the

nited States. There were few
men in that great audience who
believed my prediction then.

What do you think of it now,

farmers of Harrison County?

[Cries of ‘“We think it is

right!”]

n 1891 you had, according to
your banners dispia ed here to-
day, 153,503 sheep of an average
valueof 35 perhead. In1896 you
have but 92,000 sheep, worth
only $1.50 per head. In 1891
you received from 30 to 32 cents
per pound for your wool; in
1896, for the same grade of wool,
from 14 to 16 cents per pound.
This enormous loss to a great
industry is truly astounding,
and calls for serious considera-
tion and prompt remedy, if one
can found, and the only
remedy we have in the United
States is by the ballot; and if it
is protection you want, you
know what party carries the
banner of protection.

Prior to the enactment of the
Wilson tariff law you had en-
joyed, almost without interrup-
tion, from the beginning of the
Government a tariff on your

WILLIAM J, BRYAN IN HOUSE OF
REPRESENTATIVES.

Mr. BRYAN, I therefore, Mr.
Chairman, denounce as falla-
cions, as unworthy of considera-
tion, the only reason that can be
given in support of the tariff on
wool as a protective tariff and
for protective pu —Con-~
gressional Record, volume 23,
page 2126,

Mr. Bryawn. Out in Nebraska
there was a time when we had
almost one sheep for each man,
woman, and child. We look
back to it as the ““mutton age”
of Nebraska. [Laughter.] But,
alas, that happy day has passed.
The number of sheep has con-
tinually decreased, until now, if
every woman in the State named

insisted upon having a pet
lamb at the same time, we would
have to go out of the State to

t lambs enough to go around.

Laughter and applaunse. |

No; it is not Becuuse of the
importance of the industry, nor
is it becaunse it is an infant in-
dustry. You may go back into
history, sacred or profane, as far
as tradition runs, and you will
find the record of the sheep.
Homer tellshow Ulysses escaped
from the cave of the Cyclops by
means of a sheep. We read in
the Bible that when Isaac was
about to be offered up, away
back in the patriarchal days, a
ram was found ca.ught by the
horns in a thicket and offered in
hisstead; and further back than
that, in the fourth chapter of
Genesis—I think in the second
verse; my Republican friends
of course will remember [Jaugh-
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product to protect you from the
competition of the cheaper lands
and the cheaper labor of other
countries. y that act your
product was made free and
opened up to the unrestricted
competition of all the wool of
the world. What makes that
act more indefensible is, first,
that it was wholly unnecessary,
and second, that it was singling
out one of thegreatest industries
of the country for immediate
sacrifice, leaving other indus-
tries having no greater claim
upon the consideration of the
Government practically un-
harmed.

No class of our citizens have
suffered so much from the tarift
as the woolgrowers of the
United States, and none were
more deserving of generous
treatment than they. So inex-
cusable was this act that the
President, who favored a reduc-
tion of tariff all along the line
and believed in free raw ma-
terial, was unwilling to sign the
bill, and used these characteris-
tic words against if:

It may well excite our wonder that
Democrats are willing todepart from
this (free-raw-material doctrine) the
most Democratic of all tariff princi-
ph and that the inconsistent ab-
surdity of such a pro departure
should be emp! by the sugges-
tion that the wool of the farmers be
put on the free list and the protection
of tariff taxation be placed around
the iron ore and coal of corporations
and capitalists.

But this did not avert the fa-
tal blow. Less organized than
other industries in the country,
you were unable to secure the
recognition to which you were
justly entitled, and your great

roduct was made the victim of

trade.

In all the years in which the
Republican party was in power
you know that it gave protection
to wool, and in the act of 1890
gave to this industry increased
protection. That law—the law
of 1890—gave to every agricul-
tural product of this country,
every farmer’s product in this
country, the best protection
everhad. Everyprotectionthat
could be given to them against
outside competition and to pre-
serve the home market was al-
ways cheerfully and lgenerously

@

accorded by the publican
party.
The platform of the national

Republican party singles out the
wool industry and makes of it
special mention as entitled to
full protection under our reve-
nue laws. This is the language
of the national platform:

To all nu.rlproduct.a—tn those of the
mine and field, as well as those of the
shop and factory—to hemp, to wool,
the product of the great industry of
sheep husbandry, as well as to the
finished woolens of the mill, we prom-
ise the most ample protection.

And what the Republican
party promises it is in the habit
of performing. It does not
make promises to be broken. 1t
sal{: what it means and means
what it says. If clothed with

wer in all branches of the

vernment, it will give to this

ter]—itisrecorded of the second
son of the first earthly pair,
‘“Abel was a keeper of sheep.”
And from that day to this—

Mr. SmupsoN. 1 want to ask
the gentleman if we are to un-
derstand that this is a sacrifice
you are offering up on the altar
of protection?

r. Bryan. No, sir; we are
only beginning an attack which
will be continued just as long
as there is anything to remedy.
[Applause.]

But I was going to say, Mr.
Chairman, that from that day
to this the sheep has been the
constant companion of man in
all his travels, and it has dif-
fered from its modern owner,
perhaps, the most in that it is
recognized as the symbol of
meekness. [Laughter.]—Con-
gressional Record, volume 23,

page 2126.

Mr. Bryan. I have often
thoughthow perplexed the sheep
must have been after the pas-
sage of the last bill (the McKin-
ley bill) when they got together
and consulted among themselves
as to how they were going toin-
crease the amount of their wool
now that the tariff had made it
Necessary. Laughter.] But
nobody, Mr. irman, has said
to this House that protection
would reduce the price of pas-
turage in this country, nor has
anybody claimed that it would
so moderate thie climate as to do
away with the necessity for win-
ter feeding.

The theory, Mr. Chairman,
upon which this is justified
mightas well be met hereas any-
where; and I want to state, as
emphatically as words can state
it, that I consider it as false in
economy and vicious in policy to
attempt to raise at a high price
in this country that which we
can purchase abroad at a low
price.—Congressional Record,
volume 23, page 2126.

Mr. Brvyan. The people
throughout the country de-
clared in favor of free wool and
a reduction of the tariff, and
the farmers want free wool be-
cause they can not be hood-
winked and deceived any longer,
as these gentlemen seem to
think.

Mr. JoansoN of Ohio. Then
why keep it from them?

Mr. BryaN. I would like to
have it now.

Mr. Jorxsox of Ohio. Well,
let us have it now.

Mr. BryYaN. The gentleman
can not bring free wool too soon
to snit me.—Congressional Rec-
ord, volume 206, page 893.

Mr. PickpLER. I will help you
this far. I am in favor of pro-
tecting all industries alike fo a
reasonable extent. I am notin

great industry fair and just pro-
tection with all other industries
of the conntry.

But, my fellow-citizens, what
we want, whether we produce
wool or any other agricultural
product—what we want is to
Freﬁerve the splendid home mar-
ket to our own American pro-
ducers. Itisthe best market in
the world. There is no other
market like it, and upon every
principle of justice and fair play
it belongs to us and nobody else
before ums. Protection to the
farmer hasbeen recognized from
the beginning of the Govern-
ment until now.

As showing the importance of
your industry, it is only neces-
sary to say that in 1892 there
were 700,000 woolgrowers in the
United States—700,000 people
whose chief occupation was that
of woolgrowing. There were
probably one-fourth as many
more who were owners of small
flocks of sheep in the United
States. Thisindustryemployed
besides those who owned the
flocks, it is estimated, at least
500,000 laborers, representing,
with those who were depend-
ent upon them, nearly 2,500,000

people.

Tgere were 700,000 farms, av-
eraging 160 acres each, devoted
to this industry, and the moun-
tainous regions and the vast
plains of the great West, which
are not adapted to other kinds
of farming, have been utilized
in this great industry and made
valuable. Every one of these
farms, comprising 160 acres of
Jand—112,000,000 acres in all—
have been seriously injured by
placing wool upon the free list.

In one of the agricultural pa-
pers of the West I have seen the
statement that in Oregon,Utah,
Washington,Idaho, and western
Montana there were 6,710,746
sheep, which were worth in 1892
$13,421,000, and which in 1896
were worth only $6.710,000. In
1892 we had 47,273,553 sheep in
theUnited States,valued at $125,-
000,000. In 1895 we had 38,208,-
000, valued at $65,000,000. The
total imports of woolen goods in
1892, under the Republican pro-
tective-tariff law, were a little
above $37,000.000, and in 1805,
under the Wilson tariff law, the
imports amounted to more than
$60,000,000.

HIS OWN WORDS OF 1888 RECALLED.

On April 2, 1888, in presenting
theminorityreportin opposition
to the Mills tariff bill in the
National House of Representa-
tives, I said:

Wool on the free list is a deadly as-
sault upon a great cultural inter-
est, and will fall with terrible se-
verity upon a million people, their
households, and dependencies. It
will destroy invested capital, unsettle
established values, wrest from flock
masters their lifetime earnings, bank-
rupt thousands of our best and most
industrious farmers, and drive them
into other branches of agriculture
already overcrowded. Itisa vicions
and indefensible blow at the entire
agricultural interests of the country.

Alexander Hamilton, in his
report upon manufactures made

favor of making the farmer bear
all the brunt, as you make him
to do in this bill, and yet give
protection to the manufacturers
inthe East. [Applause.] That
is what you do by this bill.

Mr. BryaN. The gentleman
from South Dakota [Mr. Pick-
ler] was complaining to-day be-
cause we would not allow the
egg producers of this country to
tax the egg consumers, and as
long as he asks a tariff on eggs,
he must submit to it on manu-
factures.

Mr. PickLER. Would not the
gentleman do well to take more
care of the woolgrowers and egg
producers, and let the repre-
sentatives of the consumers of
these products take care of
them? The gentleman had bet-
ter take care of the farmers of
the Northwest, whom he in part
represents.

r. BRYAN. If the gentleman
who represents the farmers of
South Dakota would help to take
care of the farmers instead of
standing up for 98 per cent duty
on the woolen goods which his
people wear, and for an average
of 50 per cent on the tariff sched-
ules, he would do them better
service.

Mr. PickKLER. Our peo&lre do
not pay a cent of that. e do
not wear broadeloth out there.
[Laughter.l —Congressional
Record., volume 26, page 227
(appendix).

Mr. BryaN. Wool, for in-
stance, is the chief raw material
in the woolen industry, and it
has been placed upon the free
list. Whether the tariff on wool
has raised the price of wool to
the sheep grower above the point
it wounld have reached without
a tariff is a gquestion which has
been discussed rather than set-
tled. Speaking for myself, it is
immaterial, in my judgment,
whether the sheep grower re-
ceives any benefit from the tariff
or not.—Congressional Record,
volume 26, page 226 (appendix).

BRYAN FAVORED THE WILSON-
GORMAN BPBILL AFTER CLEVE-
LAND DENOUNCED IT.

Mr. Bryan favored the Wil-
son-Gorman bill, even after it
had become so obnoxious that
gome of its former friends could
not support it, when Grover
Cleveland said of it:

It may well excite
that Democrats are willing to depart
from this the most Democratic of all
tariff principles, and that the most
inconsistent absurdity of such a pro-
posed de}aarturs should empha-
sized by the suggestion that the wool
of the farmer be put on the free list
and the protection of tariff taxation
be placed around the iron ore and

of corporations and eapitalists.

Tom L. Johnson, in his speech
in the House of Representa-
tives against the Wilson bill, as
amended by the Senate, de-
nounced it because it imposed

our wonder
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to Congress one hundred and
four years ago, said:

This idea of an extensive domestic
market for the surplus produce of the
soil is of the first importance. It is,
B sesrgoanTe

v uces ton
of agriculture.

Thomas Jefferson said:

Experience has taught me that
manufacturersare as necessary toour
independenceas to our comfort. The
duties we lay on all articles of foreign
manufacture which prudence re-
g‘g.ires us to establish at home, with

e patriotic determination of eve:
gom] citizen to nse no foreign arti
which {an h&mt}le tg Fommm:&a
against a relapseinto fore spend-
ency. Myownideais that we should
encourage home manufacturers to
the extent of our own consumption.

I have said that the home
marketis the bestmarket. Yon
know that from experience, and
the home market is made better
by increasing our factories and
giving empﬁ)ymant to idle
workingmen. Put every idle
man in the country to work and
your consumers will be in-

; and when your con-
sumers are increased, then your
market is improved and the
better the price you receive for
your product.

You remember that in 1892 it
was repeatedly stated that free
wool would increase the price
of wool to the American wool-

ower [a voice, ‘‘That's the
gfggeat lie that was ever told "],
‘but then you heard them tell it,
There may have been somefarm-
ers who thought that was true.
There are none who think so
now. It was said that if we
opened up this country to the
free nse of the wool of the world,
the farmers would be benefited.
It was done, and with what
benefit you know better than I
can tell you.

Now they tell you that free
gilver is the panacea for all your
ills, and you have the same
money in circulation now that
you had four years ago, but the
woolgrowers have not got as
much of it as they had then. As
free wool degraded your indus-
iry so free silver will degrade

our money. You have already

n fleeced by loss of your
flocks, and you do not propose
to be farther by loss on
your money.

We have opened up our mills
to the wool of the world, and
both the wool and the woolen
mill have suffered. The Ameri-
can farmer has seen his wool
displaced by the foreignm clip.
The American woolen manu-
facturer has seen his goods dis-
appear from the American mar-
ket to give place to the foreign
market. The American farmer
has thus lost directly in the price
of his wool and t as se-
verely by the blow dealt to the
home market for a food &Jrod—
uct through the diminished con-
sumersresulting from idle mills,
The American farmer will not
tamely submit to this injus-
tice and wrong. The American
workingmanin the woolen mills
will indignantly repel that leg-
islation whose effect is to de-
grade his labor.

a duty on sugar and removed
the duty from wool. He said:

You can not disguise it from the
people, for the people know it
already, that the purpose of this
sugar tax is to put millions and
lions into the
are already
the people.

In opposing the same measure

Bourke Cockran said:

The iron_ industry will march to
Ee&ter activity under this bill than
e wool industry.

of men whc;
ionaires by robbing

But Mr. Bryan was so bent
upon getting at the farmers’
wool that he voted for the Wil-
son-Gorman bill, with all its in-
iquitous discriminations. The
record of that vote is found in
the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD,
volume 26, page 8482,

RESULTS OF FREE WOOL.

Mr. Bryan got free wool for
the farmer. e results are no
longer a matter of discussion.
They are clearly set forth in the
following:

O L
.1t
gﬁ §E§ [
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E;g-.a §§,E ok
4'354%8 g
Eleszla
fgm%s ]
an ]
XX Ohio, washed ____| 29 17| 12
Ohiomedium,washed] 33 194{ 133
Ohio coarse, washed
(+blood) ..coo..._.| 321 18 14
Ohio fine, nnwashed.| 204 13| 8}
Ind. and Mo. fine, un-
washed . _...__...... 198 11| 8%
Ind. and Mo. medinm,
unwashed (}-blood)] 254 144 102
Ind. and Mo. coarse
(}-blood), washed..]| 244 15| 0
Oregon and Colorado
fine, shrink 70 per
el B | S )
XX Ohio, scoured....| 80 3|25
Ohio medium,
scoured ......_..... 55 B =
Ohio (}-blood),
scoured __.......... 43 2518
Oregon and Colorado
fine, scoured .......| &7 80 | 27

Average American decline in two
years 424 per cent.

SOUTHERN DEMOCRATS ABANDONING FREE TRADE—SIGNIFICANCE
OF THE RECENT VOTES IN CONGRESS ON THE TARIFF BILL—
A BRYANESE FAISEHOOD EXPOSED—ALL OF THE SOUTHERN
MeMBERS WHO VOTED FOR PROTECTION ARE NOT IMPORTA-
TIONS FROM THE NORTH, BUT NATIVE SOUTHERNERS—SOME
PorurisTs WHO ARE ALSO PROTECTIONISTS.

[Burean of the Baltimore American.]
WASHINGTON, June 13.

Nothing has more disturbed the Democratic leaders in and out
of Congress than the fact that the large number of Democratic
members from the South have, within the past few days and
weeks, cast their votes in favor of a protective tariff, and that no
less than one-third of the members o? Congress from south of Ma-
son and Dixon’s line have either voted directly for a high rate of
protection in the pending tariff bill or refused to cast their votes
against it. Thirty-two Southern men in the House voted for the
Dingley bill, and five others from that section—Populists—refused
to vote against it; while in the Senate, as is well known, numbers
of Southern Democrats and Populists have voted for either higher
rates of protection than were originally placed in the bill or than
those reported from the Finance Committee,

That this growth of protective sentiment in the South isa genu-
ine one, and largely the result of the development of manufactur-
ing industries in that section, is apparent; but the necessity for
excusing and minimizing it has led‘:l T. Bryan's organ, the Omaha
World-Herald, and other papers to assert that the protective vote
from the South is cast by men not natives of that section, and not
representing its real sentiment.

A BRYAN FALSEHOOD,

In a recentissue the Omaha Weorld-Herald, commenting upon
this subject, says:

During the last decade a great deal of Northern e¢apital has been in-
vested in Sounthern manufacturing enterprises, and it is natural that the
invesﬁngﬁamtalis‘ts. after years of paternalism in the shape of protection,
should still cling to it. The voices from the South erying for protection are

voices that have been imported into that section from rrotechiﬂn-nurtumd
¢ ¢ The protec-

New England, and are not the voices of Southerners.
tionists in the Bouth are those who have left the sterile hills of New England
and wandered down South to broaden their fleld of operations.

This statement is interesting, and especially so because it is un-
true. Its untruthfulness adds to its interest because it shows to
what desperate straits the Democratic leaders are forced in at-
tempting by falsehood, as well as otherwise, to rescue the free-
trade theory from destruction by members of their own party, and
by men who have been lifelong members of it,

This assertion that the Southern votes which have been cast for the
protective-tariff bill, or for especially protective features proposed
or adopted,; were cast by men not natives of that section—carpet-
baggers—is absolutely untrue. Five Democrats voted for the
tariff bill in the House—KLEBERG and SLAYDEN, of Texas, and
Broussarp, DAVEY, and MEYER, of Louisiana. Six Democrats
have voted for high fprotective features of the bill in the Senate—
Bacox and Cray, of Georgia; TrLimax and MoLAURIN, of South
Carolina; McENERY, of Louisiana, and MARTIN, of Virginia.

Every one of these, with the possible exception of MEYER of
Louisiana, who does not indicate his birthplace in the autobiog-
raphy published in the Congressional Directory, is a native-born
Southerner, and has lived all of his life in that section.

ALL ARE NATIVE SOUTHERNERS.

Senator McENERY was born at Monroe, La.; was nominated by
the Democratic party as lientenant-governor in 1879, by the same
party for governor in 1884, by the same party for governor in 1802,
and by the same party for Senator in 1896, being elected as a Demo-
cratic Senator with the clear nnderstanding that he was a pro-
tectionist in sentiment, and would so vote in the Senate. Mr,
MevER of Louisiana, who voted for the fariff bill in the House,
has spent practically his entire life in the South—educated in Vir-
ginia, serving as a Confederate officer, and elected term after term
to Con as a Democrat. :

Mr. DavEY, of Louisiana, who voted for the tariff bill in the
House, is a native of New Orleans, held various offices in that
State as a Democrat, and was elected to Congress as such. Mr.
BroussArp, of Lonisiana, who also voted for the Dingley bill in
the House, is a native of Louisiana, has held many positions in
Louisiana under the Democratic party, and was elected to Con-

as a Democrat. Mr. KELEBERG, of Texas, who voted for the

ill in the House, is a native of that State, served in the Confeder-
ate army, was elected to the State senate as a Democrat in 1852,
held a Federal office as a Democrat by appointment of President
Cleveland, and was elected to Congress as a Democrat.

Mr. StAYDEN, of Texas, who is a native of Kentucky, was
elected to the Texas legislature as a Democrat, and to Congressas
a Democrat, yet voted for the Dingley bill in the House. Senator
McLAURIN, of South Carolina, who voted for high protection in
the Dingley bill in the Ways and Means Committee, and voted for
a high rate of protection in the House and in the Senate on certain
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. features of the bill, is a native of South Carolina, was elected
attorney-general of that State as a Democrat, and four times
elected to Congress as a Democrat. Senator TILLMAN, of South
Carolina, who voted for a high rate of protection on cotton, and
thus enabled its adoption by the Senate, is a native of South Car-
olina, was nominated for governor in that State by the Demo-
cratic convention and elected, and was elected to the Senate of the
United States as a Democrat.

Senator Bacox, of Georgia, who led the successful fight for the
tection of cotton, and also voted with the Republicans for a
g;h rate of protection on lumber, is a native of Geor was
re<ident of the State Democratic convention in 1880, elected a
ocratic Presidential elector in 1868, was a Democratic mem-
ber of the Georgia house of representatives for fourteen years,
and was elected to the United States Senate as a Democrat. = Sen-
ator CLAY, of the same State, who voted with Mr. Bacox for pro-
tection to cotton and lumber, is also a native of Georgia, was
chairman of the State Democratic executive committee, and still
holds that position, and was elected to the Senate as a Democrat.
Senator MARTIN, of Virginia, voted with the Republicans for a
high protection on lumber. He is a native of Virginia, and his
Democracy has never been questioned.

THE POPULISTS,

Senator BUTLER, of North Carolina, Populist, who voted not
only for protection to cotton but has sundry other high-protec-
tion amendments to the tariff bill now pending, is a native of
North Carolina, was a Democrat prior to 1892, since which he has
been a Populist, and is now chairman of the national committee
of that party. Five Southern Populists in the House refused to
vote against the protective-tariff bill—FowLER, MARTIN, SHU-
FORD, SKINNER, and STROWD, of North Carolina—all of them be-
ing natives of the State they now represent. 2

t is thus apparent from the examination of the personal history
. of the Democrats from the South who have voted for the protect-
jve features of the tariff bill that in every case they are natives
of that section and lifelong Democrats, and that of the six Sonth-
ern Populists who voted for or refused to vote against the pro-
tective features of the tariff bill every one is a native of the Sonth
and formerly a Democrat.

The same rule in most cases applied to the 80 Republicans from
the South. The Republican party has in Congress to-day a greater
number of members from south of Mason and Dixon’s line than
ever before, with the possible exception of a single Congress
shortly after the close of the war. Fonr of these—PRITCHARD, of
North Carolina; DEBOE, of Kentucky; BLKINS, of West Virginia;
and WELLINGTON, of Maryland—are in the United States Senate.
Mr., PritcEARD, Mr. DEBROE, and Mr. WELLINGTON are naftive-
born Sontherners, and Mr. ELKINS a native of Ohio.

The South has 27 Republican members in the House. Six of
these are from Maryland, and of these, 2 are natives of Northern
States. Four members are from Kentucky, all natives of that
.State, and 2 from Tennessee, both natives of the South; 2 are from
Virginia, both natives.of that State, and 3 are from North Caro-
lina, all natives of that State. Of the 50 Southern votes in Con-
gress cast for, or refused to be cast against, the protective features
of the tariff bill now pending, only 7 are by men who are natives
of the North, while 4 of the Northern votes cast for the protective
tariff bill in the House—BarHAM, of California; LAcEY, of Iowa;
'é’(?LIEIVER, of Iowa, and Morri1s, of Minnesota—are natives of the

uth,

Figures TELL THE STORY.

The Fifty-fourth and Fifty-fifth Congresses have contained a
mueh larger number of ublicans from the South than an
Congress which has preceded them for many years. The tari
e?eriment of four years ago, which proved unsatisfactory in
other parts of the country, seems to have been equally so/in the
South. The following table shows the number of Republican
Representativesin each of the past ten Congresses from the South,
covering a period of twenfty years:

Forty-fifth Congress. ___........_.....

Wm-sixth Congress

Torty-seventh Congress..
Forty-eighth Congress. ...
forty-ninth Congress._.
P e

Fifty-third Congress. .. -3 7
F‘ittg-ronrth BTy e e e S T A e e o e 2-%
Ly G e e A e e 2

Adding to the 25 Southern Republican members in the Fifty-
Fifth Congress the 6 Southern votes east by Demecrats and
Populists for the protective tariff bill, it will be seen that the
Southern protective element of the Fifty-fifth and Fifty-fourth

esses was practically double that which has existed in any
preceding Congress since reconstruetion days.
With nearly one-third of the Southern representation in the

House either voting for a protective tariff measure or refusing to
vote against it, and with leading Southern Democrats denouncing
free trade and freeraw materialsand asking for increased protection
upon the products of their fields, mines, and workshops, there cer-
tainly is ample justification for the statement that protection is
gaining ground in the Sonth.

FARMERS TO GET SEEDS ON A NEW SYSTEM—NEW PLANTS TO
BE URGED—SECRETARY WILSON'S INTELLIGENT, PRACTICAL
IpEA—T0 DIvERSIFY FARM PRODUCTS—VEGETABLE FOODS NOW
BROUGHT FROM OTHER LANDS OR NOT USED HERE AT ALL WILL
BE GIVEN A FAR TRIAL—CONSIDERABLE ATTENTION WILL BE
PAID THE SUGAR BEET, ABOUT WHICH THERE IS INCREASING
INQUIRY EVERYWHERE— MARKET ABROAD FOR AMERICAN
DAIRY PRODUCTS.

[From the Pittsburg Commercial Gazette.]
‘WasHIXGTON, D, C., March 14— (Special.)

No question has been more frequently asked by members of Con-
gress since the new Administration came info power than that
relat‘ilﬁlto the respective attitudeof the Agricultural Department,
e?eci y with regard to the distribution of seeds to the farmers
of the countlz. As everybody knows, this has been a vexed ques-
tion during the past four years, and that Secr Morton per-
sistentlge(;%goﬁal ropriations for this purpose and the distribu-
tion of to the farmers of the country under the cnstom which
had so long prevailed. ‘Are we going to get our seeds?” is the
interrogation of every member of Congress, especially those from
the agricultural sections, to the new Secretary of Agriculture, Mr.
Wilson. To these inguiries the Secretary invariably responds,
*Yes; but it will be under a different system, and one which will,
I hope, develop newresources and a greater diversification of agri-
cultural industries and agricultural products.”

RESULT OF A STUDY OF FOOD PLANTS.

Secretary Wilson is bringing to the management of the Agri-
cultural Department a happy combination of practical experience
as a farmer, a scientist, and a Congressman. His long years of
practical farm life were followed by experience in Congress, and
since that time a scientific study and practical experimentation in
his work as director of the State experiment station of Iowa. In
the few days in which he has been in charge of the Department,
he has set on foot a line of work which it is believed will sup-
giﬂy to the farmers of the country, through the usual channels of

istribution by members of Congress and the experiment stations,
an entirely new application of the qfeystam of seed distribution,
and one intended not only to diversify and increase the produc-
tion of the farms, but to add largely to the value of farm produncts
and keep at home enormous sums of money which we are annually
sending abroad for agricultural products, while at the same time

ing a home market abroad for the products of the farmers of
the United States.

Mr. Wilson’s experience as the head of the experiment station
of his own State, in which he coupled practical experience as a
farmer with intelligent scientific observation and wledge of
the various kinds of agricultural products, has resulted in a
marked improvement in the value and diversification of farm
products in Iowa, and plans which he has already outlined to the
members of Congress with whom he has talked show to them that
this intelligent system is to be applied to the entire agricultural
system of the United States. Corn, which in hisown State brings
no more than 10 or 15 cents per bushel for marketing, is, in his
opinion, worth several times that if properly fed, and he has

eady put on foot plans for the investigation of the experiments
made in this line in various States, especially with reference to
the utilization of these and other farm products for feeding sheep,

a system through which he believes the agricultural products may

prove more valuable than in the past, especially by reason of the

difficulty farmers have had in proeuring other classes of food ani-
mals to which to feed the enormous grain crops which this country
has produced during the past few years.

LESS FAT AND MORE LEAN,

But it is not to this line alone that he is confining his experi-
ments and researches and plans. In the distribution of seeds, he
is preparing to supply the farmers of the country with the class
of plants which have proven exceptionally valuable in other parts
of the world and in experiments which have been conduc ina
few of the States of this country. The people of the world now,
Mr. Wilson finds, are demanding nitrogenous foods and not re-
quiring such quantities of the class of food obtained from the fat-
producing grains which have sent American lard all over the

world, but for which the demand has of late somewhat fallen off.
In other words, fats are less in demand, and the nitrogenous
products which furnish juicy chops and cutlets and palatable,
strength-producing steaks are now more demanded.

Leguminous plants, which are deep rooted and richinnitrogen,
Japanese beans, field pease, and pod-%ean

ing plants generall,

Y, are




2028

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JuLy 24,

found to be more valuable where they have been tested in this and
other countries; and so the farmers of the country this year will
find theirseed packages of an entirely different character from those
they have been accustomed to receive. In the experiments made
in t{)e State of Iowa during the last few years all the world has
been ransacked for varieties of mitrogen-producing plants with
which to supply the demand which the new order of things in the
consumption of animal food has created.

Field pease from Canada, Japanese beans and clover from the
Orient, a peculiar class of poﬂ-beaﬁn%plants from the South, and
other productsof various portions of Europe, where these matters
have been carefully and scientifically studied, have all been
brought into requisition in the experiments made by him, and so
successfully that he is preparing to apply thisinformation to such
other sections of the country as are likely to find it useful.

In the experiments which have been made in certain of the ag-

ricultural stations, especially those of Iowa, it has been found
that by a combination of these deep-rooted plants it is practicable
to farnish a succession of crops which shall give from the opening
of the season until snowfall a constant WEPIY of nitrogenous food
for animals, which adds very greatly to their value for food. It
is in the hope and expectation of applging this system to the great
stock-producing area, with such modifications as soils, elimate,
and surroundings may suggest, that the new Secretary of Agri-
culture will surprise the farmers of the land when they open their
seed packages which they are to receive under this Administration.
SUGAR-BEET PROTECTION,

But it is not in this alone that Mr. Wilson has given his atten-
tion during the first few days of his work. He has found in his
work, as have many others who have had occasion to study the
interests of the farming element, that no subject engrosses the
farmers of the country more than that of sugar-beet production.
From the North and the West especially the demand for sugar-
beet seeds and opportunity for experiment in sugar-beet produc-
tion has been very great, and now the demand has come from the
South, where many of the farmers believe that it is practicable to
grow the sugar beet.

This statement is not limited to the farmers and those directly
interested in agriculture. The capitalists and business men of the
towns and cities stand ready toinvest large sums of money in beet-
sugar factories, provided it is found. that the beets can be raised
successfully in their sections of the country. With this in view,
Secretary Wilson has arranged to distribute beet seeds to every
county in the United States in which beet culture seems at all
likely to succeed. Contracts have already been made for a very
large quantity of seeds of the best varieties of sugar beets, and the
work of distributing them will begin very soon.

This seed will go to the experiment stations of the various
States, and from thence be sent to each county, with instructions.
to those receiving them to send the beets thus produced to the
experiment station of that State for analysis, Instead of discour-
aging the farmers of this country in their ambitions to produce
the sugar for which $100,000,000 are now annually sent abroad, as
seems to have been the case under the recent Administration,
every enconragement will be given to the experiments and to the
investment of funds by those desiring to cuoEerate with the
farmers in the prodnction of the sugar supply of the United States.

In addition to this, Secretary Wilson has also set on foot a line
of inquiries which he hopes and expects will materially increase
the market abroad for the dairy products of the United States.
He is impressed with the belief that the United States might fur-
nish to England and other parts of Europe many million dollars’
worth of dairy products which they now draw from other parts
of the world, and that it can readily be accomplished by studying
the tastes and demands of those markets. The form of package,
method of preparation and sorting, and these minor details which
seem unimportant in themselves, but which finally determine the
selection of almost any class of articles, are alre dy being studied
under orders which were given by Mr. Wilson during the ve
first days of his occupancy of the desk of the Secretary of Agri-
culture.

REPUBLICAN PARTY THE REAL FRIEND OF BIMETALLISM—BACK
oF CONFERENCES—EARLY ON RECORD AS FAVORING INTER-
NATIONAL AcTioN—REVIEW oF WoRK oF PrEVIOUS CoMMIS-
SION SHOWS LITTLE TO CREDIT OF DEMOCRATS.

[From the Chicago Inter Ocean.]

That the Republican party in the United States has been on all
former occasions, as it is to-day, foremost in the movements in
favor of international action in behalf of silver is entirely appar-
ent from a study of the history of the earlier conferences and pre-
liminary work which preceded them.

At every step in the progress of legislation or official action with
reference to the proposed international conference of 1897 the pro-
fessed friends of silver in the Democratic, Populist, and Free Silver
parties have embarrassed rather than assisted the work, their

speeches in Congress and their utterances in the newspapers hav-
ing, from first fo last, insisted that no conference cotﬂ]d probabl
be brought about, and that, if held, no results could be obtained‘.’
When this is compared with the action of the Republican leaders,
both in the present case and in the former conferences, the con-
trast is startling.

PREVIOUS CONFERENCES RECALLED.

Four international monetary conferences looking to an increased
use of silver and the restoration of bimetallism have been held in
the past thirty years. The first was held at the invitation of
Frapce and met in Paris June 17, 1867. The second met at the
invitation of the United States at Paris August 16, 1878, The
third was called by the United States and France jointly and held
in Paris in 1881, and the fourth was called by the United States
and met at Brussels November 22, 1892,

A fifth mi%ht have been held in 1893 had President Cleveland
chosen to call together again the delegates to the conference of
1892, who adjourned with the understanding that they should
meet again in case any of the nations represented chose to call
them together. Mr, Cleveland, however, although urged to take
this step to reassemble this conference, which had made consider-
able progress at its first meeting, omitted to do so, and it now
remains for a Republican President, his successor, to again call a
conference. The preliminary steps for such action have already
geen mtg}:en in the appointment of the commission named on Mon-

ay last.

The first international conference upon this subject was called,
as above indicated, in France, and was held during the Paris Expo-
sition in 1867. The primary object of this was the establishment,
if practicable, of an international silver coin. The United States
was represented at this conference by a Regablican. Gen. Samuel
E. Ruggles, of New York, appointeg by a Republican President,
and at the recommendation of the leading members of the party.
The work of that conference, although not successful as rega: *
the object for which it was called, is looked upon by bimetallists
generally as extremely important.

WORK OF THE SECOND COMMISSION,

The next step in behalf of bimetallism was also the work of the
Republicanparty. It wasthe appointment of a commission under
joint resolution passed by a Republican Senate, whose members
were to make an inquiry ‘into the change which has taken place
in the relative values of gold and silver and the causes thereof,
whether permanent or otherwise,” and ‘‘into the policy of the
restorafion of the double standard in this country, and if restored,
what the legal ratio between the two coins, silver and gold, shounld

be.” This was not an international commission.
The ublicans present in this commission were Senator
JoxEs, of Nevada; George S. Boutwell, George Willard, of the

House of Representatives, and Prof. Francis Bowen, of Harvard
College. The secretary of the commission also was a Republican,
Hon. George Weston, of Maine. The Democratic party was rep-
resented by Lewis V. Bogy, RicHARD P. BLAND, Randall L. Gi
son, and William Groesbeck, Three members of this commission,
headed by Senator JoNES, reported in favor of the free coinage of
silver at the ratio of 15} to 1, the standard of the Latin Union.
The other members of the commission, including Mr. Groesbeck,
Mr. BLAND, Mr. Boutwell, Mr. Bowen, and Mr. Gibson, presented
separate minority reports, but did not concur in the recommenda-
tion for the new ratio of 154 to 1.

‘While the reporfof the commissionof 1876, which was appointed
by President Grant, did not lead to Congressional action, it was
auickly followed by an international monetary conference. This
conference was brought about through legislation inangurated by
a Republican Senate, supported by the Republican votes in the

House, The conference was called by a Republican President,
and distingnished Republicans formed a majority of the represen-
tation of the United States in it.

The invitations fo varions nations to meet delegates from the
United States at Paris, August 17, 1878, was accepted by eight
nations. The delegates from the United Statss were ex-Governor
Fenton, of New York, chairman; Gen. Francis A, Walker, W. S.
Groesbeck, and 8. Dana Horton, the latter being appointed as sec-
retary of the delegation, but given the same rights on the floor of
the conference as the members of the commission. All these gen-
tlemen, with the exception of Mr. Groesbeck, were Republicans.

PRESIDENT GARFIELD'S SENTIMENTS.

The next international silver conference was held at the joint
invitation of the United States and France, AFril 18,1881, the ecall
for the conference and the appointment of de eﬁates thereat hav-
ing been made by a Republican President, and all of the delegates,
with one exception, being Republicans. The delegates were Wil-
liam M. Evarts, Allen G. Thurman, Timothy O. Howe, and S.
Dana Horton, whose offices at the former conference and whose
writings on bimetallism had attracted much attention.
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Not only was a majority of the delegates chosen from the Re-
publican party, but the Republican President of that date (Gar-
field), in his inaugural address a few months earlier, indicated
the earnestness of his party in behalf of international action by
saying, with reference to the disparity between gold and silver:
“1 confidently believe that an arrangement can be made between
the leading commercial nations which will secure the general use
of both metals.”

The fourth and last international conference on bimetallism was
held at Brussels November 22, 1802, having been called by a Re-
publican President, Benjamin Harrison, authorized by an amend-
ment attached to the sundry civil bill by the Republican Senate,
and the representation of the United States on the commission
being, as on all former occasions, made up largely of Republicans.
The delegates of the United States were WiLLiAM B. ALLISON,
Jonn P. JoNgs, Henry W. Cannon, Prof. E. Benjamin Andrews,
Edwin H. Terrell, and James B. McCreary.

TEXT OF INSTRUCTIONS.

The instructions to these delegates, prepared by a Republican
Secretary of State, John W. Foster, were:

It is the opinion of the President [Mr. Harrison] and, as he believes, of the
people of the United Btates, with singular unanimity, that the full use of
gilver as a coined metal, at a ratiotogold to be fixed by eoment between
the great commercial nations of the world, would very highly promote the
prosperity of the people of all the countries of the world. For this reasoa

your first and most important duty will be to secure, if possible, an agree-

ment among the chief commercial nations of the world looking to interna-

tional bimetallism, that is, the unlimited coinage of gold and silver into money

of full debt-paying power at a fixed ratio in coinage common to all the agree-
ing powers.

The report of the American delegates on their return shows that
the form of expression prepared by these delegates, ** That in the
opinion of this conference it is desirable that some measure may
be formed for increasing the use of silver in the currency system
of the nations,” received the approval of nearly every one of the
nations there represented. This conference had by far the largest
attendance of any which had theretofore been held.

His GoOLD “APPRECIATED"?—STARTLING FIGURES UPON THE
WoRLD'S GoLD PRODUCTION—THE GOLD MONEY OF THE WORLD
1s Four TiMES AS MUCH FOR EACH PERSON AS FIFTY YEARS
AG0—ENORMOUS INCREASE IN PRODUCTION AND COINAGE.

[By O. P. Austin.]

Has gold * appreciated '"?

The advocates of the free coinage of silver say that it has. Like
the man who thinks his own train in motion because the one along-
side is moving in an opposite direction, the silver men insist that
instead of all other prices (including that of silver) having fallen,
the price of gold has really risen, and the price of everything else
has stood still. They assert that there has been a steady change
in the ratio of a dollar in gold to a given quantity of grain, cotton,
clothing, food, and silver, and argue that since one dollar in gold
will buy more of all commodities in the markets of the world to-
day than it did in 1873, gold has advanced in value, while the value
of other articles has stood still. Hence their constant assertion
that ¢ gold has appreciated.”

Let us see. To appreciate means to increase in value. Any-
thing whichincreases in value does so either because it has grown
relatively scarce or because each individual needs more of it for
his daily use.

Now, has this happened about gold? Fifty years ago the world
had a billion people, in round numbers; now it has a billion and a
half. The population has increased 50 per cent in fifty years.

Has the gold of the world increased at the same rate as the popu-
lation? If so, have we any right to assume that gold has appreci-
ated? If it appears that it has increased more rapidly than the
population, wonld it not rather depreciate than appreciate?

GOLD PRODUCTION HAS GREATLY INCREASED.

Let us examine the figures from the best anthorities of the world,
Soetbeer, Mulhall, Preston, and others. Mnulhall indicates that
the amount of gold in the world, coined and uncoined, fifty years
ago amounted to less than $2,500.000,000. Taking his fizures for
1890 and adding the production since that date, the gold in the
world to-day, coined and uncoined, is shown to be over $7,000,000,-
000, Thus if will be seen that the world apparently has about
three times as much gold to-tlay as it had fifty years ago.

If there had been no increase in population in the meantime,
there would thus be three times as much gold for each person
now as there was a half century ago. But the population Eas in-
creased 50 per cent, so there is apparently twice as much gold in
the world for each individual as there was at that time.

GOLD COINAGE HAS GREATLY INCREASED.

But this is not all. Fifty years ago only 33 per cent of the gold
of_thag world was coined into money. Now b6 per cent of it is
coined.

So it appears that, while the per capita of gold has been
XXX—184

doubled, the proportion of that gold which is turned into coin has
also doubled.

This means that there is four times as much gold coin for each
individual in the world to-day as there was fifty years ago.

Does this look as though there was a scarcity of gold? If gold
coin is four times as plentiful for each individual to-day as it was
fifty years ago, is it reasonabje to assume that the legitimate need
for more of it as a medium of exchange is greater now than it was
then? If not, how can it be shown that it has ‘* appreciated ™2

There is another way of looking at it. Of the total money of
the world fifty years ago only 20 per cent was gold. Now nearl
35 per cent of the money of the world is gold. Had the deman
for money increased more rapidly than the gold increased, there
wonld have been a greater proportionate growth of the other
kinds of money, either silver or paper or both, for both are plenti-
ful and are constantly used for currency everywhere. But their
proprw;ion has decreased, while the proportion of gold has in-
creased.

*“ But,” say the friends of silver, *‘the mere fact that gold money
has increased does not prove that it is sufficient tomeet the wants
of business, becanse since the crime of 1873 in this country and
similar crimes about the same date in other countries the quan-
tity of silver money has decreased.”

SILVER AND PAPER MONEY HAVE ALSO INCREASED.

Letussee aboutthat. Preston, the Director of the United States
Mint, estimates that the world’s silver money in 1873 was §1,817,-
000,000. He estimates the world’s silver money to-day to be
$4,070,500,000, of which amount $3,440,700,000 is full legal tender.
Thus the silver money of the world has apparently more than
doubled since 1873. This shows the utter fallacy of the argument
of the silver people thatsilver money has been reduced since 1873.
It is interesting in this connection also to note that the paper
money of the world has trebled in the past half century, having
been in 1848, according to Mulhall, $1,300,000,000, and in 1890,
$3.875.000,000.

There is still another light in which this currency question
should be considered. If the value of a house ‘‘ appreciates,” the
rent increases proportionately. If it depreciates in value, the rent
falls. This rule applies equally to the rent of money, usnally
termed interest. This test ought to determine the actual value of
money and show whether it is scarce or plentiful. In the past
fifty years rates of interest have fallen from one-fourth to one-
half, according to the locality, thus indicating that there is less
scarcity of money to meet business demands than was the case
fifty years ago.

The increase in the gold of the world has been something
enormous in the past half century. Prior to 1845 the average

roduction seldom exceeded ten millions a year, Since that time
1t has been from one hundred to fwo hundred millions a year.
Thus the rate of production increased tenfold, and in some vears
twentyfold, and had in fifty years trebled the amount of gold in
ith((le_vg'((;nrldl and guadrupled the amount of gold coined for each
ndividual.

HAS THE GOLD INCREASE KEPT PACE WITH THE NEEDS OF
BUSINESS?

“But,” says somebody, ** the business of the world has increased
enormously meantime, at a much greater rate than the gold has
increased, and since the amount of gold has failed to keep pace
with business, gold has naturally appreciated.”

Let us examine that subject. It is true that the business of the
world has increased enormously. The value of the industries of
the globe is to-day, according to Mulhall, three times what it was
fifty years ago, and the commerce of the world is six times as great
as it was at that time. In that same period gold has only trebled.

This wonld seem to give color to the claim that the increase in
gold had not kept pace with the demands of commerce.

NEW BUSINESS METHODS REDUCE THE DEMAND FOR COIN.

But another and very important factor comes into the problem
just at this point. That factor is the matter of banking facilities
and the nse of the medinm of exchange which passes between
them and their customers and takes the place of the more bulky
and less convenient coin. Fifty years ago the man who engaged
in commerce carried with him the gold with which to make his
purchases. He went by stagecoach and sailing vessel, and the
gold in his leather belf lay idle weeks or months while the tedious
journey was being made.

Now he deposits his money in bank, the banker loans a given
proportion of his deposits to those who desire its immediate use,
and if is kept in active circulation meantime. The owner of the
gold takes in its stead a slip of paper, a draft or bill of exchange,
good wherever he may present it; and if he wants more, it is
transferred half way around the world on his demand by tele-
gra;ih in the twinkling of an eye. The banking facilities of the
world have increased tenfold in the past fifty years, and instead
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of most of the business being done by a hand-to-hand exchange
of money for property, 95 per cent of the business is performed
with that comparatively new medium of nge, banking
per, whose elasticity, convenience, and power of instant trans-
¥:x' has revolutionized business and reduced enormously the pro-
tionate demand for gold or other metallic money in the great
usiness transactions of the world. ;

The use of this new medinm of exchange grows nearer to the
masses every day. A recent investigation by the Comptroller of
the Currency showed that nearly 60 per cent of the payments
made to retailers, such as butchers, rs, clothiers, and gen-
eral dealers, are now made in checksinstead of by the use of money
itself. The money which these checks represented had been de-
posited in the banks by the owners, but only a given proportion
of it was kept in stock by the bankers, who know by experience
that only a certain percen of their deposits will be called for
at one time, and are thus able to loan out a large share of the
money deposited, and so keep it in active circulation,

Thus the stock of money, which has itself enormously increased,
is multiplied many times by the fact that it is nused overand over
again, with ten or twenty times the frequency that it was a half
century ago. ¢ .

This system, which has grown up during the period in which
business has so greatly increased, changes radically the relations
of ready cash to the volume of business. It was a premonition of
this change in business customs which led Mill, in his Principles
of Political Economy, Volume II, Book III, to say:

i respec ndence of eral prices upon the
qugfit‘;'rg mot:i:%uy in cirtfti:!}.‘lftigx"xe mdggpz ror; the prg::nt.. be undarspbgod as
applying to a state of things in which mon:{l-—thnt is, gold or silver—is the
exclusive instrument of exc and actually passes from hand to hand at
every purchase, credit in mg‘r of its shapes being unknown. When credit
comes into play as a means of purchase, distinet from money in hand, the
connection between prices and the amount of circulating medium is much
less direct and intimate, and such connection as does exist no longer admits
of so simple a mode of expression.

Under this system the commodities whose value is expressed in
terms of the standard of value are exchanged for other commodi-
ties whose valuesare also expressed in the same terms, while actual
money, apart from its use as a common denominator of value,
does not enter into the transaction. As this great medinum of ex-
change increases, the need of coin decreases.

LABOR THE TRUE MEASURE OF VALUE.

But there is one more test of the‘actual value of the gold,a test
which does not depend upon theories or tedious inquiry as to
quantities of money or methods of business transaction. This test
is a simple one, but the most important, the most accurate and
far-reacll)]ing of all those which have been applied. x

This most important of all tests is the amount of gold which a
given quantity of labor will buy. - s

The real standard of valuein the worldislabor. Itisthiswhich
produces all commodities, the necessities as well as the comforts
and Inxuries of life. The food we eat, the clothes we wear, the
houses in which we live, the necessities which a half century ago
were considered luxuriesare all the result of labor, and the money
which is paid for them measures the hours of labor which produces
them. Labor is, then, the real standard by which to measure

old.

g If a day or an hour of labor will buy less gold to-day than it
did fifty years ago, then it may be proge.rly said that gold has
ssgppreciated.” If it will buy more gold to-day than it did ﬁng
years ago, then gold has depreciated, and if each grain of gol
which an hour of labor buys will also purchase more of manufac-
tured commodities than it did fifty years ago, then the laborer has
again multiplied the value of his time and skill.

Let us see about that. A committee of the United States Sen-
ate, known as the Aldrich committee, made a thorough investi-
gation a few years ago into the question of wages and prices, and
after along and thorough research made a report, the accuracy of
which is everywhere accepted. That investigation showed that
a day’s labor in nearly all the trades would, in 1890, buy about
double the amount of iold that it did fifty years earlier, and do if
with less hours of work in a day.

For instance, plasterers who, in the good old free-silver days of
1840, got $1.50 per day were paid $3.50 in 1890; blacksmiths who
received $1.50 per day in 15840 got $3in 1890;53131'.111:91'3 whose waTe
in 1840 were §1.25 in 1890 were paid $2.50; wheelwrights who
earned $1.25 in 1840 got $2.50 in 1890; engineers who received $2
per day in 1840 were paid $4.25 in 1800, and so on. Taking eleven
representative classes of worki en engaged in the particular
industries as a basis, it was found that the average rate of wages
advanced from $1.30 per day in 1840 to $2.87 in 1890, or that an
hour of labor would earn nearly twice as much gold in 1890 as it
did in 1840.

GOLD HAS DEPRECIATED RATHER THAN APPRECIATED,

How, then, can it be asserted that gold has ‘“‘appreciated?” It
has depreciated, and that highest and moblest all standards,

human labor, will to-day buy more of it than it did fifty years
ago, while the depreciated gold thus purchased can in turn be ex-
changed for more of other commodities which have still further
depreciated by the improved methods of produnction, manufacture,
and transportation which the ingenuity of the human mind has
produced in the wonderful age in which we are living.

TRUE AND FALSE BIMETALLISM,

Three distinct notions are inclnded in the conception of bimet-
allism. They are as follows:

First. In order that a monetary system shall be truly bimetallic,
silver and %om coin must both circulate as money.

Second. They must circulate at par with each other,

Third. The parity between them must be real and not artificial.
It must be due to an equality in commercial value between the
gilﬁer contained in a silver dollar and the gold contained in a gold

ollar.

‘We have not in this country, at the present time, true bimetal-
lism; because, although gold and silver both circulate as money,
and although they circulate at par with each other, the parity ba-
tween them is not real, but fictitious. The Government has un-
dertaken to maintain the silver dollar at parity with gold by means
of legislation. It has declared that silver dollars shall be a legal
tender for tl§e payment of all debts, public or private, to any
amount. This is in effect a loan of public credit—as truly as if
the Government had agreed to redeem silver dollars (asit redeems
United States notes) in gold. .

‘With this explanation and understanding we may be said, even
though we have not true bimetallism, to have a modified and
gmibetl bimetallism, although gold is the legal standard of valua-

on.

The issue in the present campaign may be stated as follows:
Shall we preserve or abandon the moiil.‘ﬁed bimetallic system which
we have, under which the country has enjoyed such unparalleled
prosperity? And if we decide to make a change in our monetary
system, shall it be to true bimetallism or to silver monometallism?

The Republican party, in its platform, has declared itself in
favor of true bimetallism. Itis in favor of the use of both gold
and silver as money, and in favor of making the silver dollar not
merely nominally but actually worth as much as a gold dollar;
but without a change in the coinage ratio, it does not believe that
this can be done except by international agreement. The change
which the Republican %arty desires, and which it has pledged itseﬁ.f
to bring about if possible, is a change from limited and modified
bim ism to bimetallism true and complete.

The advocates of free and unlimited coinage of silver at the
ratio of 16 to 1 on the other hand, are not true bimetallists, be-
cause (1) they do not declare themselves in favor of an increase
in the value of the silver bullion contained in a silver dollar from
53 cents to 100 cents in gold; (2) while they favor making silver
dollars, each of which contains 371} grains of pure silver, a legal
tender for 100 cents, they overlook the fact t-hsf the coinage of an
‘“‘unlimited ” number of dollars of that weight would strain the
credit of the Government to a point at which the silver dollar
would not be accepted by the public at its face valuation, and it
would accordingly cease to circulate at g.rity with gold; (3) the
consequence would be that gold would behoarded or sent abroad
in payment for imports and interest, and the only coin in actual
circulation would be silver.

The friends of free and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio
of 16 to 1 are, therefore, really—though some of them are not
aware of the fact—advocating a change of our monetary system
from our present modified and limited bimetallism to practical
silver monometallism.

The only escape from this conclusion is in the assertion that the
effect of free and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to
1 would be, by increasing the demand for silver bullion, to raise
its market price, so that 371} grains of silver bullion (the amount
of pure gilver in a silver dollar) would be exchangeable at par for
28.22 grains of gold bullion (the amount of pure gold in a gold
dollag‘.. Some of those who advocate free and unlimited coin-
age believe this; others do not.

There is not only a complete absence of proof that this effect
would follow; there is every reason to think the contrary. The
difference between the coinage ratio of gold and silver (16 to 1)
and the commercial ratio (31 to 1) is too great to be thus over-
come.

By ‘‘ coinage ” ratio is meant the comparative weights of gold
and silver dollars; a silver dollar weighs sixteen times as much as
a gold dollar. By * commercial” ratio is meant the comparative
weights of gold and silver bullion of equal value, uncoined, in the
markets of the world.

Moreover, the last published report of the Director of the Mint
shows that from January 1, 1878, to June 30, 1895, the number of
standard silver dollars coined was, in round numbers, 423,000,000,
or about fifty-three fifty-fourths of the total number coined since
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the foundation of the Government, and yet the bullion value of
the silver dollar declined, in the face of this immense production
of dollars, from 93 cents in 1878 to 53 cents in 1896. How would
unlimited coinage have prevented this decline.

From this statement of the distinction between true and false
bimetallism, it is evident that the friends of free and unlimited
coinage of silver at the presentlegal ratio, 16 to 1, are not genuine
bimetallists. The Republican party, in common with genuine bi-
metallists everywhere, is opposed to the free coinage of silver at
any other ratio to gold than the commercial ratio. The Repub-
lican party, therefore, is the party of genuine bimetallism.

The Republican party is the friend of the gilver dollar, since it
desires to maintain it at parity with gold. The advocates of un-
limited coinage are not its friends, because the effect of their pol-
icy, if adopted, would be to reduce its purchasing power to 53
cents.

The Republican party, if it is the friend,as we claim, of the sil-
ver dollar, is the friend of evergnngan who has a silver dollar or
who hopes to earn one; it is the friend of the miner, the mechanic,
the farmer, the merchant—in a word, of all the people, without
distinction of fortune or occupation.

WORKINGMEN TO WORKINGMEN—OFFICIAL REPORT OF THE
MEXICAN COMMISSION OF THE TRADE AND LABOR ASSEMBLY
oF CHICAGO, InL.—How LABOR FARES IN A FREE-SILVER
CoUNTRY—FAcTs WHICH INTEREST EVERY WORKINGMAN
AND His Faminy,

The workingmen of the United States, whether members of
labor organizations or not, will be interested in an investigation
into the conditions of labor and laboring people in the Republic
of Mexico which has been made by a commission appointed for
this purpose by the Trade and Labor Assembly of Chicago.

The claim that free coi of silver wounld be advantageous to
the laboring men of the United States has been so persistently
urged by the advocates of free coinage, and Mexico been so
steadily pointed out as the most prosperous free-silver country in
the world, that it was not unnatural that the labor organizations
of the country should deem it proper, and indeed almost indis-

nsable, to examine into the condition of labor in Mexico, in order

enable their members tointelligently decide for themselves what
their own attitude shonld be upon this important question.

It was felt, and very properly, that the labor organizations of
the country owe it, both to their own members and to workingmen
generally, to bring about an unprejudiced investigation of this
subject, made from their own standpoint and by men of their own
choosing, without a possibility of prejudice or partisan bias in
behalf of an poliﬁcafo organization.

To this end the commission was made up of men selected from
both parties, whose absolute fairness and strict devotion to the
interests of labor was beyond question. Patrick Enright, a Sound-
Money Democrat, a member of the executive board of the Iron
Molders’ Union of North America, a veteran in the history of local
labor organizations, whose namehas been well known to thelabor-
ing men of Chicago for nearly a quarter of a century, was one
member of the commission.

Paul J, Maas. a Free-Silver Republican, general organizer of
the American Federation of Labor, also organizer of the seventh
district of the Intermational Typographical Union, and well
Ikmown in labor circles, was the other commissioner.

It will thus be seen that the commission represented both the

at parties and both sides of the great issue of the campaign,
%ﬁg currency question, while their personal standing and their de-
n such a

votion to the interests of labor place their report u
faith and

high plane that no man can question its absolute g
reliability. ;

The commission was appointed in August, 1896, shortly after
the issues of the campaign had been sharply defined and it became
apparent that the currency question would be an important fea-
ture for consideration, especially so to the laboring men of the
country. Its members proceeded to Mexico without any flourish
of trumpets or desire to attract attention, but for the sole p e
of making a thorongh t;)ersonal investigation upon which they
counld report intelligently, faithfully, and accurately to those in
whose interests they were sent.

Their report was presented to a special meeting of the Tradeand
Labor Assembly of Chicago on October 12, 1896. It was listened
to with greaf interest, because every man recognized its extreme
importance to himself and his family and to the laboring people
of the United States, irr tive of party or of the class of employ-
ment in which they might be engaged. So absolutely fair and
unprejudiced was the report found to be that it was, after its read-
ing, adopted by the assembly with but two dissenting votes and
made a part of its permanent record, and its publication and dis-
fribution, for the benefit of the laboring men of this country, was
authorized.

Every workingman and every citizen interested in the pros-

perity of labor in this country should read this nonpartisan re-
E;)Ir:. made by laboring men to laboring men and determine for

imself whether the labor conditions in the country pointed out
by the friends of free silver as the most prosperous silver-using
country in the world are such as to warrant the adoption of its
financial system in the United States.

REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONERS.

CH10AGO, ILL., October 10, 1896,
To thelo‘mcers and members of the Chicago Trade and Labor As-
sembly.

LADIES AND GENTLEMEN: We, ]your committee, sent to Mexico
to investigate the condition of the laboring classes of that country,
present the following as the results of our observations and in-
vestigations:

It was painfully evident to us that the toilers of Mexico, from
the time of the Spanish invasion to the present, have had no change
for the better in their social conditions, In the comforts and ne-
cessities of life they are down to the minimum, and in no time in
history could their condition have been more deplorable or the
race would be extinct.

The principal inducement offered capital to invest in Mexico is
the cheap native labor to be found and no danger of strikes or
their consequent evils to the investor. This is one of the strongest
points advanced in soliciting investments for Mexico, which state-
ments we have gleaned from native newspapers and literature sent
broadcast to the world. To this we respectfully call the attention
of the workingmen, as it gives a true status of the condition of
labor as it exists in our sister Republic,where, in that country, the
only thing that the toiler has to offer to maintain his existence—
his labor—is the cheapest commodity in the country. To take
advantage of this, the foreigner is invited to enter and take, and,
with unbridled sway, enrich himself on the general misery of the
toilers. For labor creates all wealth, and the creator of all wealth,
aye, even the Creator of the universe, if possible, would be de-
throned to subserve the interests of man in his greed for affluence
and power, and in no country among the civilized nations is this
fact so manifestly true as in the United States of Mexico.

HOSTILITY TO LABOR.

The Carpenter of Nazareth dignified labor. He proclaimed if
honorable for all to eat bread by the sweat of their brow. But
the haughty and indolent Castilian and his hybrid progeny of
Mexico have perverted the noble words of Him who was ever the
friend of the poor and lowly. In Mexico to don the raiment of
toil is to wear the garb of servility. There class distinction is
carried to a degree parallel to the custes of India. There the na-
tive toiler believes that he is born to live and die a veritable beast
of burden, and seemingly is contented with hislot. Butthat con-
tentment, so on by certain writers, is the contentment
akin to the burro, which, manifesting neither joy nor sorrow, per-
forms its task with the impressive indifference of an automaton.

The first stop made by your committee was at El Paso, Tex.,
where we investigated the wages paid and the conditions of the
American laborers. From that point we crossed an imaginary
line (the Rio Grande River bei é).l?y), over the onlyinternational
street railway in the world, to the city of Juarez, formerly called
Plaso Del Norlt.eéeang but 2 m;lesh distant from hlf;.'.llé’aao At this

ace a complete change met the eye, everythi assuming a

exican air, 131.1:1«'1 we realized that t.hey time h?,rd arrived when the
real duties of our mission began. We took observations of the
people as to their appearance, mode of living, social conditions,
wages paid, and prices of commodities, and were surprised at the
contrast as compared with conditions, etc., in El Paso. Here we
first saw the cotton clothing and sandals as worn by the peons.
The clothing on many of these pet;gle was perforated and ab-
breviated in a manner sufficient to show their bronze skin as the
sandals showed their feet.

LIFE OF THE POOR LABORER.

The two peoples, as to their habits, tastes, customs, and modes
of life, are such that a comparison is unnatural. Life is regarded
from very different standpoints, as they live under different con-
ditions, inasmuch as the IIJiIexirn;l.n laborer is apparently content
with the four bare walls of his 10-foot-square adobe Eut. with
nothing inside but the ground to sleep on, a shawl or blanket to
cover or wrap himself up in, a dish of tortillas (corn pancakes)
and frijoles (beans) for his frugal meal, and in a large number of
cases a little pigiss dog, and a chicken or two of the gamecock
order sharing his scant quarters, while the American laborer
across the line has all the comforts of home and many of the lux-
uries of life.

Mexico, with all its boasted natural resources, charming climate
picturesque scenery, traditions, prehistoric ruins, its many and
anecient churches, is attractive and interesting to the traveler, but
the northern half of the country, from El Paso to Siloa, a distance
of nearly 1,000 miles (aside from its many high mountains, which
no doubt contain rich deposits of coal, silver, or gold), is a barren
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desert, with nothing but rocks, sagebrush, and cactus to meet the
eye,and presents anything but the ideal abiding place where civili-
zation could eke out an existence, and nothing to out the moss-
covered chestnut that health, wealth, and a contented ple live
and thrive there. Excepting in the towns along the lines of the
railroad, not a bird or animal was seen, and a few peonsand burros
we saw were half starved and the picture of misery and dejection.
WAGES ARE VERY LOW. 4

Wages in Mexico, except to skilled and steady mechanics—al-
ways foreigners—are very low. On railroads, engineers (Ameri-
cans) on passenger trains receive $210 per month, while the firemen
(Mexican) receive $1.85 per day; freight engineers (American),
§250 per month; firemen (Mexican)?]gl..’i{) to $1.75 per day; pas-
senger conductors (American), $160 per month; brakemen (Mexi-
can) $1.50 per day; freight conductors(American),$200 per month;
brakemen (Mexican), $57 to §63 per month; Pullman conductors,
$80 per month (American money), and the porter $30 per month
(American money), with $5 per month extra for being able to
talk Spanish.

The national soldiers aor regular army) of Mexico, called rurales,
and who are all ex-bandits, receive $1 per day. In a broom fac-
tory near the depot at Jimenez the men are paid 50 cents; women
and children, 25 to 374 cents per day. In the cotton mills, cotton-
seed-oil mills, and soap factory at Torreon men are paid 374 to 50
cents, and women and children 25 cents per day. A carcador
(public carrier) has a rate of 124 cents per hour; but you can hire
him for from 25 to 374 cents Bfr day.

At Leon, where nearly all the leather goods in Mexico are man-
ufactured, the peon Eet.s his leather cut for shoes, harness, or
other goods to be made by him, and takes the material to his hut,
where the whole family assists him, the same as in the sweat
shops of Chicago. For making shoes he receives $1 and upward
per dozen pairs. On other leather goods he receives 374 to 50 cents

r day for his labor, working as long as daylight lasts, averagin,

welve to fourteen hours per day., Common laborers can be hir
for 18 to 50 cents per day.

House servants, male or female, receive $3 to §5 per month and
board themselves. In or near cities peons live in adobe houses
and pay arental of &3 a year for the ground that the house stands
on. hen leaving this for another location all ‘‘improvements”
the peon has made go to the landlord or owner of the land,
who pays no taxes whatever on the land. Building lots in cities,
50 by 125 feet, cost $25 per foot front and up, or a smaller patch
of ground—a verra, 3 feet square—at the rate of $2.50 to $3.50 per
verra.

ANCIENT METHODS STILL IN USE.

The chief industry of Mexico is mining, and the way mines are
worked is certainly as primitive as can be. Very few mines are
worked from the side of a hill; a shaft is generally sunk. The
drilling is done by hand, one peon holding a long steel chisel,
while the other uses a sledge hammer or stone to drive the chisel
into the rock. After blasting, peons break up the larger rocks
into smaller ones, while others crush the same into a coarse pow-
der by rubbing it on flat stones or breaking it with a hammer.
This is then shoveled into bags and carried to the surface, a peon
climbing a number of timbers with notches cut in them (called
monke E%adﬂer:‘s] , 200 to 400 feet high, with 250 to 325 pounds of
pulverized ore on his back.

To watch a gang of peon laborers at work putting up a new
building will break the heart of an American la%orer. build-
ing is done with a species of stone called tepatate, which is quar-
ried with an ax or hatchet, and which hardens by exposure tothe
elements. All material is carried to the patio or open court in
the middle of the proposed new building on the backs of peons
and burros, a trench is dug and the foundation commenced, one
peon mixing a native cement in a hollow log with a stick, while
another carries stone to the trench for the mason. When the
structure has reached the height of about 5 feet above the ground,
a scaffold is made on the ontside of the building of wooden beams
securely tied with ropes, across which other beams are laid, and
the laborer carries the material up a series of inclines.

The inside of the building is filled with dirt and rubbish as fast
asthe walls goup. The hod carrier carries the cementto the stone
mason in a bag, while another carries up stones or adobe bricks
(size, 6 by 11 by 3 inches), generally carrying 16 or 18 of these
bricks at a time, or a stone weighing from 25 to 200 pounds. This
work is very tedious owing to the method. After the building is
completed the dirt and rubbish with which it is filled on the inside
is removed in and carried away on burros’ backs to some
dumping place, while the scaffold is used by stonecutters to carve
the front of the bunilding, an art in which they are very skillful,
and receive 874 cents to $1 per day.

In the mines, as well as on buildings, the owners or builders
endeavored to introduce modern ladders, but the peon would not
use them, fearing to risk his life on the rounds, and when wheel-
barrows were brought for his use he filled the box of the same and
carried the loaded wheelbarrow away on his head,

The stone quarries in Mexico are from 1 to 50 miles away from
the cities, but the stone, as fast as quarried, or as a use has been
found for it, is carried on the backs of peons and burros to the cities.
Your committee met one of these peons carrying a stone 3 by 34
teet square and 4 inches thick, which he was carrying from a
quarry nearly 20 miles away. Twenty minutes later we met a
number of burros, each carrying two such stones, and learned
from the attendants that the peon had left the quarry at the same
time as did the burros with their load.

The native (or laborer) of Mexico is but a child in intelligence,
and if left to his own resources would be helpless to make a liveli-
hood. While he is an adept imitator, he Ea.s no idea of doing
anything to better his own condition, and does not take up modern
or advanced means of brightening his existence, but retains all
the primitive characteristics of centuries ago when Cortez first
invaded that country.

To this day the peon sweeps the public streets with whisk
brooms and carries the sweepings away in a bag on his head or
back. Where there is a running stream of water, the women do
the family washing, otherwise it is done in a hollow log. The
women, whether of high or low degree, paint and powder in a
manner comical to behold, and have not yet acquired the artistic
touch of their American sisters. Everybody smokes cigarettes at
all ]1;1111?3 and places. The peons cut grass or grain with a sickle
or knife.

One mystery that presents itself for solution in the habits of the
peon is that he lies on the cold ground or flagstones day or night
with impunity from catching cold or contracting rhenmatism,
while the traveler in that country, to be comfortable, must wear
a light overcoat and light woolen underwear, and have blankets
for covering on the bed. Very early in the morning one meets
large numbers of the natives barefooted, in cotton shirt and knee
pants, seeming to be quite comfortable. ;

HOPELESS AND ATMLESE MEN,

Your committee, on learning of the low price paid for labor in
Mexico, looking at that fact from a humanitarian standpoint, and
that the laborer was worthy of his hire, wasshocked, tosay the least.
But later, when we saw that although it took but 20 or 25 cents
per day to keep a peon family of five and all members worked, and
that to pay him more was his ruination, we were somewhat re-
lieved. If a peon’s wages are raised, he will only work until he
earns a certain amount, and then %git and not do another stroke
while he has a cent of money. uently they are totally
unreliable and dear workmen. This condition was brought abont
by the inattention and lack of interest manifested in them as work-
ers by their indolent masters, Thus, among the great nations of
our advanced civilization, Mexico has been marking time while
other nations have been marching on.

The peon is polite and kind, if one is to judge from the demeanor
manifested when he meets a friend or in fondling children, and
we feel warranted in saying that under proper conditions they are
capable of being a splendid race of people. And if there is any-
thing to the philosophy that some of us have been schooled in,
which runs:

God of the just, Thou forcest the bitter cup,
‘We bow to Thy behest and drink it up.

Or—

The path of sorrow, a: .
Lead%at.o the ln.nﬂt‘lawiaa?g :oh;to?:% unnlﬁggwn.

Then the Mexican laborer will enjoy eternal bliss with the best

in the great immortality in the life beyond.
THE COSTUME OF POVERTY,

Millinery is a scarcity in Mexico, excepting in the city. Your
committee did not see a female with a hat on until we reached
the City of Mexico, and there only on the heads of the 400" and
the foreigners. As a rule, even there the women were bareheaded,
their hair greased, yet nieelf dressed. All wore a serape (a long
shawl), which cost about $1.50, which is worn about the upper
part of the body, and soarranged as to serve three purposes: (1) It
is wrapped around the breast and shoulders and takes the place
of a waist or basque; (2) by bnaingiJ drawn loosely over the chest
acts as a receptacle for carrying their babies, instead of on their
backs, as the squaw carries her papoose; (3) In a few instances
the ends of this serape served as a covering for the head.

A man’s chief article of dress is his sombrero, often costing as
much as §35, while the balance of his clothing would make acrazy
quilt turn green with envy, owing to its variety of colors and as-
sorfment of patches, making it a hard problem to solve as to
which is the original garment and which the patch. No stock-
ings are worn by either sex, and only about one-third wear san-
dals, which are made from a piece of sole leather and tied to the
feet with straps. These sandals cost from 12 to 20 cents Per pair.
The average cost of the necessities of life for a peon family of five
is 25 cents per day, and clothing for the same costs about $20 per

year.
Street cars in Mexico are as good as can be expected, consisting
principally of the small cars formerly used in American cities,
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These cars are drawn by one or two mules in a level country and
by three or four mules in a hilly country. The fareis6, 8, 12,
and 15 cents for first-class passage, and two-thirds of that amount
for second class. After 7 p. m. the fare is doubled. All the cars
are run on the side of the street, up one street and back on another.

Land in Mexico is not taxed, and a man can preempt as much
land as he can hire peons to keep other squatters off of. It is not
even necessary for him to till or work any part of the land, but if
it is intended to use any land for agricultural, mining, or manu-
facturing purposes, the Government will grant concessions to the
owner in the shape of admitting machinery or agricultural imple-
ments free of duty for a number of years.

PRIMITIVE METHODS,

The cactus, which grows in abundance, is used by the peons in
many ways. The broad leaves are dried, ground into a flour be-
tween stones, and asort of pancake made. The fruitcalled tunas,
which resembles a russet apple, is sweet and cooling to the taste.
For fodder for the burro the cactus is dried in the sun after hav-
ing the thorns burnt off, while other species are used as a fence
around the hut. ;

The tequila, which resembles the century plant, and grows wild
in abundance, is tapped aft its base for the sap, from which the
native whisky is made. .

Nearly all towns and cities are from one-half to 8 miles away
from the railroad stations, so that the peon has work to carry
baggage and freight from the depot to town. Your committee
saw a cargador (gnblic carrier) trotting along the highway with
a large trunk on his back, another with a half dozen hand satch-
els, another with an iron safe, another with forty adobe bricks, an-
other with two bales of hay, one with two barrels of fruit, one
with a crate of crockery or of vegetables, another with two 10-
gallon kegs or stone jars of water, and four t{)ecms carrying a

0. Their wonderful power of endurance and strength of limb
18 a mystery, and prove them to be veritable beasts of burden in
the carrying trade of that country, and, together with the burro,
the railroad’s only competitors.

LABORERS WORK LONG HOURS.

The day's work in Mexico runs from fen to fourteen hours.
The bakers work twenty hours, and laborers who take work to
their homes work as many hours as they please. The Mexican
laborer works easily compared with the American laborer, except
the carrier, who bears enormous burdens on his back all day with-
out manifesting fatigue. The question of shorter hoursin Mexico
is a long way off, for in a country where labor is so cheap and
plentiful that it is offered as an inducement to bring foreign capi-
tal in, its toilers will be compelled to work as many hours as they
are physically able. But for organized labor, the American work-
ingman would be in the same condition to-day as his Mexican
brother.

The prevailing style of architecture in the cities of Mexico is of
a Moorish-Spanish order. All of the buildings in the business and
residence portions of the cities have inner courts, called patios,
which give them the form of a hollow sqguare. The inner and
outer walls of these courts and the street sides of the buildings
are handsomely frescoed, while the galleries are lined with a pro-
fusion of tropical and semitropical flowers, and large palms are
always to be found in the center of the patios. In the interior ar-
rangement of the buildings the system of ventilation is very poor;
the inner rooms get their light from the door, of which the upper
half is of glass.

Shopkeepers live above or in the rear of their stores, and those
with palatial residences in the suburbs live in Paris most of the
time. But those whoseincomes compel them to live in the second
or inner patio exist in a partial eclipse of the light of day. The
fronts of the buildings are flat, seldom over two stories high; some
have small balconies, and all windows on the street floor are heav-
ily barred, where the young cavallero may steal on tiptoe and
breathe sweet words of love to his best girl, who is safely immured
behind those prisonlike walls and windows, to guard her against
the contamination of the outer world.

The sameness of the house fronts gives them a monotonous ap-

arance, which tires the eye in roaming the cities. Most of the

ouses are from one hundred to three hundred years old, except
the adobe houses and huts. From the poorly lighted and poorly
ventilated arrangement of the houses it would be impossigle for
the people to maintain good-health were it not for the pure, light
air that envelops the table-lands, All the buildings and huts that
we entered seemed to be charged with a peculiar odor. Whether
it was the age of the buildings, the material they were built of,
or the poor sanitary arrangements, we were unable to ascertain.

MILITARY DISCIPLINE.

Mexicois not primitive in everything. Many of its present laws
and customs conld be profitably adopted in this country. Firstof
all, its system of police and soldiers to guard life and property is

certainly perfect. excepting the pay, which is only 18 and 871 cents
R}ar day, with uniform furnished. In any city in the Republic of

exico a person is safer, either on the street or indoors, by day or
night, than a person in the city of Chicago at police headquarters
in the middle of the day. Housebreaking, robberies, holdups, or
murders are an nnknown quantity in Mexican cities. But if one
of these crimes is ever committed the guilty party is immediately
agprehended, taken before an officer of the day, where heis ordered
shot on the spot. The only crimes committed are petty thieving
and picking pockets.

The gentry who ply this vocation are rounded up frequently,
when half of them are taken from the jail and, nunder guard of a
squad of soldiers, sent to a neighboring town—which the prison-
ers never reach. The soldiers return in a few hours, report that
their prisoners attempted to escape and were shot. This method
of dispensinﬁ justice acts as an object lesson to the remaining
prisoners and is a system which has purified Mexico of erime an
criminals. The other pickpockets may be set free or ordered sent
to another town at a later date.

The libel and slander laws of Mexico are very severe. If a per-
son libels or slanders another, either by mouth or pen, on com-
plaint being made to any Ilylolicema.n the guilty party is arrested
and lodged in jail until he has proved the charge made by mouth
or pen. :

peIl NOBODY IS5 TRUSTED.

All business in Mexico is transacted on a strictly cash basis: no
credits are given or allowed to anyone or for any purpose what-
ever; comiercial paper and promises to pay are unknown, and if
a merchant has a stock of goods, be it large or small, every article
is paid for. Consequently no business failures have occurred in
that country in years.

The comgulaory school law of Mexico works admirably. 1t re-
quires children between the aiea of 7 and 15 years to attend the
publie schools ten months of the year. Statistics of Mexico show
that where ten years ago 75 per cent of its people could not read
nor write, now 66 per cent can.

Another admirable feature of Mexican business life is that all
places of business are closed daily from 1 to 3 o'clock p.m. to per-
mit everybody to go home to dinner, while stools and chairs are

rovided in all stores for the use of both the clerks and customers.

e worst feature of Mexican business life is that no fixed price is
put on any article, but the merchant will tell the truth as to the
exact quality of the goods to be purchased. If the buyer offers
one-half or one-third of the price originally asked, the article can
generally be bought.

‘Wages are paid every Wednesday and Saturday.

BOCIAL INEQUALITY.

Every town or city in Mexico has from one to a dozen publio
parks, which are kept up by the Government, in which semi-
weekly and triweekly concerts are given by Government bands,
On Sunday morning, in the City of Mexico, military bands playin
the principal public parks for three hours, commencing at 10 a. m.
During the first hour and a half the peon is privileged to prome-
nade in the park and listen to the music, after which time he is
ordered out by the police to make room for the so-called better
classes, who then appear on dress parade until the close of the
concert. At each entrance to the promenades police stand guard
to drive away the unfortunate native should he hover too near,
This manifestation of social ineguality your committee considers
wrong to those who are the real wealth producers of the country,
who cultivate the soil, bring treasures from the mines.and carry
loads as beasts of burden, and in consideration of this should be
permitted to occupy a higher plane in the social arrangements of
Mexico.

TAXES FOR EVERYBODY.

All mercantile business in Mexico is taxed 6 to 8 per cent of
actual sales. A set of books must be kept of receipts and expend-
itures, which are examined by the tax collector as often as that
worthy comes around, who fixes theamonnt of taxes to be paid and
affixes revenue stamps for the amount of taxes paid on the books,

Any advertisement or announcement in stores, windows, houses,
or public places must have a 2-cent revenue tax stamp affixed to
permit its display. Even the gambling houses and lotteries are
taxed one-third of their business.

Although but one-fourth of the natives of Mexico are married,
no divorces or separations occur. They are a very affectionate
people, and, whether of high or low degree, are polite almost to a
fault, In their domestic relations they are happy—no family jars,
no family skeletons. This felicity takes the place of the green-
eyved monster that has wrecked many homes of the so-called bet-
ter classes in America. Aged couples manifest much affection
for each other. It is common to see them walk the streets with

hands joined and acting with the simplicity of little children.
Your committee was told that the reason the natives do not go
through the marringe ceremony was that it costs too much. Still
the civil fee for the poor class is but $1.75 for the jadge and
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registration fee, while for the better class the cost is from §10 to
§20. The church fee is much higher.

The church does not recognize a civil marriage and the state
does not recognize the church marriage. On inguiring what is
necessary for a peon to take unto himself a wife and go to house-
keeping, we were told, ** A picture of a hidalgo, a bunch of Chile
peppers, and an almuda of maize (25 pounds of corn).” As a con-
sequence, these people live together like cattle more than human
beings, and it is but five years ago that a law was passed in the
City of Mexico compelling men to wear pants, as the breechcloth
previously took the place of that necessary garment.

THE POOR ARE PRACTICALLY ENSLAVED.

The haciendas (or plantations) are owned by the very rich, and
cover an area of from 10 to 100 square miles. Farming and i-
cultural implements are very primitive. The plow is a crooked
stick or beam, and scratches the ground to a depth of 3 or 4
inches. This **plow™ is drawn by two oxen, while the harness is
a broad strap or rope, ga.asing over the forehead instead of the
shoulders of the oxen. Planting is done by poking a hole into the
ground with a stick, dropping the corn into it, and the seed is
covered by the peon in stepping from hole to hole.

On these immense tracts of land the natives or peons have lived
for centuries, and are forced to buy all their necessities of life at
the haciendado’s (land owner’s) truck store. On the hacienda
the peon gets from 18 to 25 cents per day for his work and a hut
to live in, if he builds it himself. The peon gets no money except
on feast days and for religions offerings. By this system the
peon is always in debt to the haciendado. Generation after gen-
eration of peons live on the same hacienda, and always under the
same conditions.

This form of slavery has been forbidden by law for a number of
years; but two-thirds of the peons do not know it, as they can
neither read nor write, and their masters take good care not to
teach them this fact. The peon can not leave the hacienda while
owing the haciendado any money, and Mr. Haciendado sees to it
that when settling up accounts is a balance due him, which
kee'ga the peon perpetually in his service and his debt. Thisrelic
of the baronial system has made the haciendado lord and master
of every man, woman, and beast within the bounds of his exten-

give possessions.
Right here a guotation from Aristotle, from his first book of
tting, which reads:

politics, is most
The sci of the ter red itself to knowing how to make use of his

slave. He is the master not because he is the owner of the man, but because
?:m miﬂkaa use of his property. Theslave constitutes partof the wealth of the

This is exactly the position of the haciendado and the peon of
Mexico to-day. The peon is simply worked for the advan of
others, subject to the most intolerable privations and bondage.
Not one of them will ever reach a state of independence. Soin
the midst of the magnificence of the haciendado’s power we only
see a confused mass of enslaved, who work to furnish supplies
and a life of ease and Iuxury for the consumption of the great
landowners of Mexico. The peon, thus bound to the soil, is con-
sidered the creature of his master and a veritable fixture to his

ion by destiny.

After three hundred years of “‘isms,” Mexico is now emerging
from an arrested development, and has a good future before it.
Under this republican form of government, which, in fact, is a
military despotism, them;freat masses of the working people have
little social and absolutely no political standing. The machinery
of the Government, in its le%‘ ative functions, can and does exer-
cise an unbridled sway with impunity. Organized labor is un-
known here, which is considered a great blessing.

But that country to-day that has the best system of trade organi-
zations and the greatest number of union men per capita of its
population is the foremost in wealth, progression, and the happi-
ness of its people. The true test of civilization and greatness of
a nation depends on the intellectual and moral worth of its work-
ing classes. All laws inscribed on the statute books of nations
bearing on the welfare of the toiler have had their germs planted
in the soil of frades unions and by them quickened into life in
presentable forms for adoption, and that country which has done
the most on these lines stands at the head of civilization.

BEGGARS EVERYWHERE.

The cry is raised that there are no poorhouses in Mexico; but
that is no indication of the absence of poverty, as your committee
can fully testify without fear of contradiction, as the voice of the
mendicant supplicating alms rang in our ears all through the
country, and poorhouses would be a blessing to many of the wan
faces and gaunt, emaciated forms that crossel our path while
there. Offen in witnessing these and other distressing scenes we
wished that many of our friends in the ranks of organized labor
could look through our eyes and behold conditions it would be
doubtful for them to otherwise believe.

There are no manna trees in the land of the Montezumas where

you can pick three meals a day off their branches, or, if one is too
tired to reach for the fruit, lay under its broad branches and wait
until the fruit drops into your mouth; nor is it a Schlaraffenland,
where roasted poultry is flying through the air or baked white-
fish or broiled trout in its streams, nor even does milk and honey
flow there.

Instead, in the 1,200 miles of the country your committee trav-
eled through, going and returning, only a few fertile tracts of
land ocenr, clothed with sage brush and cactus, and anpsoaedly
watered by a spring from a neighboring mountain. Under the
influence of such a spring some vegetation bursts forth and covers
a more or less extensive area, but has long ago become the halting
place of some prospector or small farmer, and in several places
such an oasis supported a considerable population. By means of
irrigation some corn and cofton are cultivated, and owing to the
short crop of corn in Mexico, brought about by an extended sea-
son of drought, President Diaz recently issued a proclamation
taking the import duty off American corn, and millions of bush-
els of our corn is shipped to Mexico as a result.

BUTTER $1 A POUND.

In the cities of Zacatecas and Guanajuato, with populations of
40,000 and 70,000, respectively, we failed to get butter and potatoes
on the tables of the best hotels. On inquiry we were informed
that if we paid $1, a pound of butter would purchased for our
exclusive use.

Your committee wonld cantion American workingmen against
]g]oing to Mexico without sufficient funds to bring them back, or to

ave employment secured before going there, or they will be
obliged to subsist on cactus and the sap of the tequila t while
doing the coun On asking an American who was conducting
a_p_rt&;:g:erous business in one of the cities which your committee
visited why it was that the foreigners all seemed to be makin
money no matter what business they were engaged in, he, wi
characteristic Yankee frankness, replied: *“ The laborer here is dif-
ferent from the laborer in the States. Herelabor is cheap, and we
have no brains to contend with.”

According to a census taken in September, 1895, Mexico has a
total population of 13,000,000 ple, of which number nearly
6,000,000 are Indians and 4,500,000 are a mixed race of Indians and
Spaniards—this is the peon class, T er they represent about
85 per cent of the total population of the country, and directly
contribute not one cent fo the support of the Government. The
Government is sugggitod and maintained by the balance of its
population—2,500, who are designated as the white race, and
consists of Spaniards, Englishmen, Germans, French, Italians,
and Americans.

The mission intrusted to your committee is a peculiar one. We
were sent tostudy the social and financial conditionsof a far-away

ple. We are ;izam toilers, inured to the hard knocks of the
actory and workshop, and none are better qualified to investigate
or feel and sympathize with the workers of another country than
men from our ranks. We did not goloaded with credentials to be
entertained by people of the better classes, or yet as scholars to
describe the monuments of historic interest, or to have our ic
fancies inspired by the landscapes and azure skies, or build up
wasted energies in the healthful air of that sonthern clime, but to
go among the common peogle, who are of our own class, and study
conditions from that standpoint.

PLAIN STATEMENT OF FACTS.

Hence this epistle does not abound in high-sounding platitudes
on the sublime and beautiful of that country; but on facts that
still exist and are ready to speak for themselves to those who will
go and seek as we have done; and should they do so, they will feel
as we do, that the American workingman is a prince compared to
the workingman of Mexico; that in this country all stand equal
in social and political life, and in that political right they should
exercise with care the faithful discharge of their duties, nnprej-
udiced and unbiased, by supporting such principles as will do the
greatest good to the greatest number, irrespective of ty poli-
tics or the machinery of either party, who may manipulate condi-
tions and measures for personal gain, to the detriment of the
whole people.

Fellow-workers, a preciaﬁnfathe honor conferred upon us, we
thank the Chicago and Labor Assembly for the confidence
reposed inus by sendinf us on 8o important a mission, and be-
lieve that we have fulfilled the duties assigned to us free from
prejudices, asin this report we have simply held the mirror upto
nature and chronicled events and conditions justas we have found
themn.

In conclusion, we submit comparative tables of the average
prices of commodities of life and wages paid in the different cities
visited by us.

All of which is respectfully submitted.

P. ENRIGHT,
P. J. MAAS,
Commiltee,
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Comparative table of average wages per day, prepared by commission and made part of its report.

American money. Mexican money, @
Occupation. Chicago, IIl. | g p, Te Cindad Jua- Zacatecas a to |City of Mexico
(union scale) e iR roz .00 -
(1,500,000). (10,000). (30,000). (40,000). ﬁm (335,000).
ik Tt R e e Sl it ¢ g S AT e Sl S $1.75 $0.75 $0.50 £1.00
Btreet cars
B L R e e L L e b 2.2 50 .15 .75
Conductors. . e 2.2 .75 .75 1.00
ners.. Vo fi s B T .87} .75 15
3.00 BT} .75 1.25
8.50 .50 874 . L20
1.75 .873 % -ET}
2.75 874 .50 1.00
2.50 1.00-2.00 87 1.00-2.00
cB.00 €. 8750 .50 d 6.00
.......................... AT .25 . 50-. 624
..................... 2.7 J.60 1.00 1.00 BT} I.50
...... 2.00 2.00 BT 135 .50 1.50
Bhoemakers 2.50 1.50 873 623 1.25
Carpenters ............_. 2,80 3.50 1.00 75 L2
Bricklayers and masons 4.00 5.00 BT} L5 BT
Plasterers . cccoeeeeaaees 4.00 2.50 .75 .50 BT
Hod carriers 2.00 1.50 1.00 125 2.7
Clerks ...... 2.5 8.00 <073 .60 .75
ood worke: 225 3.00 874 5 1.2
Harness make: 1. 50 2.00 BT .75 L35
Horseshoers . 3.25 2.50 |. Lo .75 1.50
Blacksmiths 3.00 2.75 .75 BT} 1.50
Waiters...... 2.25 1.00 1.50-2.50 L7 3.00
ks ... 8.25 1.5 |- .50 111 1.00
Machinists 2.7 2.50 |. .50 .50 1.25
Ors.... 1.50 1.00 .50 874,50 g7.00
Puinters .. 2.75 3.00 135 1D L%
Butchers..... 2.00 1.25 8T 62} .78
Engineers, atationm-y 1.00 2.5 |. 1.25 BT} 1.00
Firemen, stationary ... 1.00 2.00 |.. A0 .87 .13
Musicians______ 3.00 2.00 h.50 874 1%
Cab and hack driver L7 100 .75 B0 L0
: mon o 1.25 b1.00 .50 .50 873
T8
Ty e A i e T A i B St OO e (I T o, IR ) .60 5 .50 623
Molders. ... Loo|. .56 8T BTy
mak B0 | .25 25 .50
= 1.00 .75 .50 .50
Shoemakers _.... .50 .50 .50 —
On buildings. .. 100 |. L3T 3T} .75
orseshoers .. _ 1.00 |. 873 « 10 873
Blacksmiths L2 o L 62§ OBTE
Machinists..___ 1.25 |- 871 87§ .50
Painters . 1.00 | L3TH LBTi .50
Tailors... .50 |- 374 .25 .50
BOLChBEN - e i s iint wmis .50 374 i of] .50
Blanks denote no journeymen are employed.
aEqualtobl}toa&eentsAmeﬂcanmmy ¢ Per 1,000 and up. e Women. gAsuit
b Mexican money. d Per 1,000. J Per cent. Per hour,
Comparative prices of commodities of life in Mexico.
[Prepared by the commission and made a part of its report.]
American money. Mexican money
Commodity. Chic%) El Paso Cindad Jun- G nato |City of Mexico
(1,500,000). (10, 000). rez (30, 000). {40,000) (70,000). (835,000).
Calico, per yari. . .occeceacaeee $0.05 $0.04 £0.10 $0.27 | §0.14 to 80.17 14
Black Jghxgere. per yard.. 25 .75 1.50 120 .90 to 1.05 ’]:90
Two-quarter sheeting, per 22 2 .80 65 .55 s
Jumpers and overalls........ Wto .50 1.00 1.50 i
Bleac .perya d..... 05 .05 .10 .25 a0
Unb!.eachmi mu slin, per yard.._. .. -05 .05 A1 12 .20
QOileloth, per R 15 20 o0 T8 .75
Red ta‘hlnclot . pery .25 I e L0 e 1.28
Blankets, per pair ....... 8.50 5.00 6.00 5.50 5.50 6.00
Shawls, wool......... 4.00 Th 1.50 8.00 3.00 3.00
Hosiery ...... .13 50 B R o .5 .40
Hult hoss -5 oo Do .15 .25 R RN R .25 .33
Cotton underwear, suit 1.00 1.00 .50 .88 100 3.00
Flannel nnderwear. 2.00 2.00 4.00 1.00 1.00 7.00
Hickor shirw .50 .50 .50 % S 1.25
Fidsiy -5 1.00 2.00 2.50 200 1.7
i{nndkutchlnl’s. ban 05 05 .10 10 .18 .12
Handkerchiefs, linen .16 Fr || ST O .18 .25 .50
Suit of clothes, Wool. oo i oo e cmcceinccnes 1500 7. wtolﬁ 00| 15.00 t035.00 | .75 to 1.00 al.? | 12.00to 15.00
Men’s hats, felt. ... _____. . 2.00 5.00 b.25 b .50 b.75 c2.00
Ingrain cm;pat. }ier yard ....... L6l L% d.2 d .36 d.40 1.20.
Stove, No. 7 e 9.00 8.00 15.00 r - i R S e28.00
Tron bed gle_._.. 3.25 3.00 6.00 9.00 10.00 9.00
Kitchen table, oak. 6 feet. 8. 50 2.00 2.00 4.00 8.00 3.00
Bewing mac 40. 00 65.00 F15.00 F1e00 85.00 5. 00
Bingle 10. 00 16.00 25.00 15. 00 25.00 « 830,00
‘Wagon .. 65. 00 70.00 100. 00 g90.00 100,00 120.00
Baddle. . e 5.00 15.00 25.00 35,00 15.00 25.00
Winchester rifle, .44. 11,00 13.00 20.00 30,00 82.00 .00
Colt’s pistol, .44 ... - 13.00 12.00 25.00 25,00 30.00 20.00
Powder r pound u .20 Ry e Pt LS e e .50
ery, per half dozen.. x 1.25 1.2 2.00 3.00 4.00 4.00
Pocket cutlery,each....o..... Z A 10 1.50 100 1.50 1.50
# .60 .85 1.25 1.5 1.50 2.00
...... - .40 .75 .75 .85 1.00 .80
Picka ; .62 85 1.00 100 1.00 1.2
Cooking utensils, sot. . = 30 500 00 i e .00
u set .. ol . .
Hundred-piece set china . .... == 6.50 9.00 25.00 Ei} E{? 40,00
Plates, cups, saucers, each, per A0Zen . .......-.-._...-.ooooooen Hto .85 .L00 1.50 8.50 8.00 1.25
a Cotton drill. b Straw. ¢ Mexican felt. d Matting. e Mexican pottery. JSHand. g Cart. h Stoneware. iPottery.
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Comparative prices of commodities of life in Mexico—Continued.
) American money. Mexican money.
Commodity. Chi El Paso Cindad Jua- | Zacatecas | Guanajuato |City of Mexico
(l,mﬁg}. (10,000). rez (30,000). (40,000}, (T0,000). (£33,000)
Table JAMID . ... o oeesecmccmaccccoce e e e caens s en AT sas anes vamn ;050 $0.25 £0.75 1. 50 Tl.l.‘! gm
Wateh, silver; T-Jewel ool e c i i st iin 0.00 4.00 8.00 a 12.00 ali, 0o .00
Clock. . - 3.00 2,00 6.00 10.00 6.00 7.00
Plow .. 4.00 3.00 5.00 .00 12.00 15.00
Reaper. . 65.00 B O e .00 200.00 225.00
e G L T e e S S T AT ISR A S e S S e e e 3,00 1.00 |b.12to’ .25 (b.12to .25 2,00
Bhoes, pair._......... .00 4.00 b.2% 20 4.00 5.00
%i.tchcn chairs, ?fglaé.“.......-.......-..------_.. h i =k g 5‘3 2-[5‘?l scfeiaeniin 3.% 8.%
read, per poun = P . ? 2 .06 F
Flour, per pound.... 02 .8 .04 06 . 054 .08
Butter, per pound .18 25 .50 LBl .75 .55
Sungar, per pound. .05 06 L1128 .08 124 .10
Tea, per pound...... .40 75 .50 1.00 2.0 1.50
Coffan, NOr POUNG = oo ccian snsnanrasnassnans st sasaesen snsis smrnmsepss 25 .25 .42 .34 .80 .88
Milk, per quart... 05 10 -08 .06 .04 .09
Birup, per gallon. .30 .7 G P e O, 2 ki s Lt 4.00
Rice, per pound .06 .08 .10 .08 .07 .m
Meat. per pound 10 .10 .06 .10 12 .20
Canned fruit ..... .12 .16 e et 1.00 1.50
Canned vegetables: s o e e e el 09 A2 Wt 1.00 .60
Poultry, each. .... 30 .13 .25 .20 , 25 31
Ham, per pound.. .12 ] .28 .50 .60 .85
Bacon, per pound - 12 12 R e .60 .80
Fish, per pound .. > .10 . | | PSS 60 25 .81
Corn, per pound . . 5 004 L0l Lol .01 L0l .0
Boans, POrPOUNA. c.cveeaminmmsmsnmnansanssssarssnsssnsnenmessnmnnnas .04 .03 .04 084 .06 .10
Potatoes, per pound /) .00y 01 .93 .03 .07 .05
Apples, per pound .. Al 02 gt .00} A5 Eeace R e B .08
Ca]?bnge, per pound. 004 : 124 .15 c.15 .05
Cheese, per pound. - <123 .15 26 d.10 B2 .40
Tomatoes, per pound. . .00} .08 .06 A S A s e .01
Melons, each - . oo i it Z .15 12 .08 .25 AT .80
Tarnips, Per ponnl .. veeecncesbamersrancemarnan .01 04 <12 U M Y= B 01
B P DO - i i AN L b M A 05 .10 .12 10 A1 AT
Blanks denote that such goods are not for sale.
a Sandals. bHomemade. c Giilt, d Per head.

McKINLEY'S StAND OPENS CUBAN CELLS—MANY AMERICANS
RELEASED IN THE PAsT TWENTY DAYS—SPAIN AND WEYLER
vPrY FRIENDLY NOow—PoSSIBLY SHERMAN'S DECIDED UTTER-
ANCES CAUSED THE CHANGE—'‘NO ARMENIA NEAR US,” WERE
SECRETARY'S WORDS, AND DOUBTLESS THE SPANISH GOVERN-
MENT Took THE HINT AT ONCE—AMERICANS' RigHTS RE-
SPECTED.

[From the Florida Times-Union.]

W asHINGTON, D. C., March 28.

Far be it from me, the faithful correspondent of a faithful Demo-
cratic paper, to thrum the tuneful Iyre in fulsome praise of a Re-
publican Administration, but the new President and his staff of
colaborers have got hearts in them as big as a meetin’ house.

CUBAN PRISONS OPENING.

‘Without any intention of reflecting upon the late Administra-
tion or unduly praising the new one, it omes the duty of the
faithful chronicler of events, especially those in which the people
of Florida feel a deep interest, to say that there has been a marked
and gratifying change in the attitude of this Government with
reference to American citizens in Cuban prisons since the new
Administration came into power. : :

In the twenty days since McKinley assumed the duties of his
office as many American citizens have been released from Cuban
prisons as had been released under President Cleveland in twenty
weeks of the closing period of his term. Only three more Amer-
ican citizens now appeal from Cuban prisons to the Government
of the United States for their protection or release. }

‘While there are probably a dozen American citizens still in
Cuban prisons, several of these have preferred not to agitate their
cases through appeals, which might result even more disadvan-
tageously tﬁan their present conditions. The members of the
Competitor crew, who are still in prison, are now undergoing
trial with assurances of all the protection and privileges to which
American citizens are entitled. So that of the entire number who
were confined in Spanish prisons in Cuba when the present Ad-
ministration came into power, twenty working days n,]gng, only
three now remain in the list seeking for protection of this Gov-
ernment, and if the rate of releases is continued as in the past, an-
other week will see every one of these a freé man.

STRONGLY DEFINED CHANGE.

The change in the attitude of the Spanish Government and.the
governor-general and military commander of Cuba since the new
Administration came in has been strongly marked. Under the
Cleveland Administration the releases averaged possibly one a
month, and those were cases in which the men were charged with
the most trifling offenses or mere suspects, many of whom had
been held on vague and unimportant charges for many months.

For instance, the two American citizens released in the month
of December, 1896, were colored boys, born in Key West, and
charged with the terrible crime of being *voodoos.” Another of

the dismissals in the closing months of the Cleveland Aministra-
tion, that ocecuring in October, 1896, was also a ** voodoo” case,
while another was dismissed with the remark, * We have no
charge sagainst yon,” and still another with the statement that
there were no grounds for complaint.

‘When the trifling character of these charges is compared with
those made against the men who have been rel since the
present Administration came into power, the change in the attitude
of the Spanish authorities becomes more evident. Most of the
latter were charged with aiding the insurrection by direct coopera-
tion; one was captured in an insurgent hospital and another was
charﬁed with purchasing and concealing arms and ammunition
for the benefit of the insurgents, yet there has been no delay since
the incoming of the new Administration in granting to every
American citizen within Cuban prisons either the fullest right of
trial under the guarantees of freaty relations or a prompt dis-
missal from imprisonment.

DESIRE FRIENDLY RELATIONS,

How this remarkable change in the attitude of the Spanish au-
thorities has come about the officials of the State Department do
not indicate in detail. It is known, however, that both the Span-
ish Government and General Weyler, who is governor-general as
well as military commander, have developed a marked change in
attitnde since March 4. It is known that the high officials of the
Spanish Government promptly indicated to Minister Taylor their
strongest desires for absolute friendliness between that Govern-
ment and the new Administration of the United States Govern-
ment, and that General Weyler also shows a decided change in
attitnde with the incoming of the new Administration.

Whatever may have been the real intentions of the Spanish
Government during the closing year of the last Administration,
and whatever may have been their instructions to General Weyler,
it is kmown that he was Iar&e]ya law unto himself in the Island of
Cuba and that if the Spanish Government indicated to him the de-
sire for justice to American citizens, which it outwardly professed,
its desires and instructions were absolutely disrega,rd};g by him.

This is shown by his refusal to release or grant trials to Amer-
ican citizens in Cuba during all the time he had been in charge
there up to March 4, 1897, the result being the death. if not the
murder, of citizens of the United States imprisoned in that island.
That there has been since March 4 a remarkable change in his
attitude as well as that of his Government is shown by the fact
that every third day, on an average, has since that time witnessed
the release of an American citizen in Cuba, many of whom had
been held in confinement for many months.

. M'KINLEY'S STRONG UTTERANCES.

‘What has been the cause of this remarkable change in the atti-
tude of those who were holding American citizens in imprison-
ment withont opportunity for trial can not be learned in detail,
as, of course, a large share of the work of the State Department
is necessarily withheld from the public. Probably it may have




1897.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

2937

been in part the direct statements of the Secretary of State to the
Spanish minister here, or throngh our minister in Spain and our
consulin Cuba. Probably it mayhave beenin part the terse, vigor-
ous utterances of President McKinley's inangural, in which he said:

It will be our aim to pursue a firm and dignified foreign policy, which shull
be just, impartial, ever watchful of our national honor, and always insist-
ing upon the enforcementof the lawful rights of American citizens every-
where. Our diplomacy should seek nothing more and accept nothing less
than is due us. K i

Probably it may have been in part the vigorous ufterances of
Secretary Sherman during the closing days of his service as Sen-
ator, when he said, on February 23, 1897:

Itrust in God the time will never come when I shall see an American citi-
zen wronged of his rights and persecuted and prosecuted unjustly by any
power, great or small. I am opposed to wrong and violence and tgaumg
wherever it is exercised, and when it is inflicted upon a citizen of the Unite
Btates I will stand by him if I am alone.

Or perhaps that other expression from him on February 28, 1896,
in which he said:

‘We do not wantan Armenia near our shores, and if one shall be established
there it will be overtbrown.

Mr. ALLISON subsequently said: Owing to the pressure of the
debate to-day, I was not able to present two or three tables relat-
ing to the sugar schedule which I should be glad to have inserted
in the RECORD, if there is no objection. I ask unanimous consent
that these three tables be inserted in the RECORD.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the request
made by the Senator from Iowa?

Mr. PETTUS. 1 should like to know who made the tables.
Who is the author?

Mr. ALLISON.

Colonel Tichenor prepared two of the tables.
I myself prepared the other.

I submit them to be printed in the
REcorDp without comment.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, the order
will be made. The order is made.
The tables referred to are as follows:

Duty on 100 pounds. Differentials.
Degree Ae;:ered 7 :
value. Act of 1804 | House. | Senate committee. | Senate. Coegggr Al‘g;m":'f House. cﬂﬁ‘:;ﬁct_ge Senate, (’;"?égr'
Cents. |Per cent. Cen Per cent. Cents. | Cents. Cents. Cents, Cents.

|| ettt S e 35.46 40 $1.00 0. 49 76 £0.90 $0.95 b, 40.82 104.92 62 55.65
76 .. .M 40 1.03 71.13 75 .98 L85 b6, 34 88.34 99,44 60,32 52.35
y y ffot 40, 42 40 1. 06 75.78 75 96 1.02 53.53 5,97 94.12 57.76 49.10
™. 42.88 40 1.09 £80.41 5 .99 1.055 51.80 33.72 89.01 55.33 46.16
. 45,87 40 112 85. 065 5 1.02 1.09 48.14 31.58 84,03 53.01 43.26
80 .. 4784 40 1.15 80.71 75 L5 1,125 45,59 290.55 79.23 50.78 40, 48
8l.. 50.32 40 1.18 04,36 75 1.08 1.16 43.12 27.63 T4.61 48,68 7.8
8. 52.80 40 1.21 29 75 111 1.195 40.75 25.83 70.18 46. 60 5. 34
& 55.28 40 1.24 | 103.64 75 1.14 1.23 83,48 .01 65.01 44.61 2.9
8 57.75 40 1.27 | 108.285 i 1.17 1.265 36.29 22.55 61.81 43.04 30.70
85 60. 23 40 1.80 | 112.93 VB 120 1.30 34.20 21.09 57.89 41.39 28,560
86 62.7 40 1.83 | 117.58 5. 1.23 1,335 3221 19.73 54.13 89,84 20. 60
87 65.18 40 1.86 | 122.22 5 1.26 1.87 80,30 18.50 50.57 88,43 H.T5
88 67.66 40 1.89 | 138.20 35 1.39 1. 405 23,48 17.35 33,28 24.85 23.001
89 .. 70,14 40 1.42 | 142.37 1.42 1.4 26.76 16.83 30,84 23.83 21.42
90 . 71.98 40 1.45 | 145.99 1.45 1.475 25,88 15.43 20.21 2.93 19.96
1) 74.05 40 1.48 | 149.79 1.48 1.51 24.80 14.62 27.48 2.12 18.62
e__. 76.12 40 1.51 | 153.60 1.51 1.545 23,81 13.95 25. 90 21.45 17.42
... 78.18 40 1.54 | 157.41 1.54 1.58 2 91 13.88 24.47 20,88 16.35
S 80. 57 40 1.57 | 161.50 1.67 1.615 2171 12.82 22.87 20.82 | ® 15.41
% .. 8287 40 1.60 | 166.51 1.e0 1.65 20. 69 12.56 21.49 20.06 14.59
96 .. 85.12 40 1.63 | 169.48 1.63 1. 685 19.82 12.33 20.31 19,83 13.91
97 .. 86,35 40 1.66 | 172.56 1.66 1.72 20.11 12.20 20.23 19.70 13.87
98 87.62 40 1.00 | 175.67 1.69 1.755 20.41 12.20 20.23 19,70 12.95
... 88. 86 40 1.72 | 178.75 1.72 1.79 20.78 12.28 20. 35 19.78 12.66
100 _ 89.48 40 1.75 | 18130 1.7 1.8% 21.82 12.50 21.156 8.65 12,50
Refi *111.30 40 1874 202.45 L9 s 7 P RRERSeRs) as A

* Plus one-eighth of a cent.

The values in the second column are the averages of the following su

E;amai . Barbados, S8anto Domin

—Centrifugal and molasses sugars from Cun B E 4 TATS, % i -
et %ﬂﬂ%ﬂ&‘ia o ;u% flrga!_n Antigua, Dami;’:"a. m&m:ﬁ. Nevis, St. Kitts, Brazil, Jamaica, l?aedtg;, and ﬁﬂc‘%tgﬁ?ri(gefﬁeI?gi?honm
I y (8
Raﬂned—&tcrl‘:gm ed, German refined (fine grade), and German granulated (first marks) during the same period (2.47).

The differential under the conference report on 100 pounds of | On 1,000.000 $141.00
sugar testing 96 degrees (which is the grade of sugar chiefly im- | O 100000 pounds - Lo
ported) is 1.41 cents over one-eighth of 1 cent. EFI!‘ll:e following | On 1‘|m‘r|i;_mlf mu‘nd, 1,}}{2‘%
table shows on this basis the total differential on the respective | On 3,000,000,000 pounds.. 473, 000, 00

weights of such sugar:

The duty on this 3,000,000,000 pounds is 1.95 cents per pound,

O 0o R e $0.0141 | making the total cost of same equal to 4 cents per pound and
On };}fumwu‘;l;igﬂ-: 11 | probably over, or a cost of §120,000,000, while the differential, as
On 1m,ufgounds .................................................... 1410 | above stated, is 5423,000.
Duty on amount necessary to produce 100
el Duty on 100 pounds. pounds refined. Differentials.
Degree. | entered Rl |
ce| Confer- Finance Confer- Finance Confer-

value. ‘&lﬂ'}ff House.! Com- |Senate.|ence com- Al‘;aff House.]| Com- |Senate.|ence com- Agaf_’f House.| Com- |Senate.| ance com-

mittea. mittee mittes, mittee, mittee. mittee.

Cents. | Cenfs. | Cents. | Cents. Cents. Cents. | Cents, | Cents. | Cents. Cents. Cents. | Cents, | Cents. | Cents, Cents.
815 100 59. L'!l 20 *H 46.20 | 146.68 86.71 | 132.01 139.85 | 65.10 | 40.82 115.74 62.99 55, 65
3t 108 83.75 9% 98.5 | 49. 149.16 02.581 | 134.68 142.64 | 62.08 | 38.34 110,14 60,32 52.36
36.5 106 63, 44 96 10 52.18 | 151.53 07.93 | 137.2¢ 145.81 | 50,12 | 85.97 104. 52 b7.76 50.19
39 109 73.12 99 106.5 | 565.02 | 153.78 108.16 | 139.67 148, 56.28 | 33.72 99.29 55.83 47.16
41.5 112 77.81 102 109 57.77 | 155.01 107.52 | 141.99 151.74 | 563.53 | 31.5% 04.93 53.01 43.26
44 115 82.50 105 112.5 | 60.43 | 157.95 113,81 | 14.22 154, 50.87 | 29.55 B9, 14 50.78 40.48
46.5 118 87.19 108 116 63 159. 87 118.12| 146,32 157.16° | 48.30 | 27.63 8433 48.08 a7.84
49 121 01,87 111 110.5 | 65.47 | 161.67 22,74 | 148.81 150,66 | 45.83 | 25.83 79.71 46, 69 35. 34
51.5 124 96. 56 114 123 67.85 | 163. 56 127.21 | 150.39 161.04 | 43.45 | 23.¢¢ 75.24 4469 33. 96
bt 127 101.25 117 126.5 | 70.14 | 164.95 181.50 | 15196 164.90 | 4L.16 | 22.55 7095 43.04 30.10
56.5 130 5. 94 120 130 72.33 | 166. 41 135.61 | 153,61 166.41 | 38.97 | 21.C9 6. 84 41.39 28,59
59 133 110, 62 123 133.5 | 74.42 | 167.97 139, 155. 16 148, 36.88 | 19.73 62,91 39. 84 26. 60
61.5 1536 Iié. 81 126 157 T6.43 | 169 143.30 | 156,57 170.25 | 34.87 | 18.50 59.15 38,43 2475
64 150 135 139 140.5 | 78.84 | 170.15 165.25 | 170.15 171.99 | 32.96 | 17.35 97.20 2485 23.01
66.5 142 13_9, 19 142 144 80.16 | 171.17 167.98 | 171.17 178.58 | 381.14 | 16.33 36T 23.83 21.42
99 145 148,457 145 147.6 | 81.88 | 172.07 170,14 | 17207 175.04 | 20.42 | 15.43 82.31 22,08 19.96
:_1.5 148 1{-1..36 148 151 83.52 | 172.88 172.65 | 172.88 176.38 | 27.78 | 1462 20.80 =12 18.62
T4 151 151.75 151 154.5 | 85.08 | 173.55 174.42 | 173.55 17758 | 26.24 | 13.95 28.03 2145 17.42
76.5 154 155, 4 154 158 86.50 | 174.12 176.32 | 174.12 178.65 | 2480 | 13.38 26.13 20. 88 16.85
i 157 lﬁfl.'l.'s 157 161.5 | 87.85 | 174.58 178.05 | 174.58 179.50 | 23.45 | 12.82 24,40 20.32 15.41
81.5 160 164.31 160 165 80,11 | 174.94 179.66 | 17494 180.41 | 22.19 | 12.58 22.79 20. 06 14.50
84 163 164, 50 163 188.5 | 90.28 | 175,17 18109 | 175.17 18109 | 21.02 | 1283 21.36 19.83 13.901
85.25 166 171.59 166 172 90,02 | 175.30 181.20 | 175.30 181.63 | 21.28 | 12.20 21.25 19,70 13.37
86.45 160 174. 64 169 175.5 | 89.68 | 175.30 181.15 | 175.80 182.46 | 262 12,20 21.30 19.70 13.54
g. i5 E‘.;; %gﬁ ?l% }g " gA% ﬁgﬁ {Q% iq?§22 182.85 | 2@ 421 1228 21.47 10.78 12.65

LT . 2 . 2 2. 3

111.30 | 1873 202.45 195 TR SR, SRR e Pl RO A0 el B B W T ey

Ave value of raw St. Croix (West Indies) sugars durin,
1 (fin 247

vatined (fine grade), and German granulated (first marks), during the same period.

four months ending April 10, 1807, and upon the average value of Dutch refined, German
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ORDER OF BUSINESS,

Mr, ALLEN. Imove that the Senate proceed to the considera-
tion of executive business. ]

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the
Senator from Nebraska, that the Senate proceed to the considera-
tion of executive business. .

Mr. LODGE. Before that isdone, I desire fo make a report from
the Committee on Printing in order to have printed some copies
of the tariff bill. I hope the Senator from Nebraska will with-
hold his motion until I can do that and dispose of one or two other
small matters from the Commitiee on Printing.

Mr. ALLEN. I will do that, Mr. President.

Mr. LODGE. I send to the desk two resolutions for which I
ask present consideration, 3

Mr. COCKRELL. I insist, Mr. President, that the report shall
not be read until there is order in the Senate.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Order must be maintained on the
floor of the Senate and in the galleries, Business will not proceed
until order is restored. [A pause.] The Secretary will read the
resolution. ’

Mr. COCKRELL. With the number of persons moving about
the floor of the Senate we can not hear, and I insist npon order.
There are seats for all in the Chamber, or if not, there is room in
the cloakrooms.

Mr. VEST. Or outside.

Mr. ALLEN. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to
the consideration of executive business.

Mr. MORGAN, I ask the Senator—

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr.
ALLEN] moves that the Senate proceed to the conmsideration of
executive business. i -

. MASON. I ask unanimous consent fo submit a resolution,
andlaakthatitmaybeactedggn. .

Mr, HALE. Regular order, Mr, President.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair can not entertain the reso-
lution at the present moment.

r. HALE and others, Regular order!

Mr. MASON. What is the regular order?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr.
ALLEN] has moved that the Senate proceed to the consideration
of executive business. The question is on that motion. [Putting
the qu&ationc.} The ayes appear to prevail.

Mr. MORGAN. I ask for the yeas and nays.

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

Mr, PASCO (when his name was called). I desire to announce
my pair with the Senator from Washington [Mr. WirLsox]. If
he were present, I shounld vote * nay.”

The result was announced—yeas 46, nays 22; as follows:

YEAS—46.
Aldric Elkins, McEnery, na
Allan,h‘ Fair MecMillan, ?-awz :
ﬁ%wn, Foraker, Mason, Bhoup,
er, Morrill, Spooner,
Burrows, ger, Nelson, ‘;‘te]rm.
Carter. Gear, ‘eller,
Chaudfer. Hale, Perkins, Thmi;on,
Clark, Hansbrough, Pettus, Turner,
Cockrell, Hawley, Platt, Conn. ‘Warren,
Culiom, Hoar, Platt, N. Y. ‘Wetmore,
Dayis, m&éﬂ, Pritchard,
De McBride, Proctor,
NAYS—22.
Baco: Gorman, Mitchell, Turley,
e el e
= ones, urpny,
Buatler, Lindsay, Roach, ‘White.
Caffery, Mallory, Smith,
Chilton, Mills, Tillman,
NOT VOTING—21.
Can Hanna, Mantle, Wellington,
Olay. " Heitfeld, Martin, Wilson.
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Pasco, Wolcott.
Faulkner, EG?:BY' }’at— 4 ;;w.
ﬂBO'IgB‘ v W
Gray, léLaurin. Turpie,

So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the
eonsideration of executive business. After nine minutes spent in
executive session the doors were reopened.

CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR ALASKA.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The unfinished business is the reso-
lution reported by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris] from
the Committee on Pacific Railroads.

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask unanimous consent for the con-
gideration at this time of House bill 3050, which is a bill to amend
the act providing a civil government for Alaska. It is a brief
bill, and will take but a minunte.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of
the Senator from North Dakota o proceed to the consideration of
the bill named by him?

Mr. HOAR and Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let it be read for in-
formation.
Mr. PASCO. 1 supgom it is understood that the bill is not to

disturb the regular order? (
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. The bill

‘will be read for information, subject o objection.

Mr. BERRY. The unfinished business is not to be set aside,
I understand, by the consideration of the bill of the Senator from
North Dakota?
The VICE-PRESIDENT. - The Chair understands that the re-
quest is for unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill.
_Mr. PASCO, I want to know if objection can be made at any

time?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection may be made at any time
after the reading of the bill.

The Secretary read the bill (H. R. 8950) to amend section 8 of
the act entitled ‘“An act g;'oviding a civil government for Alaska,”
approved May 17, 1884, to create the office of surveyor-general for

aska, and for other purposes, as follows:

Be it enacted b]{ tie Senate and House of Representatives, ele., That section
8 of an act entitled “An act providing a civil government for Alaska' be,

the same is hereby, amended by striking out the words *the commis-
sioner m‘ovided for lay this act to reside in Bitka shall be ex officio register
of said land office, and the clerk provided for by this aect shall be ex officio
receiver of public mone he marshal provided for by this act shall ba
ex io surveyor-general of said District.”

BEC. 2. That there shall be appointed by the President, by and with the
advice and consent of the Senate, a surveyor-general for the District of
Alaska, embracing one surveying district.

BEC. 3. That the surveyor-general of Alaska shall receive a salary at the
rate of §2,000 per annum.

Sec. 4. That the President is authorized and emgowared. in his discretion,
to divide said Territory into two land districts and to designate the bounda-
riesthereof, and he is authorized and amtmwered toa ‘ﬁuint, by and with
the advice and consent of the Senate, a register of said additional land office
and receiver of Subiio moneys therefor, and in case of the creation of such
additional land district the surveyor-general shall serve in both districts.

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

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

MAP OF THE UNITED STATES.

Mr. GEAR. I ask unanimous consent at this time for the con-
sideration of a joint resolution which will not take any time. If
it does, I will withdraw it.

. The ;gCE-PRESIDENT. The title of the joint resolution will
stated.

The SECRETARY. A joint resolution (8. R. 60) Eroviding for
the g;:lblication and distribution of the map of the United States.

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the present
consideration of the joint resolution?

Mr. TURPIE. I object.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made,

Mr. GEAR. All right.

SENATE PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS,

Mr, JONES of Nevada. I have three resolutions which I am
instructed to report by the Committee to Audit and Control the
Contingent Expenses of the Senate.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the reports? The Chair hears none,

Mr. JONES of Neva I am instructed by the Committee to
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to
whom was referred the resolution submitted by the Senator from
New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] on the 23d instant, to report it
with an amendment, and I ask for its present consideration.

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider the
resolution, as follows:

Resolved, That there be allowed and paid to John Irwin, jr., late clerk of
the Committee on Privil and Elections, from the contingent fund of the
Senate, §700, as compensation for his services in the preparation of the am)ren-
gi’tx ]E))‘éemta Election Cases, authorized by concurrent resolution of ch

The amendment reported by the Committee to Aundit and Con-
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate was to strike out
$45700 ? and insert * $600.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The resolution as amended was agreed to.

DOCUMENTS IN SENATE TERRACE.

Mr. JONES of Nevada. Iam instructed by the Committee to
Aundit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom
was referred the resolution submitted by the Senator from Colo-
rado [Mr, TELLER] on the 22d instanf, to report it favorably and
without amendment. I ask for its present consideration.

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the
resolution, as follows:

Resolvgd, That the Bergeant-at-Arms be authorized to employ a coma)etant

rson to index and arrange the documents in the file rooms of the Official
E‘porters in the Senate terrace, such person to be paid from the contingent
fund of the Senate a sum nottoexeeeim
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Mr. COCKRELL. What is that for?

Mr. TELLER. That is a resolution which I introduced. The
documents which our Official Reporters have to go to in makin
up their RECORD have been very much disturbed and disarran
by some work which has been done in the room where their docu-
mentsare located, and the Sergeant-at-Arms thinks it is necessary
to‘imve them rearranged. The Reporters are very anxious to have
it done.

Mr. JONES of Nevada. I made an examination of the matter
and found how much the whole work will cost, and the officers
estimate that abont 8300 will cover it. The resolution is limited
to a snm not to exceed that amount.

& Mr. TELLER. Itis very important that the work should be

one.
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The guestion is on the adoption of
the resolution. -

The resolution was agreed to.

DIGEST OF DECISIONS AND PRECEDENTS.

Mr. JONES of Nevada. I am instructed by the Committee to
Audit and Control the Contingent E ses of the Senate, to
whom was referred the resolution submitted by the Senator from
Delaware [Mr. GrAY] on the 16th instant, to report it favorably
and without amendment. I ask for its present consideration.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read.

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows:

Resolved, That SBenate Miscellaneons Document No. 208, second session
Fifty-third Congress, being a ** Digest of decisions and precedents of the Sen-
ate and House of Representatives of the United States relating to their pow-
ers, privileges," etc.. with certain addenda and revisions, be reprinted and
inderad, under the direction of the Committee on Prinﬁltlhg‘ for the use of the
ial services required and rendered in the

Benate. Any spec execution of this
order shall be paid for out of the contingent fund of the Sepate. =~ =

Resolved, That 100 additional copies be printed and bound for distribution
by the compiler.

Mr. HOAR. Should not that resolution contain a clause to add
any decisions which have been made since the original document
was printed?

Mr. JONES of Nevada. I think the resomtion includes that.

Mr. COCKRELL. Ought not that resolution to come from the

Committee on Pnntmﬂii; :
Mr. JONES of Nevada. Itwas considered by the Committee on
Printing in the first instance.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution has been before both
the Commattee on Printing and the Committee to Audit and Con-
trol the Contingent Exﬁ).:anses of the Senate.

Mr. COCKRELL, t the resolution be again read.

The Secremrés in read the resolution. :

‘Mr. COCKRELL. That is a very queer resolution. It simply
authorizes this compilation, and there is no appropriation made
for the printing of it. It is to be a revision, and I do not under-
stand what can be done under this resolution if it shall be agreed
to. Let the resolution be read again, so that we may see what
can be done under it.

Mr. HOAR. - The resolution merely provides for the reprinting
of a former docnment.

Mr. COCKRELL. Have we the right to pay for this work out
of the contingent fund of the Senate if it exceeds $500? I think it
will be sure to exceed $500 in cost.

Mr. JONES of Nevada. The cost is not to exceed $500; and I
think we have a right to pay up to that amount.

Mr. BERRY. I object to the further consideration of the reso-
lution. M is not in order.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the resolution
will lie over.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J.
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the
House had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 879) to provide revenue
for the Government and fo enco the industries of the United
States; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President.

PAY OF EMPLOYEES.

Mr. ALLISON. I ask for the present consideration of House
joint resolution No. 82, to which I think there will be no objec-
tion. I ask that it may be read, and if any Senator objects to its
consideration I will withdraw it.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read for
information, subject to objection.

‘The Secretary read the joint resolution (H. Res. 82) to pay the
officers and employees of the Senate and House of Representatives
on the day following adjournment; and, by unanimonsconsent, the
Sginate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider-
ation.

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend-
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
; UNIVERSITY OF THE UNITED SBTATES,

Mr. HAWLEY. On behalf of the absent Senator from Mary-
land [Mr. WELLINGTON] who i8 chairman of the Committee to

a concurrent resolution anthorizing the President of the

Establish the University of the United States, I ask an order to
print a report of the committee, giving a carefully prepared his-
torical and argumentative account of all movements in the direc-
tion of a national university. I have theapproval of the Commit-
tee on Printing, and I have an estimate of the cost.

Mr. WALT L. What is it?

Mr. HAWLEY. A report of the Committee to Establish the
University of the United States; a majority report, probably. It
came to me from the chairman of the committee.

Mr. WALTHALL. There has been no meeting of the commit-
tee this session.

Mr. HAWLEY. Iwill statewhat isthe request madeof me. He
instructed a gentleman familiar with this subject to premﬁe a full
historical and argumentative statement of what has n done
since the beginning of the Government, etc., the arguments of
leading friendsof the movement throughout the United States.

Mr. WALTHALL. That has been done several times,

Mr. HAWLEY. If so, the docnments are exhausted and the
statements are incomplete.

Mr. WALTHALL. I object, Mr. President. There has been
no meeting of the committee.

Mr. HAWLEY. Very well.

EXECUTIVE SESSION,

The Senate resumed the consideration of executive business.
After twenty-five minutes spent in executive session the doors
were reopened, '

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of']g:(freaantatives‘ by Mr. W. J.
BrowNING, its Chief Clerk, announ that the House had
nate

and the Speaker of the House of Representatives to close the pres-
ent session by adjourning their r tive Houses on Saturday
J ult{e%. at 9 o’clock p. m., in which it requested the concurrence
of Senate.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED.

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had
signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 82) to pay the officers
and employees of the Senate and House of Representatives.on the
day following adjournment; and it was therenpon signed by the
Vice-President.

PRINTING OF TARIFF LAW,

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Printing, reported the fol-
lowing concurrent resolution; which was considered by unani-
mous consent, and agreed to:

Resolved by the Senate (the Hi W concu there
be printed l,'gr the use ol? Oonm 'Ir50. copies ?tuths hgiﬂu J%rTﬁfatlw in
¥un hlet form with paper cover, to be apportioned as follows: 25,000 copies

or the use of the House of Representatives, 10,000 copies for the use of the
SBenate, and 15,000 copies for the use of the Committee on Finance of the Senate,

COMPILATION OF TREATIES.

On motion of Mr. LODGE, the Committes to Audit and Con-
trol the Contingent of the Senate was discharged from
the further consideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 64) pro-
viding for a compilation of all treaties now in force between the
United States and any foreign government.

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution; which was
read, as follows:

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, efc., That a competent

rson be employed., under the direction of the Committee on Foreign Rela-
ons, to make a compilation of all the treaties now in force between the
United States and any foreign Government. Baid compilation shall contain
the full text of the treaties now in force, ther with a citation of any de-
cision which may have been made in to said treaties by the Supremse
Court of the United States or any court of Federal jurisdiction. The said
work also containa list, in chronological order, of all the treaties at any
time made by the United States with other f conntries, with a refer-
ence to the page and volume where the text of the same may be found, the
whole to be carefully indexed by countries and by subject-matters. ere
shall be printed 1, a?&nes of said volume: 1.000 for the use uf the House of
Representatives and for the use of the Senate.

The joint resolution wwm the Senate without amend-
ment, ordered to be engr for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF CUSTOMS LAWS,

On motion of Mr. ALLISON, the Senate reconsidered the vote
by which the resolution this day submitted by him, providing for
the prepa.m{;a‘;m of a comparative statement of the customs laws,
was agreed to.

Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to:

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and they are hereby, directed,
during the recess of Congress. to prepare a comparative statement of the
customs laws from 1800 to 18907, inclusive, ther with official statistics and
official data relating thereto; and the provisions of the Senate resolution of
March 19, 1897, are hereby continued in foree for this purpose.

ALFREDO H. HUGNET.

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following
message from the President of the United States; which was read,
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and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commitbee on
" Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed:

To the Senate of the United States:

In riii)oum to the resolution of the Senate of July 18 instant, as follows:

** Resolved, That the President be requested to send to the Senate, if in his
opinion it is not incompatible with the public interests, all the information
in possession of the Government relating to the arrest of Alfredo H. Hugnet,
a citizen of the United States, on or about the 6th of September, 1808, and his
imprisonment in Habana, Cuba, by Spanish authority, and the that
were preferred against him. if any. and as to the process under which he was
arrested and imprisoned, and the place and manner of his imprisonment, and
his treatmest while he was in prison, he was released, whether any and
wli:‘i; conditions were imposed upon him as the conditions of his release from
prison "'— SEvE

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of State and the

correspondence requested.
WILLIAM McKINLEY.
ExecuTivE MANSION,
Washington, July 24, 1897. . .

FINAL ADJOURNMENT.

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the followin
concur;'gnt. resolution of the House of Representatives; whic
‘Was read:

Resolved by the House of Representatlives (the Senate concwrring), That the
President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Re)grasentatim
be authorized to close the present session by adjourning their respective
Houses on Saturday, July 2£ at 9 o’clock p. m.

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I desire to make a parliamen-
tary inquiry upon that resolution. It has been the uniform prac-
tice of the Senate since I have been here, without any variation at
all, when a resolution of this character came from the House, to
refer it to the Committee on Appropriations. That practice, of
course, has interpreted the will of the Senate heretofore upon mat-
ters of this kind, and it is predicated, if I may be permitted to say
so, upon this state of law: A motion made in the Senate by any
Senator to adjourn, whether under the rule to the next day or to
a day certain from any previous fime, is a motion that that Sen-
ator has a right to make as a privileged question whenever some-
body else is not on the floor or whenever the Senate is not divid-
ing. and to have it acted upon without debate.

at is a motion originating in this body; itis the privilege of a
Senator; but the House of Representatives can not make a motion
in the Senate to adjourn. The House can only send us their reso-
lution; and every resolution that comes from the House of Repre-
sentatives is open to debate and open to amendment. It being a
resolution from the House of Re%resentatives and not originating
in this body, it is not controlled by the rule of the Senate which
relates to motions that do originate in this body.

Then, of course, the House can not impose upon the Senate the
consideration of any question as a matter of privilege and as also
a matter that must be considered by us without debate, becanse
if the Hounse could do that, or if we counld do the same thing in
respect of the House, the House could at any moment at all inter-
rupt the business of the Senate and compel us to stop it, no matter
how important it might be in our estimation, and proceed with-
out debate to the consideration of a subject that they themselves
submitted to us.

Therulesin regard to adjournment found in Jefferson’s Manual
and those found in our rules of procedure relate to matters of ad-
journment that arise, as I have stated, within each House, and not
to the concurrent action of the two Houses. I maintain, sir, that
no concurrent action can be had between the two Houses except
by a vote of the Senate, on which vote every Senator has the right
to offer his amendment. Oftentimes I have seen the day changed
here. When the House has suggested a certain day, I have seen
the day changed by the action of the Senate to a different time,
and I have heard uniformly as much debate about it as the Senate
chose to engage in. I make the parliamentary inquiry whether
the resolution is not subject to a reference to a committee, and
also whether it is not subject to amendment and to debate?

Mr. ALDRICH. It seems tome that the parliamentary inquiry
is simdply a hypothetical question. If the Senator raises the point
of order that the resolution is not in order, then he might expect
the presiding officer of this body to decide that question. But it
seems to me that it is no part of the duty of a presiding officer to
answer hypothetical questions. I did not understand that the
Senator from Alabama made any point of order in regard to the
present consideration of the resolution. If that matter is before
the Senate, either upon a point of order or in any other way, I
shall be glad to make some suggestions upon the other side of the
question.

Mr. MORGAN. I do not make the point of order because I
desire to give the Chair an opportunity to express his opinion upon
the parliamentary situation, and because there is a regular order
before the Senate which might interrupt the resolution, and which
wounld interrupt it, no doubt. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr.
THURSTON] is entitled to the floor and will take it upon the pend-
ing resolution. Strictly speaking, the adjournment resolution is

not in order because if interferes with the regular order now before
the Senate, and I therefore, at the suggestion of the Senator from
Rhode Island, make that preliminary question.

Mr. ALDRICH. It seems very clear that the reason given b
the Senator from Alabama why the resolntion is notinorder woul
not hold. If it can not ever displace the regular order, a resolu-
tion of adjournment never could be considered by this body, and
we would be kept in continuons session. That seems to me very
clear. It appears to me that if a resolution of final adjournment
is not a privileged motion, no privileged motion can be made in
this body.

Mr. MORGAN. It is not so stated.

Mr. ALDRICH. Under the rules of the Senate any question
relating to adjournment——

Mr. MORGAN. It is not classed as a privileged motion.

Mr. ALDRICH. Isalwaysin order and takes precedence of all
other motions.

Mr. MORGAN. Can the Senator pointont in Jefferson’s Man-
ual or in any rule of the Senate where a motion for the final ad-
Jjournment of the two bodies is a privileged motion?

Mr. ALDRICH. The last clause of the twenty-second rule, I
think, states distinctly that all questions relating to adjournment
take precedence of all other motions, and must be considered and
proceeded with without debate. .

Mr. MORGAN. That does not make it a question of privilege,

Mr. ALDRICH. It does make it a question of privilege—

Mr. MORGAN. I do not think so.

Mr. ALDRICH. Becauseit givessuch motions precedence over
all other motions and all other business, without debate.

Mr. MORGAN. The House has no privilege on the floor of the
Senate. Privileges belong to members of this body.

Mr. ALDRICH. But this resolution is lere a.ndy it is to be pro-
ceeded with under the rules of the Senate and in accordance with
the ordinary rules of parliamentary law. It must be disposed of,
and such resolutions have always been disposed of in the ordinary
course of business without discussion and immediately.

Mr. BERRY. No; not without debate.

Mr. MORGAN. I appeal to the Senator from Iowa, who has
been a member of the Committee on Appropriations for years, if
these resolutions have not uniformly been referred to the Commit-
tee on Appropriations?

Mr. HOAI!. ‘Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to read
to him one Senate rule which I think has escaped his memory for
the moment?

Mr. MORGAN. Varfr good.

Mr. HOAR. Very seldom anything escapes it. - It is the fifth
clause of Rule VII:

The presiding officer may at nnga}ime lay, and it shall be in order at any
time for a Senator to move to lay, before the Senate any bill or other matter
sent to the Senate by the President or the House of resentatives,
any question’ pending at that time shall be suspended for this purpose.

Now, if the Senator will pardon me——
_ Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me %’ust one moment,
it was my recollection of the existence of that rule that cansed me
to say that I doubted as to whether it was not in order for the
matter coming from the House to be considered; that is to say—
Mr, HOAR. That was the foundation of what I was about to

say.

‘Mr. MORGAN. Now,if the Senator will allow meto change—

Mr. PASCO, I should like to ask what is before the Senate?

Mr. MORGAN. Is the resolution before the Senate?

Mr. ALDRICH. It has been laid before the Senate.

Mr. PASCO. It is not yet before the Senate.

Mr. CULLOM. It was laid before the Senate by the Chair.

Mr. PASCO. It was simplyread; that is all,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. E‘ha Chair under the rule did lay the
ggncrgrent resolution of the House of Representatives before the

nate,

Mr. MORGAN.
A;J)Em riations,

r. HOAR. The rule retiuires that any matter from the Hounse
of Representatives may be laid before the Senate at any time by
the Chair in his discretion or may be called up by any Senator in
his discretion. This matter has been laid before the Senate by the
Chair in his diseretion, and the pending business was interrupted
for that purpose. The Senator from Alabama says with great
propriety, and with that exactness of comprehension that distin-
guishes him, that in such a case it has been the habit of the Senate
to move to refer a resolution of this class to the Committee on
Appropriations. That istrue. Butif that be true,it involves the
proposition, and if is also equally true, that the Senate may make
an{I other Rroper disposition of it.
r. MORGAN. do not donbt that.

Mr. HOAR. And I move, if it be in order, that the Senate con=
cur in the resolution of the House of Representatives.

Mr, MORGAN. A motion to refer has precedence.

Then I move to refer it to the Committee on
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Mr, PASCO. Mr. President—

Mr. HOAR. I desire my motion, if it bein order, to bestated by
the (‘_‘;L:lgir as the pending motion before the Senator from Florida

roceeds.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts
moves that the Senate concur in the resolution of the House of
Represeutatives.

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, I do not think that this resolution
can be now considered if an objection is made, and I call attention
to Rule X1V, clause 5, which reads:

5. All resolutions shall lie over one day for consideration unless by unani-
mous consent the Senate shall otherwise direct.

I admit, Mr. President, that a bill, or a message from the Presi-
dent, or a message from the Hounse of Representatives can be pre-
sented to the Senate; bnt it does not necessarily follow that it
comes up at once for consideration. That matter is controlled by
the rule I have read. It can only be taken up for consideration
to-day by the unanimous consent of the Senate.

If the Senator from Alabama enters an objection, all of these
motions which are being made now by the Senator from Massa-
chusetts. by the Senator from Alabama, or by any other Senator,
necessarily go over until the next legislative day. They can not
now be considered unless by the nnanimous consent of the Senate
it shall be otherwise ordered.

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

Mr. PASCO. Certainly.

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator think that that rule applies
to a resolution of the House of Representatives that we adjourn
to-night?

Mr. PASCO. Undoubtedly.

Mr. SPOONER. And that it should lie over until Monday next?

Mr. PASCO. Undoubtedly; it can only be considered by unan-
imous consent to-day.

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. Of course.

Mr. PASCO. When the House of Representatives sends over
such a resolution as that, they are snpposed to understand the
rules of the Senate and they are supposed to understand that this
matter can not be considered here to-day except by unanimous
consent. If a bill shonld come over to the Senate from the House
of Representatives to-day, under the rule of the Senate it could
not even be read the first time to-day, for the first clause of Rule
XIV provides: ]

1. Whenever a bill or joint resolution shall be offered, its introduction shall,
if objected to, be postponed for one day.

It matters not whether it comes from a committee of the Senate,
whether it comes from the House of Representatives, or whether
it comes from a Senator on this floor; it can be laid before the
Senate, and it remains on the table until the next day, under the
rules of the Senate, if there is objection to immediate action.
The Senate can proceed at once to the consideration of a bill, a
joint resolution, or a message from the House to the Senate only
by general consent, and we can, if we see fit, by unanimous con-
sent, act now on this resolution, but not otherwise,

These are positive and direct rules; and if there are any excep-
tions to them, the burden of };ointing out those exceptions is upon
Senators who contend that the course egrescribed by them should
not be followed. If these are privileged questions, then the ques-
tion of privilege must be shown by some other rule which sets
forth that they are privileged questions.

The rule to which the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]
called attention has no reference whatever to this matter. That
was simply as to the precedence of motions in the Senate—mat-
ters relating to the adjournment of the Senate. They do not deal
with the question of concurrent resolutions coming here from the
House of Representatives, but aimlnly with the question of the
adjournment of the Senate, and I call the attention of the Sénator
from Rhode Island to the third clause of Rule XXII, which says:

-fWh:C{l-a’ question is pending, no motion shall be received but—

[*] TTrn.

To ad}gm-n to a day certain, or that when the Senate adjourn it shall be to

a day certain,
® * *® * #* * *

‘Which several motions shall have precedence as they stand arranged.

-Those motions are simply with reference to the adjournment of
the Senate, not to the final adjournment of the two Houses of
Congress. The latter is a constitutional function. The manner
in which the two Houses of Congress shall be adjourned is laid
down in the Constitution of the United States. Neither of the
two Houses can adjourn for more than three days at a time with-
out having the consent of the other.

Nd(;w, I call attention to the third paragraph of Rule XXIL- It
reads:

To adjourn to a day certain, or j i
day % o ¥ or that when the Senate adjourn it shall be toa

Not the two Houses of Congress, but ‘“when the Senate ad-
journ.” Rule XX1I applies simply to the question of the adjourn-
ment of the Senate.

Mr, President, what are we acting on? We are acting on a
resolution coming over from the House of Representatives. The
form of that resolution comes from Jefferson’s Manunal, and I call
attention to the language to be found on page 146 of the Senate
Manual. Other matters are referred to iu the early part of the
sentence, and then it goes on to say:

In other cases it is declared by the joint vote authorizing the President of
the Senate and Speaker to close the session on a'fixed day, which is usually
in the following form.

Then follows the very form which the House of Representatives
has sent over here:

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, That the President of
the Senate and Speaker of the House of Representatives be authorized to
SI:;% fthe present session by adjourning theﬁ' respective Houses on the —

That is a conenrrent resolution, and, as I have already said, it
must, under Rule XIV, clause 5, lie over one day for considera-
tion, unless by unanimous consent the Senate shall otherwise di-
rect. Mr. President, that is the law.

Mr. ALDRICH. Is the Senator aware—I suppose he is—that
under the clause which he has read it has been tg.e uniform prac-
tice in the House of Representatives—and there are numerous
decisions upon that goint—that a motion made in that form is at
all times a privileged motion?

Mr. PASCO. I stated before that the burden of showing that
this is a privileged motion is upon a Senator who contends that i
is a privileged motion, and that must be shown by the rales of
the Senate. Whenever a Senator can point to a rule which makes
this a privileged question, then he will have carried his point.
The law is as I have stated.

‘What is the practice? I have been in the Senate a little more
than ten years, and I have seen a number of these final adjourn-
ments. As the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Monuz\sl stated a
little while ago, there has been a uniform praectice which has pre-
vailed with reference to these matters. When a resolution for
final adjournment has come over from the House of Representa-
tives, it has invariably, without a single exception, been referred
to the Committee on Appropriations, and the Committee on Appro-
priations—

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is mistaken about that. I re-
member when the last tariff bill was under consideration, at the
close of a session like this, the resolution for final adjournment
was referred to the Committee on Finance. Such resolutionsare
simply referred as a matter of convenience to the committee hav-
ing charge of the business before the Senate at the close of a ses-
sion. The Senate could refer this resolution to a committee
unquestionably, if it saw fit to do so.

Mr. PASCO. It may be that suchresolutionshave been referred
to another committee. Thatisnota questionof substance. Per-
haps it would have been better if 1 had said that such resolutions
are invariably referred to a committee. The remark of the Sena-
tor from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH| confirms that statement.
It is a matter of little consequence whether such aresolution is in
every casereferred to the Committee on Appropriations or whether
there was a single exception when such a resolution was referred
to the Committee on Finance. I will admit that, as it is not a
point of substance.

Mr. ALLISON. Such resolutions have generally been referred
to the Committee on Appropriations for the reason that the Com-
mittee on Appropriations generally has the information necessary
to inform the Senate when it will be possible to adjourn; that is
to say, we can not adjourn until the appropriation bills have been
passed, and of course the Committee on Appropriations nsually
is in possession of information in relation to those bills before the
Senate can be placed in possession of such information. That is
the reason for such a reference. But now certainly there is no
reason to refer this resolution to the Committee on Appropriations
because all of the appropriation bills have been disposed of, and
there is certainly no reason to refer the resolution to the Com-
mittee on Finance, because that committee clearly has disposed
of the only important question before it at the present session.

Mr, PASCO. The resolution might very properly be referred
to the Committee on Rules; but the particular committee to which
such a resolution should be referred is not a matter of impor-
tance.

The point I made was that during the more than ten years I
have been here such resolutions have been referred exactly as
stated by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGaN]. The com-
mittee has taken charge of them, and I do not remember—though
my memory may be at fault—a single instance where such a
resolution has been reported back on the same day it was sent to
the committee; but the reference has always been made; and it
could be made now, it could be made to-day by general consent,
or it can be made on Monday by a vote of the Senate.

But it can not even be referred toa committeeif a single objection
be made, for an objection now carries the resolution over until
Monday. But if no{)ody makes the point—and Ido not know that

it has been made—I think the rule should be carried out, and that
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the resolution should lie over until the next legislative day before
it is considered.

Mr. MORGAN. Imake the point.

Mr. President, I wish to say just a word in ly to a remark
made by the Senator from Towa [Mr, ArLisoN]. Has anymotion
made in this body to adjourn to a day certain or any other motion
of adjournment ever been referred to a committee? Hasanybody
ever heard of a motion to adjourn in this body being referred to
a committee? What have we been doing here during all these
years in referring resolutions coming from the House of Repre-
sentatives to committees, if the House of Representatives had the
privilege of having them passed upon instantly, without a refer-
ence and without debate?

That is the reason why I said, Mr. President, that the House of
Representatives has no privileges on this floor of thatkind. They
are privileges, so far as they exist, of Senators. If we are going to
lay down a precedent here for the sake of a matter of convenience,
or to get rid of an inconvenience, it is going to come back to
plague us very much. There is no reason on this Saturday after-
noon why the Senate of the United States should violate all the

recedents and all of its rules and, on the demand of the House of
presentatives, pass upon this resolution to-day, when I have
got the right to interpose an objection to it, it being a resolution—
and there being no exception at all—and to say this resolu-
tion cannot be considered aﬁainst my objection to-day.

There may be reasons of the most important character why that
resolution should not be considered to-day, and I do object most
solemnly and most seriously that the House of Representatives
has no right to send anything here that takes away from me the

rivilege, under the rules of the Senate, of having a matter of this

ind, originating in another body, laid over for consideration until
to-morrow, I have got that right, the right given to me in the
rules of this Senate, geri ed expressly and directly from the Con-
stitution of the United States, and the Senate has affirmed it, has
granted it to me. I stand here a Senator from Alabama demand-
ing it, and if you take it away from me, you simply violate the
Constitution of the United States.

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator from Alabama speaks
of this question as if it were a question of the privilege of the
House of Representatives to require the Senate to take up and
act snmmarily upon certain business. If is not at all a question
of the privilege of the House of Representatives. It is a ques-
tion of the privilege of the Senate entirely, and that privilege of
the Senate is a privilege inherent in the subject itself.

Mr, MORGAN. There is no such thing, if the Senator will
allow me, as the privilege of the Senate. There is the privilege
of a Senator, but not of the Senate.

Mr. HOAR. 1 thinkitisaprivilegeof the Senate; and I think,
Mr. President, that this is a very serious and important claim
made by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] and the Senator
from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN], and absolutely unheard of in our
whole parliamentary history—the claim that this body has so tied
itself up by itsrules that it can not adjourn without the consent of
every singlemember, although the Capitol may be on fire; although,
as was the case three or four times during the Revolutionary war,
the enemy was at the gates of the city; although, as was the case
at least once during the war of 1812, the enemy was at the gate;
and although, as might have happened half a dozen times during
the late war, the sol%.iers of the rebellion might have been at the

te—
gaMr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me, under such cir-
cumstances, did he ever hear of any difficulty in getting every-
body to consent to an adjournment?

Mr. HOAR, I think there might ibly be a time when, out
of 90 Senators, there would be one traitor who desired the destruc-
tion of the Government and the destruction of the Senate itself.

Mr. MORGAN. He conld not keep the balance of them in the
Chamber, could he?

Mr. HOAR. I think the ﬂg}:.letagf this body to deal with thissub-
ject as a question of the hig Iprivilega never has been ques-
tioned till this moment, and, as I have said, it is a right of the
body itself and a right growing out of the character and nature
of tge subject itself. en Rule XXIV provided that all motions
relating to adjournment shonld be decided without debate, it
meant to cover unquestionably, as nobody will doubt, every
motion relating to adjournment which could be made under the
rules of the Senate. Does anybody sul:fose it was meant to ex-
clude from that provision the higher and more important motion
for a final adjournment which requires the assent of the House
of Representatives? -

Mr. PASCO. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him for
a moment?

Mr. HOAR. Certainly.

Mr, PASCO. The Senator says all motions to adjourn. If he
will refer to 19, Rule —the rule which I presume he
intended torefer to—he will see that it does not say any such thing.
It says, ** Which several motions.”

Mr. HOAR., * And the motions.”

Mr. PASCO. No, sir. “Which several motions shall have
precedence as they stand arranged ;” and the several motions are
the motion to adjourn, the motion to adjourn to a day certain,
and so forth. .

Mr. HOAR. Thelatterportion of the clauseis what I referredto.

Mr. ALDRICH. There is a semicolon there.

Mr. HOAR. The motions relating to adjournment, ete., shall
be decided without debate,

Mr. PASCO. It reads “which several motions,” and then it
refers to them. It is the same thing. ;

Mr. HOAR. I understand that it does not. I do not put that
clause as controlling thisquestion in terms, but thereis undoubtedly
arule providing for motions made in the Senate when a measure is
pending. My proposition was that when the Senate had carefull
provided for the immediafe consideration. to the exclusion of ail
other business and without debate, of all of the motions which its
own rules provide for an adjournment, it is preposterous to sup-
gt)se that they meant to require this body to go on for days per-

aps in debate, or to put off on a single motion to another (fay for
debate, the moreimgortant. and sometimes morenec , motion,
Ehich, under the Constitution, requires the consent of the other
ouse.

Therefore, when a concurrent resolution for adjournment comes
here, it is laid before the body at the discretion of the Chair, orat
the discretion of any single member who may call for it. When
it is before the body, the motion to concur is in substance and
effect a motion made by a Senator to adjourn, with all the privi-
leges and with the entire standing in all respects that the motion
would have if it were a simple motion to adjourn from day to day.

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques-
tion just there?

Mr. HOAR. I will when I finish the sentence I have begun.

Mr. President, what I have stated has heen the universal prac-
tice of this body, certainly ever since I have studied its history.
Resolutions for final adjournment frequently come here from the
other body, according to my recollection, on the very day when
the final adjoarnment takes place; or such resolutions have been
sent over by this body to the other House on the very day when
final adjournment takes place. I can remember certainly one or
two instances, and I think the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]
will remember them, where motions which have been adopted by
both bodies have been rescinded by the bodies when it has been
necessary by reason of some delay in the passage of appropriation
bills to revoke the adjournment resolution, and it has been done
from half hour to half hour during the night.

Mr. MORGAN. And they have been oftentimes amended, too.

Mr. HOAR. And oftentimes amended, too.

Mr. MORGAN. Our rules absolutely prohibit any amendment
of a motion to adjourn, and if our rules apply to it—

Mr. HOAR. I am not speaking as to the rule.

Mr. MORGAN. If our rules as to adjourning apply to resolu-
tions for final adjournment, how could we ever get an amendment?

Mr. ALDRICH. You say they do not apply.

Mr. MORGAN. No; they do not applyat all. Parliamentary
law applies.

Mr. HOAR. Ilike always to be courteous, but I hardly think
it is fair to ask a Senator who is on the floor to yield for a conver-
sation between the Senator from Rhode Island and the Senator
from Alabama.

Mr. MORGAN., Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow
me to ask him a guestion?

Mr. HOAR. tainly. )

Mr. MORGAN. Here is a resolution coming from the House of
Representatives inviting us to concur with them in agreeing to
adjourn to-night at 9 o'clock.

The Senator says that is not debatable. Now, supposing that
that resolution comes in, and the Senator from Iowa should rise
and state here, ‘‘I think it would be very unfortunate for the Sen-
ate to adjourn, becanse we have an unfinished appropriation bill
or an unfinished resolution relating to an appropriation bill which
the Senate onght to act upon before we adjourn.”

Mr. HOAR., That applies equally to every daily motion to

adjourn.
Mr. MORGAN. No; that wonld not be debatable, according
to the proposition insisted upon by the Senator from Massa-
chusetts.

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, motion is made to
adjourn at 5 or half past 4, and a Senator says, ** If you will sta,
another half hour, we can get to such a place, and then we wxﬁ
adjourn.” That is done by unanimous consent. It is not done
under the ryle, and undoubtedly any Senator would obtain unan-
imous consent here if he would state with reasonable brevity any
grave and serious reason. My proposition is that this is a ques-
tion of the highest privilege, and when it is before the Senate it
has, from the nature and necessity of the subject, all the priv-
ileges and all the qualifications and is subject toall the rules wliich
apﬁlry to a motion to adjourn made in the Senate.

. WHITE. I wish to state for the information of the Senate,
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as I am satisfied the other side of the Chamber must be unaware
of the fact, that a Presidential message sent to Congress a few
moments ago states that it is most necessary that we should pass
a law providing for the appointment of a currency commission at
this session, and it can not be that the President will look with
satisfaction npon an adjournment as early as 9 o'clock to-night.
Iam somewhat surprised that the motion to adjourn has thus
been pressed. It seems to me that it will embarrass my friends
on the other side of the Chamber.

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, it seems to me that when the Sen-
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] admits that the resolu-
tion can be amended he thereby admits that if is open fo debate.
A motion to adjourn in the Senate can not be amended and can
not be debated. No word can be said in regard to it if objection
is made and the rules are enforced. But here is a resolution that
is open to amendment, and if the Senator from Alabama sees
proper to offer an amendment that the time shall be changed to
10 o'clock, or until Monday, he has a right to give the reasons
why the other hour would be the better time.

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Arkansas pardonme for one
statement?

Mr. BERRY. Certainly.

Mr. HOAR. A motion fo take a recess or to adjourn to a day
certain in the House of Representatives is not debatable.

Mr, BERRY. Itisnot here. .

Mr. HOAR. Not here, but it is a common form of filibustering
in the other House to move to take a recess for five minutes——

Mr. BERRY. That part of it is debatable.

Mr. HOAR. No. | -

Mr. BERRY. 1 beg the Senator’s pardon. The Speaker issned
a book some time ago in which he expressly states that it is de-
batable. If T had book before me, I could show it.

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will allow me one moment——

Mr. BERRY. Permit me for a moment, and then I will yield
to the Senator from Massachusetts. I repeat,that the rule read
by the Senator refers to a motion to adjourn from day to day or
to a day certain by the Senate; and such motions are not debat-
able. It has no reference toa joint resolution or a concurrent
resgolution coming from the other Hounse, and the very moment, 1
repeat, you admit that it can be amended, you are bound to admit
that it is debatable. If the Senator from Iowa should come in
here and offer an amendment and say, ** Mr. President, I move to
amend the resolution and make it 9 o'clock Monday night, because
an appropriation bill is pending which can not be disposed of by
9 o’clock to-night,” every man in the Senate knows he has a right
to say it, and yet, according to the construction of the rule made
by the Senator from Massachusetts, he would not be permitted to
open his mouth in regard to it. It is not true. It does not appiy
to a concurrent resolution, and I think anyone who will read the
rules and the decisions made in the House of Representatives will
come clearly to that view.

I am sorry the Senator from Alabama did not state why he ob-
jected. We all know what is behind this. 'We know the reasons
why an adjournment is desired by some Senators, and why the
Senator from Alabama and the Senator from Kansas do not desire
an adjournment at so early an hour. A resolution has been pend-
ing here for a good many days on which they have sought to get
a vote, and have asked unanimous consent that a time be fixed for
a vote. Itiswith reference to the Union Pacific Railroad. The
Senator from Alabama and the Senator from Kansas insist that
unless that resolution is passed the Government will lose $50,000,-
000, probably, before we come here in December. They have a
right to have a vote on the proposition. If a majority of the Sen-
ate are against it, they can move to lay it on the table. If a
majority of the Senate are for it, it ought o be voted upon.

esterday, when Senators on the other side were so desirous of
having a vote on the tariff bill, there were some Senators here who
proposed to make conditions about the vote; that an agreement
should be had on the Pacific railroads resolution; but there were
a number of other Senators who said that they wounld not mix np
the two; that it was not right and proper to establish a rule in
the Senate by which one measure should be made to depend upon
another. Therefore the Senator from Alabama withdrew his op-
position to a vote on the tariff bill.

I insist that he has a right to have a vote on the resolution and
to see whether a majority of the Senate is in favor of it or not.
Do the Republican Senators wish to establish a precedent in this
body that it can by delay, by refusing unanimons consent, pre-
vent votes on important motions of this kind? If so, they will
establish a precedent which will be used hereafter in a great many
cases where it gught not to be used. Now, yon have had a vote
on the tariff bill. Youpassed it. This resolution is an important
one, It is important, if it passes at all, that it shall be passed dur-
ing this session, and if you will indicate any hour between now
and 9 o'clock when the Senate can expressits opinion on the Pacific
railroad resolution, I have no doubt you can get unanimons con-
sent to pass the adjournment resolution, and do it without a viola-

tion of the rules of the Senate. It seemns to me the proper thing
would be for the Senator from Kansas to ask nnanimous consent
to fix some time between now and 9 o'clock when a vote may be
taken on the Pacitic railroad resolution.

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, abont two weeks ago some
of the Senators on the other side moved to take up the resolution
which, as I have stated, in my judgment would put a stop to the
best possible solution of the Union Pacific Railroad situation.
Senators on the other side knew that there were just about six
days in which the resolution could be considered without running
its consideration into the report of the conference committee.
For all those six days the Senators on the other side who profess
to desire a vote on the question took up the time of the Senate and
the time of the conntry in discussing it.

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to
ask him a qruestinn?

Mr. THURSTON. Certainly.

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask who it was that objected to
taking up the resolution for consideration in the first place?

Mr. THURSTON. I was coposed to taking it up, and I voted
against taking it up, but it was taken ulp, nevertheless, and, as I
say, Senators on the other side, for six long days, knowing that
probably those were the only days which counld be given at this
extraordinary session for the consideration of the resolution, occu-

ried it practically all themselves, to the exclusion of every other
nator on this floor who had asserted a desire to discuss the reso-
Intion upon the other side.

If Senators on the other side had been content at the beginning
of the discussion to show a disposition to divide time fairly upon
this floor, and had not used it all up themselves to the exclusion of
the opposition, had not occupied it in filling the RECORD of the
Senate with all their wild assertions upon the subject, I think
there would have been no difficulty about making a fair and equi-
table arrangement for its discussion and its final determination.

I have been accustomed all my life to practice at the'bar. At
the bar it is always considered that in equity and justice, for fair
play, the advocates of both sides shall have equal OEportun,ity and
equal time before they shall ever be required to submit their case
to the judge or jury. It would be a matter nonprofessional in
character for an advocate to take up all the time in sight and then
insist that the case should go to the jury without giving the other
side an opportunity to be heard.

I hope the Senate will permit this discussion to go on until there
has been fair debate on the part of at least three Senators on this
side who desire to be heard, not to the great and extraordinary
and unnecessary length that the Senators on the other side of this
question were heard, but for fair debate, for a reasonable presen-
tation,for a chance to answer the many hours’ debate with which
the RECORD has been filled.

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Nebraska permit me to
make a suggestion?

Mr. THURSTON. Certainly.

Mr. BUTLER. Iam one Senator who has desired to speak on
the Pacifie railroad resolution. I have not had an opportunity
to do so. The Senator from Nebraska says there are three who
wish to speak against the resolution. I am ready to forego what-
ever time I might use in speaking on it, and I ask the Senator
from Nebraska to state how much time he and his two confeder-
ates need in discussing the resolution, and then I will ask the
unanimouns consent of the Senate to fix an hour for voting on the
resolution, giving all the time that may be necessary.

Mr. THURSTON, I do not yield to a Senator who uses the
language which the Senator from North Carolina has used on this
occasion. I have no confederate, Mr. President, on this floor or
elsewhere.

Mr. BUTLER. I did notmean it in an offensive sense.
the Senator’s assistants, or his colleagues, or his friends.
Mr. THURSTON. There are Senators on this floor, and man

of them, who believe with me that in this whole Pacific rai
resolution there is simply a desire to puf the railroad in the pos-
session of the Government at a price so great that the Govern-
ment can never dispose of it again, to lose all it has there now
and to lose all it has a chance to secure.

I am ready when the resolution comes up to discuss it fairly and
decently, both as to method and as to time. It is for the Senate
to say whether it desires to stay here at this session for the pur-
pose of permitting fair debate.

Mr, SMITH. Mr. President, as a member of the committee, I
fully agree with part of the remarks made by the Senator from
Nebraska [Mr. THURsTON], Iwell remember that he entertained
us with a speech on this question some weeks ago, and that he did
not then have time to go fully into the subject. I believe, sir,
that he is entitled to the time he required. I believe, as he does,
that the gentlemen, whether they are on the other side of the House
or onﬁthis, should have ample time to debate this very important
guestion. -

This is a matter involving millions of dollars to the people of

Imean
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this country. Itisnotaquestionwhichshould behurried through
in the closing hours of Congress.

Ample time should be given to
debate the question.

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from New Jersey permit me to
interrupt him for a moment?

Mr. SMITH. Certainly.

Mr. BERRY. No one desires to cut off Senators, but that to
which we object is passing the adjournment resolution until a
vote is had npon the Pacific railroad resolution.

Mr. SMITH. I will come to that.

Mr. BERRY. Take a week if necessary.

Mr. ALDRICH. Irisetoa question of order. Iam aware that
the presiding officer of the Senate has oftentimes and now exer-
cisef the widest latitude in permitting discussion of parliamen-
tary questions, but it seems to me this is going way beyond any-
thing required by the necessities of the case.

The question is whether this is a privileged motion, and that is
the matter which is now pending before the Chair. The Pacific
railroad question may be an important one, but it has nothing to
do, so far as I can see, with the question of order, I take it for

ranted that neither the Senator from Arkansas nor any other
genator means to say that this question must be decided on ac-
count of something that is to be done or not to be done in connec-
tion with the Pacific railroads.

Mr, BERRY. No, Mr. President— 2

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senate is not to be kept here, I take it, on
the suggzestion of any man because his precise views as to what
ought to be done or may be done with this question—

Mr. WHITE. Will my friend the Senator from Rhode Island
permit me to suggest that there is a message from the President
upon the table which ought to be read, so that we will not bring
oarselves into conflict unnecessarily with an Executive recom-
mendation, and I nnderstand a bill pursnant to the message is
scheduled to pass elsewhere before 7 o'clock to-night.

Mr. ALDRECH. The Senator from California can, if he sees
fit, insist that the Senate shall stay here and hear the message and
act upon it, if that is his view, but I submit that this discussion
is not in order, I make the point of order that it is not in order,
and I request the presiding officer of the body to confine Senators,
if they are to discuss the question, to the merits of the matter be-
fore the Senate.

Mr. 'ELLER. Will the Senator from New Jersey allow me
for just one moment? b

Mr. SMITH. Certainly.

Mr. TELLER. The question is, Is it in order to debate the
osition to adjourn?

r. ALDRICH. Whether it is a privileged motion.

Mr. TELLER. Whether it is a privileged motion.

Mr. BERRY. The motion is to refer it to the Committee on
Appropriations, I will say to the Senator.

g[r. TELLER. We are debating it now——

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

Mr. TELLER. Certainly.

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that the Senator from Alabama
objected to the consideration of the resolution to-day.

r. BERRY. That is correct.

Mr. ALDRICH. Thequestionnow beforethe Senate is whether
he has a right to object to this; whether itis a privileged question
to the extent that it is entitled to consideration, and whether it
goes over under a single objection. That is the entire question,
as I understand it.

Mr. TELLER. I understand we are discussing the question——

Mr. SMITH. That is just what I am discussing, and I propose
to go on. Iam right up to that point.

Mr. TELLER. That is what I wish to say. If the Senator is
discussing what he thinks is the question, he aright to discuss
it in any shape he desires to. If it is a debatable question, he is
the rule in the Senate for himself. Nobody else can say he is not
in order, unless he transcends the decencies and proprieties of
debate. That is the only instance where he can be called to order
in the Senate.

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, as I have said, I agree with the
Senator from Nebraska so far as he went, as re%ards theimportance
of this question. The amonunt of money involved is so great that
the question should not be disposed of in the closing hours of a
Congress, and I ask him and the other members of this body what
is the objection to delaying action upon the matter nuntil next
Congress, and possibly save to the American people many million
dollars?

I should like to ask him whether I am right that the resolution
only puts off the question until another session, so that he and I
and others may have a chance to debate it as we shonld. Is that
asking anything unreasonable, unjust, or unfair?

As I understand it, if the resolution is not acted upon these rail-
roads can be sold and will be sold before Congress again meets,
and I say that in my judgment a transaction of this kind should
not be hurried ulong. I can not for my part understand why any

pro

Senator should stand in his place on the floor and seek to prevent
the passage of any resolution that will postpone final action on
this question for the next Congress to deal with. I think that is
a right which ought to be accorded to every Senator.

If there is any verbiage about the resolution which is wrong or
will militate against the interest of the Government, I am willing
to vote with the Senator from Nebraska to have it amended, so
that at least we may put off action on the sale of these properties
until Congress meets again.

Mr. President, so far as the resolution is concerned which came
over from the House, I believe, sir, as others do here, that the
q&lestion of adjournment, according to our rules, means simply
the adjonrnment of the Senate, and the question simply resolves
itself down to whether a resolution can bz acted upon, whether it
is for adjournment or for any other purpose, without, under our
rules, being referred to a committee, and whether under objection
it would not be obliged to go over for a day.

But I trust that it will not be necessary to debate that question
or to delay the adjournment of Congress, but that the Senator
from Nebraska will be willing to have the resolution of the Sena-
tor from Kansas so amended that final action on the sale of this
great property, where so many millions of dollars of the people
are involved, may at least go over until another Congress, when a
fair opportunity for debate can be had.

I understood when the resolution was reported that it was the
nnanimous recommendation of the Pacific Railroads Committee,
While a member of that committee, I was not present, but that is
the impression I have, I hope the Senator from Nebraska will
yield and will not delay a resolution which will protect the Gov-
ernment and the people from the proposed sale until we meet here

again.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, this is practically a motion for
final adjournment. The discusaiox;ﬁproceeding technically upon
another point is practically to that effect. While I may not be in
order to make the motion, I suggest to Senators that with the mes-
sage of the President of the United States on the table, which has
not been read, it is certainly not consistent with the respect due
to that official that we should proceed with that discussion until
we hear what the President has to say. I think there can be no
stronger illustration of the truth of the proposition that any mo-
tio% which looks to final adjournment is necessarily a debatable
motion,

A motion for adjournment from day to day is not debatable be-
canse that which the body does not attend to on that day can be at-
tended to another day; but when the proposition is made to finally
adjounrn a body, the necessity of the case requires that the bod;
shall have the opportunity, after conference and consultation an
debate among its members as to whether or not its business hag
been finally concluded. I saythe fact that we have upon the desk
an unread message from the President of the United States pend-
ing this motion is the strongest illustration which could be pre-
sented of the truth of that proposition.

If T am in order, I desire to call for the reading of the message
of the President of the United States.

Mr, ALLEN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is there a
message on the table or in the possession of the Chair from the
g;-esiéint of the United which has not yet been laid before the

nate? -

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Chair will answer the Senator
from Nebraska by the statement that there is a message from the
President on the table, to be laid before the Senate at the first
fe ALLEN. Then 1 t th iety of its being laid be-

. . enls e propriety of i ing lai
fore the Senate before wen%geo:ed tugrhgr. 4 g

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That can be done only by unanimous
consent.

Mr. ALDRICH. There is a point of order pending before the
Senate which it is the duty of the presiding officer to decide.

'I‘?:k VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island is
mistaken.
Mr. ALDRICH. The Chair can listen to statements made by

Senators for his own information, and for his own information
only. I suggest that thisdiscussion upon every possible question,
the President’s message, the currency, and the Pacific Railroad,
has no place here if we are a_body governed by rules and by or-
dinary parliamentary law. I trust the presiding officer of the
body will enforce that law and thus rule.

‘I‘Ee VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will decide any point of
order that is submitted to him.

Mr. ALDRICH. Iunderstandthe Senator from Alabama raised
a point of order. If he did not, then the concurrent resolution is
before the Senate.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senafor from Alabama made a
motion to refer the concurrent resolution to the Committee on
Appropriations.

li[l'. ORGAN. First objecting that under the rules the reso-
lution coming from the House of Representatives must go over
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one day, unless by unanimous consent, the Senate proceeds to its
consideration. ;

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the paint of order. That is what I
understood to be the question raised by the Senator from Alabama.

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The point of order was not taken by
the Senator from Florida or the Senator from Alabama, If itis,
the Chair is ready to rule npon it.

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood that was the point raised.

Mr. PASCO. TheSenator from Georgiahas called for the read-
ing of the message of the President of the United States. Aside
from the point that he has made, that as a matter of respect to
the President the message should be laid before the Senate, he has
a right to demand the reading under section 5 of Rule VII. 1
hope that the call which he has made will beresponded to, and that
the message will be read.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If the Senator from Florida makes
the point of order that the resolution shall lie over one day under
Rule XIV, the Chair is prepared to decide the point of order now.

Mr. PASCO. The Senator from Alabama made that point, I
understand.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama in-
sist on his point of order?

Mr. MORGAN. Ido.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that he finds
three rules of the Senate which seem to affect this question. The
first one is Rule IX, which I read:

Beginning with the first subject on the Calendar next after the last sub-
Jec of in proceeding with the Calendar, * * * the following
motions shall be in order at any time as privileged motions, save as against a
motion to adjourn, or toproceed to the consideration of executive business.

By that language there is a plain intimation that a motion to
adjourn is a motion of higher privilege than any of the motions
mentioned in Rule IX.

. Rule XIV, to which the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] re-

fers, provides that— Y

All resolutions shall lie over one day for consideration, unless by unani-
mous consent the Senate shall otherwise t.

The Chair does not feel that that langnage includes or covers or
is intended to cover a motion or a resolution providing for ad-
journment, in whatever form such motion or resolution is offered.
That rule, in mg opinion, has no reference to any other matters
except to the ordinary business and the ordinary resolutions which
come before the Senate which are not resolutions of high privi-
lege. If not taken out of the rule (meaning No. XIV) by the ordi-
nary Froceeding*a and practices of the Senate, it would be taken
oult of the rule by the rule subsequent to it, Rule XXII, which is as
follows:

"‘F’heg_a question is pending, no motion shall be received but—

Tg . ggrrg.w a day certain, or that when the Senate adjourn it shall be to
a day certain.

And a few other motions, all of which motions, *‘and the mo-
tions relating to adjonrnment, to take a recess, to proceed to the
consideration of executive business, to lay on the table, shall be
decided without debate.” Rule XXII wonld take this resolution
or any motion to adjonrn out of the jurisdiction of Rule XIV.
In other words, this motion or resolution is notsuch as is contem-
plated by Rule XIV, Itisamotion of high privilege. It is taken
out of the class by Rule IX and Rule L

It certainly could not be said or argued that simple motions to
adjourn, or to commit, or to take a recess, or any of the motions
mentioned and embraced under Rule XXII, if they were gimply
called resolutions, wounld have to lie over oneday. That seems
impossible, and would make any motion or resolution madein the
Benate of the United States impossible to be acted npon at any
time except after being laid over for one day.

This motion or this resolution is thus privileged by the rules
themselves, and directly excluded from the operation of Rule XIV,
section 5, Neither can this resolution be thus taken out of our
own rules (the Senate rules) because it comes from the House.
‘When it comes from the House it is brought here under the Sen-
ate rules, and becomes subject to them. It involves the adjourn-
ment of the Senate. It is not a resolution providing for any other
matter except to adjonrn at a time certain, and therefore it re-
lates to adjournment and nothing else. Suppose the resolution
now before us were Jmt in another form, like this: ““That the
Senate, when it should adjourn, should adjourn to meet at 9 o'clock
to-night "?

Is there any Senator who would feel or insist that such a reso-
lntion would not be competent for present consideration without
lying over one day? It would then come, as this House resolu-
tion comes, under the application of the twenty-second rule,
and would not be subject to the rule as to * l{_lﬁr over.” The
question of debate and the restriction of Rule I as to debate
invclve another question that the Chair need not rule upon at
this time. The ir does rule that the point of order made by

the 3enator from Alabama and supported by the Senator from
XXX—185

Florida, that the fourteenth rule is applicable to this resolution, is
not applicable thereto, and thus the Chair overrules the point and
says the resolution is not such a one as is required to lie over
under the rules of the Senate.

Mr. ALLEN. Iappeal from the Chair’s decision, and that ap-
peal is debatable.

Mr. LINDSAY rose,

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. President—

Mr. ALLEN. I yield to the Senator from Kentucky.

'i‘}he VICE—PRE%[DENT‘ The Senator from Nebraska ap-

eals——
i Mr. ALDRICH. I think I addressed the Chair.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island is
recognized.

Mr. ALLEN. I wasrecognized.

Mr, ALDRICH. 1 move to lay the appeal on the table.

Mr. ALLEN. Waita moment. Ido not see how the Senator
from Rhode Island gets nnder me here.

. HOAR. You sat down.

Mr. ALLEN. No; Ididnot sit down without yielding the floor
to the Senator from Kentucky.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognized the motion of
the Senator from Nebraska.

Mr. ALDRICH. The Chair said “ Senator from Nebraska.” I
suffooa& he meant ““Senator from Rhode Island.”

r. ALLEN. I appealed from the Chair’s decision.

Mr. ALDRICH. And I moved tolay that appeal on the table.

Mr. ALLEN. And before anything was done the Senator from
Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay] addressed the Chair and I yielded the
floor to him. Now, how the Senator from Rhode Island can get
in through the Senator from Kentucky and myself on that mo-
tion I am not exactly informed. I yielded to an interruption on
the part of the Senator from Kentucky, and I yield now to the
ilﬁteérﬁlption of the Senator from Kentucky, who desires to address
the Chair.

Mr. LINDSAY. Ido desire, Mr, President—

Mr. ALLEN. Iyield to the Senator from Kentucky.

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a question of order, which is that an
appeal itself is not debatable.

r. ALLEN. This precise question was decided here in 1893,
during our silver debate, as being debatable. It was decided that
an appeal from the decision of the Chair was debatable,

Mr. SPOONER. Was it decided by the Senate or the Chair?

Mr. ALLEN. It was decided by the Senate and by the Chair.

Mr. ALDRICH. Ipresume Senators have some rights in this
matter. The Senator from Nebraska took an appeal from the de-
cision of the Chair and resnmed his seat. Irose and addressed
the Chair and the Chair stated that he recognized me. I then
moved to lay the :;?peal on the table. Idonot see,after that, how
the Senator from Nebraska can claim to resume the floor, and es-
pecially if he 1?tﬂded to somebody else to make a speech.

Mr. ALLEN. The statement of the Senator from Rhode Island
is not correct, as his statements are not nsually correct when par-
tisan purposes underlie his action. T appealed from the ruling of
the Chair. The Senator from Kentucky interrupted me and
asked to address the Chair. [ submitted to the interruption of
the Senator from Kentucky and yielded temporarily to him, In
the meanfime, withont addressing the Chair, the Senator from
Rhode Island undertook to make his motion. I now again yield
to the Senator from Kentucky.

Mr, PETTUS. Mr. President——

Mr, ALLEN. I shall retain the floor unléss the Chair rules
that I may surrender to

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair had no intimation or in-
formation whatever that the Senator from Kentucky desired to
be heard, The Chairdid listen to the appeal and statement of the
Senator from Nebraska and then recognized the Senator from
Rhode Island, for what purpose he did not know.

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I am rising to a question of priv-
ilege that does not concern this matter,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Doesthe Senator from Nebraska yield
to the Senator from Alabama?

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir: I donot.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska has the

floor. .

Mr. SPOONER., The Senator from Alabama has a right to rise
to a question of privilege.

Mr. PETTUS. I desire to state to the Chair, anyhow, that he
is keeping a messenger from the House waiting at the door when
there is no privileged guestion going on.

Mr. ALLEN. do not yield to the Senator from Alabama,
however gratifying it would be to do so under ordinary circum-
stances. I desire again to subimnit to an interruption on the part
of the Senator from Kentucky, if he desires to interrupt me,
thMEh LINDSAY. I do desire tointerrupt him, and I did address

e Chair.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair wonld like to hear you all.
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Mr. ALLEN. I now distinctly yield to the Senator from Ken-
tucky for an interruption.

Mr. ALDRICH. at became of the motion which I made
under the rules, and which the Chair has already stated was made
by me under his recognition?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that he will be

leased, since his decision is involved, to hear what the Senator
om Kentucky has to say. The Chair understands the order of
business to be that an appeal has been taken from the decision of
the Chair, and the Senator from Rhode Island has moved fo lay
%e ap; on the table. The Chair recognizes the Senator from
entucky.

Mr. LINDSAY, Mr. President, if this concurrent resolution
is a privileged resolution, it is because, as I think, it is inherent in
the lS)emtt.(-a, independent of its rules and in disregard of its rules,
to take immediate action upon such a resolution. There is no
question that by the letter of Rule XIV the resolution either goes
to a committee or lies over one day before action can be taken
upon it. Now, then, if it is a resolution not covered by Rule XIV,
that fact must arise out of Rule IX or Rule XXII. Raule IX pro-
vides in regard to precedence of motions—

First. A motion to proceed to the consideration of an appropriation or rev-
enne bill,

Clearly that does not apply to this particular resolution.

Second. A motion to proceed to the consideration of any other bill on the
Calendar, which motion shall not be open to amendment.

It is not claimed that it is saved under that provision.

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts
will state his question of order.

Mr. HOAR. My ?oint of order is that an appeal to the Senate
on & question itself undebatable is not debatable. The ruling
of the Chair appealed from was on an undebatable gquestion, and
there has subsequent to that come a motion to lay on the table,
which is undebatable. I insist that the rules of the Senate be ex-
ecuted in that regard.

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, the logic of the Senator is—

Mr. HOAR. Let the Chair rule upon my point of order.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the statement on
that question of the Senator from Kentucky, because both the
a; and the motion to lay the appeal on the table are nondebat-
P Nr LINDSAY, That is th ition T ¢

4 2 at is the very proposition I propose to con-
test. The logic of the Senator is that if the Chair erronecusly de-
cides that a motion is not debatable, and an appeal is taken from
that supposed erroneous decision, then the Chair is bound to de-
cide that the appeal is not debatable, and by that circuity of rea-
soning the first error projects itself all along and prevents the
Senate from ever undertaking to convince the Chair or to com-
pare its own views u%cm a question of supreme importance like
this. Of course I submit to the ruling of the Chair, but that is
the logic of the proposition made by the Senator from
chusetts.

Massa-

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair assumes that the state-
ment——
Mr. BACON. Will the Chair permit me to make one sugges-

tion?
. MraLI:NDSA.Y. I am waiting for a ruling as to whether I am
in order.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair stated that he asked the
indulgence of the Senate to hear the Senator from Kentucky on
a nondebatable question in order that he might have his state-
ment laid before the Senate. When he is through, the Chair will
decide that the question before the Senate is the motion to lay
upon the table the aﬁpeal of the Senator from Nebraska. -

Mr. LINDSAY. Now, then, the fourth motion of privilege:

A motion to place such subject at the foot of the calendar.
shall be decid

Each of the foregoing motions ed without debate and may be

submitted as in the nagure and with all the rights of questions of order.

They may be decided without debate, because the runlein express
terms gives the Chair the power and authorify to decide them
without debate, not because there .is anything inherent in the
power of the Senate to cut off debate, but because the Senate has
provided that these particular motions may and shall be decided
withount debate.

As the concurrent resolution does not come within either of
those classes, it does not follow from Rule IX that it may be de-
cided by the Chair without debate.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair feels it proper to say to
the Senator from Kentucky that he has made no such ruling.
The only ruling the Chair made was that the point of order
taken by the Senator from Alabama and debated by the Senator
from Florida, that all resolutions shall lie over one day for con-
sideration unless the Senate shall otherwise direct, did not apply.
That is the full ruling of the Chair, and the only ruling.

Mr. LINDSAY. ‘ﬁle ruling of the Chair, as I understood it,
rested upon Rule XXII. I have argued to the Chair that literally

this is a concurrent resolution, which, under Rule XIV, must lie
over one daﬂ.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I must rise to a guestion of
order. It is time, certainly, that some of the rules of the Senate
were enforced in regard fo this matter. This matter is not in the
discretion of the Chair anylonger. He has made his decision, and
gllf question is whether the Senate will sustain the decision of the

air.

Mr. HOAR. The pending question is a motion to laythe appeal
on the table,

Mr. ALDRICH. The pending question is a motion to lay upon
the table the appeal made bkthe Senator from Nebraska, and
upon that the Senator from Kentucky is clearly out of order,
either for the information of the presiding officer or of the Senate.
I ask in that the rules of the Senate may be enforced.

Mr, LINDSAY. Now, Mr. President, there seems to be—

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state itis notin order
to debate an appeal when a motion to lay the appeal on the table
is endings.

r. PASCO. I should like to ask how the Senator from Rhode
Island got the floor to make that motion when the floor at that
time was held by the Senator from Nebraska.

Mr. GEAR. The Chair recognized him.

Mr. PASCO. Two Senators can not occupy the floor at the
same time, If theSenator from Nebraska wasoccupying the floor
and holding the floor and making a sﬂeech, the interjection of
those words of the Senator from Rhode Island into the record did
not constitute a motion and can not be recognized as such.

Mr. GEAR. The Senator forgets that the Chair recognized the
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH].

Th:l ?TICE-PRESIDENT. How shall the vote be taken on the
appe:

Mr. PASCO. It the Chair recognized the Senator from Rhode
Island thro:,dqh a misapprehension, supposing the Senator from
Nebraska had given up the floor, that does not constitute a motion.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair made a full statement
upon that matter. He had recognized the Senator from Nebraska
and did not hear any suggestion that he had farmed out any por-
tion of his time to anyone else. When the Senator from Nebraska
had taken his seat, the Chair recognized the Senator from Rhode
Island, who moved to lay the appeal on the table.

Mr. HOAR. TIecall for the yeas and nays on the motion to lay
the appeal on the table.

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to make a statement before this matter
is gone over ronghshod. I will not consume much of the time
of the Senate in doing so, however., I simply want to suggest
that I appealed from the decision of the ir and was on my
feet addressing the Chair.

Mr. HOAR. You could not address the Chair.

Mr. ALLEN. When the Senator from Kentucky gM.r Laxpsay]
interrupted me and asked me to yield to him, which I did, and he
addressed the Chair, and during that time the Senator from Rhode
Island [Mr. ALDRICH], without addressing me or the Chair or
anybody else—

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no.

Mr. ALLEN. Popped uplike a jack-in-the-box and made his
motion, without obtaining possession of the floor.

Several SExaTors. Regular order!

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion to lay
upon the table the spgeal from the decision of the Chair taken by
the Senator from Ne raska.{aMr. ALLEN], on which the yeas and

nays have been called for. the demand seconded?
The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll.

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Under the transfer
of pairs heretofore announced between my colleagne [Mr. PriTCH-
ArD] and myself, pairing the Senator from South Carolina [Mr,
McLAURIN] with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON],
m{{iollea and I are at liberty to vote. I vote ‘““nay.”

. NA (when his name was called). I am paired with
the junior Senator from Utah [Mr, Rawrins]. If he were pres-
ent, Ishould vote ‘“yea.”

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I have a
pair with the senior Semator from Virginia [Mr. Davier]. I
should vote ‘“yea ” if he were present.

Mr. BURROWS (when Mr. McMILLAN'S name was called).
My coll e [Mr. McMiLLAN] is necessarily absent. He is paired
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LINDsAY].

Mr, MALLORY. Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont
BMr. Proctor]|, but I transfer that pair tothe Senator from South

akota [Mr. KYLE], and vote “nay.”

I am paired with the

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called),
Senator from Waahinmn Mr. WiLsox], but I transfer that pair
to the Senator from Idaho r. HEITFELD], and vote * nay.”

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). My pair with the
junior Senator from Delaware . KExNEY] having been trans-

erred as already explained, I vote * yea.”
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Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). Ihave a general
air with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN].
he were present, I shounld vote *‘ yea.”

The roll call was concluded.

Myr. CULLOM (after havin% voted in the affirmative). I voted
without thinking of the pair I have with the senior Senator from
Delaware [Mr. GraY]; but I will let my vote stand, and take the
liberty of transferring my pair with the Senator from Delaware to
my colleague [Mr. Masox]|, who is not present.

Mr. L Y (after having voted in the negative). I under-
stand the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMiILLAN] has not
voted. Ihave a general pair with that Senator, and withdraw

vate.
% result was announced—yeas 86, nays 20; as follows:

YEAS—386.
Aldrich, Elkins, McEride, Pritchard,
Allison, Fairbanks, McEnery, uay,
Baker, Foraker, Mills. Shonp,
Burrows, Gallinger, Morrill, S¥mner,
Carter, (iear, Murphy, Stawart,
Clark, elson, Teller,
Cullom, Hawley, Tose, Turner,
Davis, Hoar, Perkins, ‘Warren,
Deboe, Jones, Nev. Platt, Conn. Wetmore.
NAYS—20.
Allen, gahggory. %allary. Turley,
1i, OTgAN, urpie,

Bama.n1 Cockrell, Pasco, Vest,

Harris, Pettus, ‘Walthall,
Butler, Jones, Ark. Roach, White.

NOT VOTING—33.

Hanna, Mantle, Smith,
Chandler, Hansbrough, Martin, Thurs
Clay, Heitfeld, Mason, Tillman,
Daniel, Kenney. Mitchell, Wellington,
Faulkner, {[‘Klle. Pettigrew, Wilson,
Frye, dsay, Platt, N. Y. Wolcott.
George, Lodge, tor,
Gorman, MeLa Rawlins,
Gray, McMillan, Sewell, .

%io the appeal from the decision of the Chair was laid on the
e.

Mr. ALLEN. Isuggesttheabsenceof aquornm, Mr. President.

Mr. GALLINGER., The record shows that there is a quorum
present.

Mr. WHITE. I desire to inguire what was the statement of
the Chair? Was the motion upon which the last vote was taken
g} zlx)llugion to lay the appeal from the decision of the Chair upon the

e?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To lay the appeal u]l)lou the table,
and 36 Senators voted in the affirmative and 20 in the negative.

Mr. ALDRICH. Let us have a vote on the resolution, Mr.
President.

Mr. MORGAN. Imove torefer the resolution to the Commit-
tee on ﬁ%mpriations.

Mr. RICH. Let us have a vote on that.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts
[Mr. Hoar|] has moved to concur in the resolution of the House
of Representatives, and the Senator from Alabama [Mr, MoRGAN]
moves to commit the resolution to the Committee on Appropria-
tions. The motion of the Senator from Alabama is the motion
before the Senate.

Mr. ALDRICH. I move tolay the motion on the table.

Mr. MORGAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays.

Several SENATORS. That would earry the resolution with it.

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not so understand.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that if the
motion of the Senator from Rhode Island should be adopted, it
would carry the resolution with it.

Mr. ALDRICH. I withdraw it. Let us have a vote on the
resolution. i

Mr, PETTUS. On one occasion, many minutes ago, I called
the attention of the Chair to the fact that there was a messenger
standing in front of the Chair from the House of Representatives.
The rules of this Senate require that such a message should be re-
ceived at any time when the Senate is not dividing.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order is well taken.
Ehe Chair will receive a message from the House of Representa-

ves.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED,

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J.
BrowNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the
House had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 3050) to amend section
8 of the act entitled ‘“An act providing a civil government for
Alaska,” approved May 17, 1884, to create the office of surveyor-
general for Alaska, and for other purposes; and it was therenpon
signed by the Vice-President.

FINAL ADJOURNMENT.

The Senate resumed the consideration of the concurrent resolu-
tion from the Hounse of Representatives providing for final adjourn-
ment at 9 p. m. to-day.

Mr, ALLEN. Mr. President, Isuggestthe absence of a quorum.

Mr. CULLOM. It seems to me the Senator from Nebraska
ounght not to do that, when it has just been decided that we have
a quorum present.

T, ALIFEN The rules of the Senate require whenever the

absence of a quornum is suggested that the roll shall be called.

Mr. CULLOM. Iunderstand that; but it seems to me, after the
announcement which has just been made, which showed much
more than a quorum present, the Senator wonld hardly be justi-
fied in announcing at once that a quorum is not present.

M&‘. ALLEN. I will be the judge of the propriety of my own
conduct.

Mr. CULLOM. You have the right to do that technically, but
it seems rather a strange performance.

The VICE—PRESIDEN;E. The rule is absolute on that subject.
T}}m a.l})lﬂenca of a quornm being suggested, the Secretary will call
the roll.

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

Aldrich, Davis, McEnery, Smith,
Allen, Deboe, Ma.l.la:;? Spooner,
y 5 i Mills, Stewart,
Bacon, Fairbanks, Morgan, Teller,
Baker, Foraker, Morrill, Thurston,
Bate, Ga T Murphy, Turley,
Berry, Gear, Nelson, Turner,
B Hale, 'J':xzie,
Cattery IEJI{:nsb h, &nkins,' %&lthu]l,
ey, rong| T
Carter, arris, Pettus, ‘Warren,
Chilton, Hawley, Platt, Comm. Wetmore,
(Clﬁrk. }lom-. P Pritchard, White.
Alay, ones, Ark. &Y,
(.‘m{mll. Jones, Nev. f
Cullom, MecBride, Bhoup,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair announces that 61 Sena-
tors have answered to their names. A quorum is present,

PROPOSED MONETARY COMMISSION,

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I move thatthe message from the
President of the United States, which lies npon the desk of the
Vice-President, be now laid before the Senate. In support of that
motion I call the attention of the Chair to the fifth paragraph of
Rule VII, which I will read.

Mr. ALI;EN . Does the Senator know what the purport of the
message is :

Mr., BACON. What I know of it has not been ascertained by
its official commmunication to the Senate.

Mr. ALLEN, Does the Senator know officially or otherwise?

Mr. BACON. 1 think itis proper that the Senate should h.ive
the information. The rule is—

Mr. GEAR. I make the point——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia [Mr.
B.\cox}l has the floor.

Mr. BACON. The rule is as follows:

5. The presiding officer may at any time lay, and it shall be in order at jny
time for a Senator to move tolay, before the Benate, any bill or other ma-ter
sent to the Senate by the President or the House of resentatives, ynd
any guestion pending at that time shall be suspended for t-IllJ.i.u purpose. .any
motion so @ be determined without debate.

I now move, Mr, President, that the message of the Presidint
of the United States be communicated to the Senate. .

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate has heard the mofon,
and the Chair will entertain it. The gnestion is on the motio.; of
the Senator from Georgia. [Putting the t?hmtionl] The mouion
is agreed to; and the Secretary will read the message of the Fres-
ident of the United States.

Mr. MORRILL. I ask for a division.

Mr.e;]d ONES of Arkansas. It is too late; theresult has been an-
nounced.

" Mr. ALDRICH. It will take less time to read the message than
to take the yeas and nays.

Mr. BACON. I hope the message will be read.

Mr. TELLER. Letus have order so that the message can be
heard when it is read.

Mr. MORRILL. I withdraw the request for a division, Mr.
President.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does any other Senator desirs to
make a request for a division? There appears to be none.

Mr, PASCO. I call for the yeas and nays.

Mr. COCKRELL. The question has been decided. Let the

messa.% be read, please.
Mr. PASCO. Very well; I will withdraw the call.
The Secretary read the message of the President, as follows:

To the Congress of the United States:

In my message convening the Congress in extraordinary session I called
attention toa single subject—that of providing revenue adequate to meet the
reasonable and proper expensesof the Government. I believed that to be
the most pressing subject for settlement then. A bill to provide the neces-
sary revenues for the Government d e House of Repre-

Y
sentativesand the Senate and awaits Executive action.

Another question of very great importance is that of the establishment of
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our currency and banking system on a better basis, which I commented upon
in my inaugural address in the following words:

“Our financi m needs some revision; onr money is all good now, but
its value must not further be threatened. It should all be put upon an en-
during basis, not subject to easy attack, nor its stability to doubt or dispute.
The several forms of our paper money offer, in my judgment, o constant
ro}cl:_l('l:m.:'rn.svﬁtr.'l.a‘l:ﬂ'. to the Government and imperil a sate balance in the

sasury.”

Nothing was settled more clearly at the late national election than the de-
termination upon the part of the people to keep their currency stable in
value and eg_l‘;al to that of the most advanced nations of the world.

The soundness of our currency is nowhere questioned. No loss can occur
toits holders. It is the system which should be simplified and strengthened,
keeping onr money just as good as it is now with expense to the Gov-
ernment and the peugle.

The sentiment of the country is strongly in favor of early action by Con-
gress in this direction, to revise our currency laws and remove them from

artisan contention. A notable asseambly of business men with delsgates
from twenty-nine States and Territories was held at Indianapolis in January
of this year. The finanecial situation commanded their earnest attention,
and after a two days’ session the conveution recommended to Congress the
appointment of a monetary commission.

commend this report to the consideration of Congress. The anthors of
the report recommend a commission *to make a thorough investigation of
the monetary affairs and needs of this country in all relations and aspects,
and to make proper suggestions as to any evils found to exist and the reme-

dies therefor.”
This subject should receive the attention of Cong at its special session.
BASS10TL.

It nught not to be postponed until the regular i

I therefore urgently recommend that a special commission be created, non-
partisan in its character, to be composed of well-informed citizens of differ-
ent parties who will command the confidence of Congress and the country
because of their special fitness for the work, whose duty it shall be to make
recommendations of whatever changes in our present banking and currency
laws may be found necessary and expedient, and to report their conclusions
on or before the lst day of November next, in order that the same may ba
tranismitted by me to Congress for its consideration at its first regular
session,

It is to be hoped that the report thus made will be so comprehensive and
sound as to receive the su porgof all parties and the favorable action of Con-
gress. At all events, such a report can not fail to be of value to the execn-
tive branch of the Government, as well as to those charged with guhlic legis-
lation, and to greatly assist in the establishment of an improved system of

finance.
WILLIAM McKINLEY.
EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 24, 1897.

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—

Mr. HOAR. The message goes to the Calendar.

Mr. TELLER. I do not know whether or not it is in order to
delate the message at this time, I do not desire to be out of order;
but if it is in order to debate it, I shonld like to say a few words
in relation to it.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator
from Colorado that the motion of the Senator from Alabama [Mr,
MoraaN], that the resolution for final adjonrnment be referred to
the Committee on Appropriations is in order unless the Senate
shall decide to take up some other matter. The motion of the
Senator from Georfi‘:[hlr, Bacoxn] was that the message be read.

Mr. TELLER. ill not infringe the rules of the Senate by
debating the message if it is not in order to debate it.

FINAL ADJOURNMENT.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the
Senator from Alabama to commit to the Committee on Appropri-
ations the resolution from the House of Representatives for final
adjournment.

Mr. TELLER. Would it be in order to refer the message to
the Committee on Finance?

Mr. HOAR. By unanimous consent.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there such a request or such a
motion?

Mr. HALE. Regular order, Mr. President. :

Mr. TELLER. hat is now the regular order, Mr. President?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is the motion of
the Senator from Alabama []Mr. MORGAN].

Mr. HALE, On that I call for the yeas and nays.

Mr. MORGAN. I suggest, if the Chair will permit me, that
when the message was read it was put into the possession of the
Senate for at least two purposes—one its printing and the other
its reference to a committee; and until that is disposed of, of
course the Senate still has jurisdiction of it. Itisin the possession
of the Senate and can not be taken out against a motion to refer
or a motion to print iinst. by anyone——

Mr. HALE. Icall for the yeas and nays, and I call for the
regular order.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is the motion of
the Senator from Alabama. :

Mr. MORGAN. Iinsist that the regular order at this time is
the motion to refer. If nobody has made it, I will makeit. [A
pause.] I withdraw the motion.

Mr. HALE. I call for the yeas and nays.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays are demanded.

Mr. WHITE. Isthat a debatable question?

Mr. HALE. It is not debatable.

Mr. WHITE. I believe the Chair has recognized me.

Mr, HALE. Iobject to debate and call for the regular order.
I call for the yeas and nays on a motion that is not debatable. 1
ask the Chair to enforce the rule.

Myr. WHITE. Do I understand the Chair to hold that it is not
debatable? ;

Mr. BERRY. The Chair has not so held.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has not so ruled, and the
Chair recognizes the Senator from California.

Mr. HALE., Mr. President—

Mr. WHITE. I so understood, and I can not understand why
the Senator from Maine is trying to yea and nay me off the floor.

I simply wish to say that now that the message has been read,
the propriety of the motion of the Senator from Alabama is mani-
fest. It appears that the President of the United States has ascer-
tained that a commission ought to be appointed, and that it ought
to report back to Congress on the 1st of %ovember. Now, how is
it possible for this to be done and the people of the United States
to be relieved, as suggested by the President, if the tactics pursued
by the other side of the Chamber are followed out and if an ad-
%ignrnmlf_nt is forced to night, that the railroad proposition may go
hrongh?

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from California permit me? I
desire to call his attention to the fact that the President of the
United States in the message specifically says that in his opinion
the matter suggested in the message should be attended to at this
extraordinary session of Congress and ought not to be postponed
until the regular session.

Mr. HOAR. I rise toa question of order. The Senator from
California is not, nunder the indulgence of the Chair, suzgesting
for the instruction of the Chair matters relating to the ruling—

Mr. WHITE. That is correct. I am not atfempting to do so.

Mr. HOAR. He is undertaking to debate a matter not before
the Senate and one that isundebatable. I demand that the ques-
tion be put, under the rule.

Mr. WHITE. The difficulty with the Senator from Massachu-
setts is, first, that I am not attempting to debate a nondebatable
matter, and secondly, that there is no matter at present submitted
to the decision of the Chair. So two slight infirmities attach to
the suﬁ:estl{m of the Senator from Massachusetts,

Mr, HOAR. I rise to a question of order.

Mr. WHITE. . I believe 1 have the floor.

Mr, HOAR. I rise to a question of order.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts
will state his point of order.

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Maine raised the point of order
that a motion to commit a nondebatable motion is itself undebat-
able, and called for the yeas and nays on the mofion to commit.

Therenpon—
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands—
Mr. HOAR. I beg pardon of the Chair. Thereupon the Chair

said he would hear the suggestion of the Senator from California,
who is now proceeding out of order, it seems to me, to discuss the
merits of the currency question.

Mr. WHITE. I respectfully suggest that the Senator from
Massachusefts did not state what the Chair remarked.

Mr., ALDRICH. Mr, President——

'[Il.'he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will rule on the point of
order.

Mr. ALDRICH, In order that there may be no question about
it, I make the point of order. I raise the point of order that de-
bate upon a motion to refer the resolution is notin order, and that
the Senator from California is not now in order.

Mr. WHITE. Isubmitthe question to the Chair, Iunderstand
it has been ruled 111{0 g 1

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has not ruled upon the
question at all. The Chair is ready to ru e on the question when-
ever it is raised. -

Mr. ALDRICH. I raise it now.

Mr. WHITE. I have no disposition to consume {ime unduly,
I regret that my suggestions have been so unfavorably received by
those to whom they were made in good faith, I will take the
ruling of the Chair.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is the motion
to recommit a concurrent resolution of the Honse. The Chair
lmows no rule that does not permit the gquestion to be debated, if
Senators see fit to debate it. There is no such rule. - The Chair
does not know——

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I ask the presiding officer o submit the
question to the Senate.

Several SExATORS. Oh, no.

Mr. WHITE. I hope the Chair will notsubmit the question to
the Senate.

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not know why he should not.

Mr. WHITE. The Chair has ruled upon it.

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not understan
upon it at all.

Mr. TELLER. The Chair is right.

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think he is.

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Alabama moved to .efer the
matter to the Committee on Appropriations. We had not official

that the Chair has ruled
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notice of the request of the President of the United States. We
have succeeded in passing a tariff bill, and it has been found
apparently that the prosperity prophesied has not yet come, and
the President now suggests another means of accomplishing what
we all desire. His message is brought to the Senate, and there
seems to be an effort upon the other side of the Chamber to avoid
the consideration of the matter which he has thus submitted.

I am surprised, especially when we are told that a bill will be
brought here from elsewhere. that there should be this effort to
defeat the wishes of the President of the United States, and I trust
that my friends on the other side of the Chamber will take a differ-
ent position and will promptly act in accordance with his sugges-
tion, even if they do not get many votes elsewhere.

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I desire to submit simply a word
on the motion of the Senator from Alabama, and to say that in
my judgment we ought to stay here, in accordance with the request
of the President of the United States,and determine speedily the
?uestiou whether or not we shall have a monetary commission.

regret exceedingly that there has been manifested on the other
side a disposifion to hold the message of the President of the
United States from the Senate until after action on the concur-
rent resolution coming from the House of Representatives, and
that it was forced tinally with great reluctance from that side
:fl :jhe Chamber; but we have had the benefit of the President’s

ce.

The President, the Chief Executive of this nation, believes it
good policy for Congress to remain here in extraordinary session
until the important guestion of appointing a monetary cominis-
sion shall be determined, I believe the Republican part.ir as rep-
resented in this Chamber ought to follow the advice of the Chief
Executive, the head of their party. They may say hereafter that
they did not have the vote to pass a bill of this kind; that they
were ﬁowaless in the premises; but the vote taken to-day shows
that there are 44 Republicans, within 1 of a majority; and they
have one member of the Senate on this side of the Chamber who
always votes with them, thereby having a clear majority of 1,
and they can, if the{lgee fit, comply with the reasonable request
of the President in his message. I believe this matter ought to
be attended to now.

I presume, however, that unless we can keep this session goin
until after 9 o’clock, which I presume can not be done, we wil
find our friends on the other side hastily adjourning Congress, and
this fall we will hear them talking from the stump and we will
hear through the press that they did not remain because they
could accomplish nothing by doing so; and for the dpurpose of
forestalling as far as I can any assertions of that kind I wish to
announce that in my judgment they have a clear majority in the
Senate and can pass any measure the President may recommend.

Mr. HOAR. v I ask the Senator from Nebraska a question?

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly.

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask the Senator if he desires that the
matter of the President’s message shall be acted upon by the Sen-
ate without reference to a committee?

Mr, ALLEN. Certainly not.

Mr. HOAR. Very well. Then I should like to ask another

uestion. Will the Senator allow me to ask unanimous consent
that the President’s message be referred to the Committee on
Finance?

Mr. ALLEN., I wish to see the message take the ordinary
course,

Mr. HOAR. That isthe ordinary course, I suppose.

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator does not want us to pass such a
measure.

Mr. ALLEN. I want the message to take the ordinary course,
whatever that is. : :

Mr. HOAR. With the leave of the Senator from Nebraska, of
course, I ask unanimous consent that the message of the Presi-
dent be referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. ALLEN. Ob%ecting for the time being—I may withdraw
my oé}jection later—let me ask the Senator from Massachusetts a
question.

Mr. LINDSAY. Will the Senator permit me?

Mr. ALLEN. In just one moment. I ask the Senator from
Massachusetts if he believes or will gnarantee that the Committee
on Finance will return a bill in accordance with the recommenda-
tion of the President of the United States before the first Monday
in next December?

Mr. SPOONER (toMr, HoAr). They have the majority on that
committee.

Mr. HOAR. Certainli
action of a committee t
political OE onents.

Mr. ALLEN, No. The trouble with the Senator from Massa-
chusetts is that he is undertaking to bury the message of the Presi-
dent out of sight, so that it may not be resurrected or heard from
until Congress convenes on the first Monday of next December,

If the Senator from Massachusetts or any member of the Finance

I can not guarantee what will be the
e majority of whom I suppose are my
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Committee—and there are several members here—will guarantee
that they will take the message and return a bill within the next
ten days in accordance with the recommendation of the President;
in the message, I will make the forty-fifth man, the majority, to
stay here and consider that proposition at the present Congress,
and you shall not have it said truthfully when the present Con-
gress adjourns that you did not have a majority in the Senate to
consider a proposition of that kind.

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I understood him
to say that he thonght the message of the President of the United
States onght fo take the ordinary course.

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; I did say so.

Mr. HOAR. Now, having said that, I suppose the ordinar
course would be the reference to the Finance Committee, and
do not think it is the ordinary course to exact of that committea
a promise as to what they are I%caing to do. At any rate, I see the
Senator from Colorado [Mr, TELLER] on the floor and possibly
what I have to say is emphasized by that fact. It is rather pre-
sumptuous—

Mr. LINDSAY. The Senator from Colorado is not a member
of the Committee on Finance.

Mr, TELLER. Iam nota member of that committee.

Mr. HOAR. 1 beg pardon. The Senator from Arkansas and
the Senator from California are.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator—

Mr. HOAR. Let me finish my sentence. I think it wonld be a
wonderful presumption for me to undertake to make promises for
the Senator from Arkansas, except, I snppose, I may safely prom-
ise that he will go wrong on any financial question.

Mr. ALLEN. I wassimply undertaking to call the attention of
the Senate and of the country to the fact that the senior Senator
from Massachusetts wants to get rid of the message. The Sena-
tor from Massachusetts knows quite well that if a reference is
made of the message to-day we will not hear from it until the
next session of Congress. If I were judging of motives which I
have no right to judge at this time——

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator from Nebraska permit me?

Mr. ALLEN. In a moment. If I were judging of motives I
wonld say that that was the pur of the Senator from Mas-
sachusetts in making the suggestion, that it was to get rid of an
unpleasant subject. Now I will yield to the Senator from Georgia.

r. CLAY. I believe the President snggested in his message
that we ought to act immediately upon a measure providing for
this monetary commmission. I desire to ask the genabor Tom
Nebraska if it is not true that the House of Representatives have
been in session four or five months, and is it not true that they
have not worked more than fifteen or twenty days, and is it not
true that the Administration has had ample time to send in a mes-
sage of this kind and have it passed on before this period?

Mr. ALLEN. There is no doubt about that.

Mr. CLAY. I desire to ask the Senator if it is not true that
every circnmstance shows that it is the desire of the Administra-
tion that this matter shall not be acted on at this session, and it
has been simply sent here on the eve of adjonrnment, with no ex-
pectation that it will be acted on at this session?

Mr. ALLEN. I would not impeach the motives of the Presi-
dent of the United States. I believe him to be a high-minded,
honorable gentleman. I do not agree with him respecting his
financial or tariff policies. But it is somewhat singular that this
message should come here within an hour of the time a concurrent
resolution comes from the other branch of Congress for final
adjournment at 9 o'clock to-night.

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like toaskthe Senator from Alabama——

Mr. ALLEN, And I am informed that under the whip and
spur of the Speaker of the House, at 10 minutes past 6 o’clock a
Eﬂl for a currency commission will pass the House of Representa-

Ves.

Mr. HOAR. I will ask the Senator another question. I asked
him just now if he would give unanimous consent that this mat-
ter should be referred.

Mr. ALLEN. Iam informed that the bill has already passed
the House.

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator be one to give unanimous con-
sent to have a bill for the purpose of creating this commission put
upon its ﬁ)assage at once, without debate?

Mr. ALLEN. So far as I am concerned, I will give unanimous
consent for the consideration of the bill that may come from the
Honse of Representatives to-night.

Mr. HOAR. Thatisnot myquestion. The questionis whether
the Senator from Nebraska will give unanimons consent to pass
the bill without debate.

Mr. ALLEN. That signifies nothing. There is more pollyfox-
ing and more attempt to evade the question. The Senator from
Massachusetts knows (g;ilte well that such a thing has not been
done in this body as to bring in a bill of that importance and put
it upon its passage without debate. The Senator from Massa-
chusetts himself could not resist the temptation to debate the
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guestion, although unanimous consent might be given thatit shonld
not be debated. ; % i
Mr. President, let the bill come here. Letusavoidsending this
e, toa committee if need be. Lef thatbill be placed before
the Senate and discussed in an orderly manner, and let us deter-
mine within a reasonable time whether the President of the United
States shall have the commission he desires. I think it is due
a coordinate branch of the Government, the President of the
United States, that we pay heed to hisrequest in the message that
has just been laid before us, although I can nof support such a
bill, I see no occasion for Senators on theother side to run away
from this question.
1 believe the action of the Senate, if it shall adjourn in the face
of this message, will be withonta precedent in the history of Con-
ess. Here the President appeals to us as the sole legislative
dy of the nation for a currency commission, which he says is
needed and whose report he wants before Congress convenes in
December that he may thoroughly digest it and lay the resnlt be-
fore Congress in his annual message, and in the face of a recom-
mendation of that kind, coming from that high source, we find
Republican Senators filibustering and violating the rules of the
Senate to force an adjournment contrary to his wishes and his

will,

Myr. TELLER. Mr. President, I understand that this is a de-
batable gquestion. I helieve the Chair is right about it, and I wish
to say simply a word or two. .

It seems to me that we are not making any progress in any
direction. I believe it is the sentiment of the country. notwith-
standing the message of the President, that we should adjourn.
The President has sent a message here of which I will not speak
now, because I should not have time, except to say that, so far as
Iam concerned, I never expect to vote for the suggestion the Presi-
dent has made. I know very well that such a measuré will take
a great deal of debate, and I know very well that the friends of
the Administration do not propose, notwithstanding the sugges-
tions of the President, to attempt to pass it now.

I know another thing that I think the Senate and the counftry
might just as well recognize. On account of the opposition to
the resolution of the Senator from Kansas concerning the Pacitic
railroads it is not going to at this session. I am myself in

favor of that resolution, but we all know that if there is a desire |

to defeat it, it can be defeated. I think that that desire exists very
largely on this side of the Chamber. If I can get a chance fo vote
for it, I intend to vote for that resolution, but it seems to me that
everyone might recognize the fact that we are not going to pass
the resolution. Neither are we going to comply with the request
of the President and do anything with his message. 'We are sim-
ply staying here for nothing. It appears to me that the proper
thing for us to do, if we can not get consent to vote on the rail-
road proposition, is to adjonrn. If we conld get that consent, we
counld settle and dispose of everything here in fifteen minuntes.

Mr. BERRY. I suggest to the Senator from Colorado that he
ask consent.

Mr. TELLER. I will ask, then, whether we can not now act
upon and dispose at least of the pending motion, and whether we
can not then get consent to vote without further debate n the
resolution which the Senator from Kansas [Mr. HARrRIS]| has in
charge? If any Senator thinks he ought to debate if, let that Sen-
ator tell us just how long he wants to debate it, so that we may
know, and let us see if we can not agree that we will then take
the vote. Of course if Senatots insist upon debating it at length,
we would pass 9 o'clock and would have to amend the resolu-
tion.

I ask if we can not have unanimous consent to vote between
this hour and 9 o'clock on the Pacific railroads resolution?

Mr. BERRY. Sayat 8 o'clock.

Mr. TELLER. Well, at any time between this and 9.

Mr. THURSTON. For the reasons I have already stated, it
being so manifestly unfair; it being a great question which I be-
lieve involves the interests of my section of the country more than
any other, I must object.

Mr. TELLER. Iwas very cerfain that we could not get unani-
mot}s consent, but we never know anything until we fry it and
settle it.

Now, it seems to me that we shall gain nothing by staying here,
unless the Republicans here say that they want to stay to discuss
the guestion of a monetary commission; and T understand a bill
will come from the other House in fifteen or twenty minutes pro-
viding for a commission. They have given it, of course, on that
side the care and attention they give to such questions; but that
may not be sufficient for us. Of course everybody knows that it
wi.lir have to be debated here, and debated at length for days.

I am willing with the Senator from Nebraska to stay here, much
as I dislike to stay, and settle this financial question. I think it
would have been a great deal better to have referred the whole
thing to the Indianapolis convention, because evidently the Presi-

dent has a great deal more confidence in the Indianapolis conven-
tion than he has in Congress.

Mr. LINDSAY. Which Indianapolis convention?

Mr. TELLER. The last one, which was composed of what are
called the National Democrats, which the President says adopted
so favorable a report that we ought to take it in hand and substan-
tially adopt its recommendation, I suppose. They declared there
ihat they were in favor of theretirement of the greenbacks. They
were in favor of maintaining in all its integrity and purity the
gold standard, I understand that this puts the Administration
squarely on that line.

Mr. COCKRELL. And they declared in favor of giving to na-
tional banks the control of the currency.

Mr. TELLER. Of course the control of the currency by the
national banks is a of the programme. This puts the Ad-
ministration in line financially with that movement. Everybody
knows that so great a change in the monetary system of the coun-
try can mot be brought about without a tremendous contest.
There are a great many men who have heretofore considered

themselves Republicans and have trained up to the present mo-
ment with the Republican party who will stop and think a good
while before they will consent to the retirement of the greenbacks

the turn-

and the establishment ﬁrml_; of the gold standard an
ing over to the national banks of the entire control of all the cur-
rency in this country save gold and silver.

Mr, President, if the Republicans here want to stay, and will
say so, I will vote against final adjournment; I know of a num-
ber of other Senators who will vote against it, and we will take
this question up and settle it.

Mr. HOAR. That is, the message?

Mr. TELLER. The message. We have been charged for
months with disturbing the business of the country by our talk
about finance. If we are o abdicate our power as legislators and
turn it qver either to the Indianapolis convention or to this com-
mittee of ten, or whatever the number may be, we had better do
it right off; the sooner we can do it the better. We can do it just
as soon as our consciences will allow us, after having expressed
our disapprobation and our contempt for such a snggestion. But
it can not be done under weeks, Ee!‘. I am willing to stay here,
if necessary, until next December, and let this session go into the
next. Now, the question is, 1f we are not going to do that, why
not adjourn?

Mr. COCKRELL. That is right.

Mr. TELLER. We are not going to have any railroad legisla-
tion unless you stay here for another week. You can not keep a
quoram unless it is understood that the proposed financial legis-
lation is to come up, and then possibly we may k a quornm;
but I doubt very much whether a majority of the Administration
supporters can be kept here to consider the question.

appeal to the Senate whether we had not better consider this
session practica:}lig closed, and let the responsibility of nonaction
upon the railr question rest with those who have control of
the Senate.

Mr. ALLEN. Does not the Senator think that the saving of
$50,000.000 in the Pacific Railroad matter is worthy of the Senate
remaining here for a week or two?

Mr.TELLER. In my judgment, the saving of 850,000,000 wounld
be a greatf thirg to the American people.

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President—

Mr. TELLER. When you have established the gold standard, it
will not make any difference whether you have $50,000,000 or
£100,000,000, yon will be in greater distress than you are now. 1
will hear the Senator from Missouri.

Mr. COCERELL. I was going to ask how a Senate resolution
could save the country $50,000,000?

Mr. TELLER. I do not believe myself that it is anything but
the expression of our opinion, and I believe it will count for
nothing at all.

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me, does he not think
the President of the United States would follow the advice of the
Senate far enough to hold this matter up until December?

Mr. TELLER. Over in Great Britain they havea way of voting
a lack of confidence in the Government. If the message the Presi-
dent has sent here is not a declaration on his part of a lack of
confidence in Congress, I do not know what could be. Having
sent it here and said to us, ** Gentlemen, you are unfit and incap-
able of legislating upon the monetary questions of the country,
except that you take the advice of the Indianapolis convention,
or else take the advice of the ten men I know, who know more
than you do, and whom I am going to select,” I do not believe he
will pay any attention to a simple declaration of the Senate that
will be passed with very decided opposition,and g;'scticaj}_j; with the
unanimous opposition of his sideof the Chamber. So there is no

ractical nse in staying here. I want to say to the Senator from
gfehmska that if the $§50,000,000 are going they are going anyhow.

Mr. ALLEN. We ought to protest against it.
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Mr. TELLER. The President can save $50,000,000 now if
§50,000,000 can be saved when the resolution passes. He has had
all the facts presented to him by various Senators here on this
floor, and if he believes that $50,000,000 can be saved, he will save
it perhaps. If he does not, let the responsibility rest with him.
Weare not obliged to stay here, in my judgment, to pass a Senate
resolution that is not binding on him. If it were a resolution that
wonld compel him to act, it would be different; but we can not
pass that. %verybody knowsitwould have been useless to attempt
it; it would never have gone beyond the Senate. I will not say
anything daro%atory of any other legislative body, but everyone
knows it would have stopped right here.

Mzr. President, I do not intend to discuss the financial question.
I do not intend unnecessarily to delay the Senate. It seems to
me that we have reached a point when, without somewhat low-
ering the dignity of the Senate, without getting into an unseemly
scramble, we have got to quif, and if there is any responsibility
for the failure to take up and follow the President’s suggestions
and pass such a measure, let it rest with his friends. :

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Colorado pardon me a
moment?

Mr. TELLER. Certainly.

Mr. BUTLER. I think the Senator from Colorado is mistaken

when he says that we are powerless and are forced to adjourn.
Everybody knows that when the question to adjourn comes up,
that that is a test question of the ific Railroad resolution. I
think a majority of the Senate is in favor of the Pacific Railroad
resolution, and that is the only test vote we will get on that reso-
lution. Therefore, if every Senator who is in favor of that resolu-
tion will vote against adjourning, I do not believe the Senate can
be adjourned.
Mr. TELLER. I do not know whether a motion to adjourn
would be a fair test vote on this question or not. I hardly think
it would; but I think perhaps a fair test vote might be had by
moving to lay it on the table.

Mr. FOR R. If the Senator will allow me, I can say that it
would not be a fair test. If the resolution comes to a vote, I in-
tend to vote for it. I voted for it in committee after I had very

thoroughly examined it, and I have not heard anything on the floor

of the Senate to cha.nia my mind about it. I shall vote for the
resolution, and yet I shall vote for final adjournment.

Mr. TELLER. I understood the attitude of the Senator from
Ohio on the resolution, and I thought very likely he would feel,
as I know some Senators do who are with him on the resolution,
that it is useless to attempt to stay here, and it might not be, as
the Senator from North Carolina thinks it would be, a fair expres-
gion. I do not believe it would.

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will pardon me, I will say that
I thought this matter was in such form that every Senator who
favored the resolution would vote inst adjourning if there was
a chance to pass the resolution. I g not intend to misrepresent
any Senator. I was simply expressing my own feelings. Iam
very anxious to adjourn, and I would vote to adjourn if the Pa-
cific Railroad resolution was not up.

Mr. FORAKER. Isaid what I did in view of what had been
said by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON], that the dis-
cussion on that resolution has not ended, and that others are anx-
ious to participate in the debate on his side. I foresee that if the
matter were regularly taken up and considered and debated there
would be a great deal of time consumed before a vote could be
reached. So I shall be compelled to vote for final adjournment.

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator is a friend of the resolution.
‘Why should we not stay here two or three days, none of those
favoring the resolution debating it, butsimply allowing those who
0 it to k, and thus get a vote on it?

r. COCKRELL. Mr, President, I think it ought to be per-
fectly manifest to usall now that unless we all change onr minds,
it will be useless to attempt to secure further legislation at this
called session. Unless we intend to stay here indefinitely, there is
no use.now in attempting any of these things.

I am heartily in favor of the resolution of the Senator from
Kansas [Mr. Harris]. Heand his friends on the committee have
presented the resolution, and they have presented it strongly, and
it has gone before the country. Now, it is perfectly manifest to
me that that resolution can not be passed at this session. Itis
further manifest to me that if it were passed it would not be worth
the paper upon which it is written, for, because of the opposition
that is made to it from the other side of the Chamber, the Presi-
dent would not re, it as of any binding force. It ismerelya
declaration of the Senate and has no force or effect as a law; and
when it would be so largely voted against as is indicated upon the
opposite side, I do not think it would be persuasive even, and
that is the only force it could have—a persunasive force.

I wish we could it, for Ishould like to have thelittle benefit
that might be derived from if; but I do not honestly believe we
can. It seems to me, therefore, that the better course would be

for us to have some understanding about the matter, and then
make arrangements for final adjournment.

I believe that the country and the friends of the Senator from
Kansas and others will be perfectly satisfied with the course they
have pursued, and will see that they have gone to the end of their
power in tryhig to secure action upon the resolution.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I wish to say with regard to
this resolution that it seems to me very astonishing that gentle-
men who are opposed to it are so anxious to fly from it. If it has
no force, if it has no effect, if it is a mere fulmination on the part
of the Senate, why should they so zealously op: any action
whatever that puts them upon record with regard to it?

I know from personal knowledge from the attorney of the reor-
ganization committee that if this resolution should pass, their
schemes would drop and be abandoned. The resolution might
not possibly have any effect in controlling the action of the Presi-
dent. I tEah‘.:u'lzuosuely made it a simple resolution of the Senate, be-
cause I thought it was %oeaible to pass something of that kind
through the Senate. I knew that it was absolutely impossible
for any resolution of that kind to pass both Houses, and that an
attempt to pass a joint or concurrent resolution, which, after
passing here, wounld fail in the other House, would be used by
everybody as an index that it was a failure, that no action was
taken, and that they could go ahead with their schemes.

I say if this resolution 1s wigasaed it will have a most posi-
tive and decisive effect; it 1 postpone action in this matter
until Congress can further consider it, and therefore I have been
very desirous to have some action taken. I think the record has
been clearly brought before the country. I think the Senate sces
clearly where the responsibility for nonaction is. I have endeav-
ored to do my duty fairly, without imputing improper motives
to any man, in a manly way, regretting my inability to compete
in parliamentary tactics with older members of the ate; and I
have striven to do this in a manner that made me feel that I was
complying with the oath which I took when I entered this Cham-
ber. I believed it was my duty.

My knowledge of these affairs for many years has been some-
what close and intimate. It has not been so close and intimate,
&‘erha.ps. as that of the distingunished Senator from Nebraska [Mr,

HURSTON], who has known all about these things until it seems
to have become second nature in his case, I do notimputetohim
any improper motives, but he looks at these things from a differ-
ent standpoint. That is all well enough and fair enon%h. I have
not endeavored to occupy much time of the Senate. I have been
desirous of a fair and free and full discussion, and we on thisside
have been met with all kinds of parliamentary artifices and all
kinds of subtle tactics in order to prevent the consideration of this
question. So far as I am concerned, I am willing to leave this
guestion to the country and to the people.

I regret, Mr. President, that this great measure, the tariff, has
been used as a barticade behind which people who are seeking
to sandbag the Government of the United States have sought
refuge. Itis an evil omen that the friends of that measure should
regret that this great measure is to be launched upon the great
ocean of human affairs like—

That fatal and perfidious bark,
Built in th' eclipee and rigg'd with curses dark.

It is an unfortunate thing that such should have been the case.

So far as the tariff is concerned, I camne here without any desire
to inte any unreasonable or improper obstruction to it; but I
believed what was declared to us by gentlemen on the other side,
who said that we should have a moderate tariff; that the extremes
of the McKinley law would not be carried out. I had ho that
that would be the case. Unfortunately, it has not been the case;
but the responsibility is clearly fixed; it does not belong to this
side of the Chamber; and I have nothing to complain of and noth-
i;laﬁ to regret. Buf on this other matter, in relation to the Pacific

ilroads, I have the most grofound regret that the t Senate
of the United States should fly from a question of this kind and
seek refuge behind a measure of that sort.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, as to the matter of final adjourn-
ment, I have but one concern outside of that which has just been
under discussion. Those of us on this gide of the Chamber who
differ with the majority on the other side as fo the financial sys-
tem of this country have been generally considered as those who
would stand in the way of the alleged or proposed reforms sug-
gested in the message of the President of the United States., I
desire, before the Senate adjonrns, that the responsibility for not

ing up that message and for not acting upon it shall rest ex-
clusively with the Re;glblican parhtﬁ

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ArLeN], the Senator from
Colorado [Mr. TELLER], and possibly others, have said that they

would stay here with the Republicans of this body and give them
full opportunity to consider and discuss this question and vE.«:iﬂﬁazz:a
their bill if they had the needed votes. Mr. President, I wish to
add my name to that list. I have been here continuously for
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nearly eight months, and am exceedingly anxious for a time to
return to other avocations; but nevertheless, if it is the desire of
Republican Senators in this body to take up the message of the
President and endeavor to carry out the suggestions contained
therein, I pledge myself to stay here with themn unto the end, and
help to make a gqnorum to the last; and not to interpose any fac-
tious dela.{ to any effort they may wish to make to pass whatever
measure they mayinaugurate for the purpose of carrying out the
suggestions of the President of the United States.

n other words, Mr. President, I desire simply that the Repub-
lican party shall take the responsibility of refusing to act upon
this suggestion of the President of the United States. Ihaveno
ohject in the world in interposing any objection to such adjourn-
ment as Republican Senators may decide upon whenever they are
ready to say that they do not desire to consider this question at
this extra session of Congress.

I want it distinctly understood, in order that my action so far
may not be misconstrued, that, in moving to have the message of
the President read and in what I have said, I am not myself in favor
of the snggestion contained in that message; but I am not willing
that it should go ount to the country that those who believe with
me have interfered in any wai: with the consideration of this
measure if the Republicans of this body see pro'lper to consider it.

I understand the bill has already been by the Honse of
Representatives, and will be here for consideration if Republican
Senators desire to consider it. If they do not desire to consider it,
and are ready to say to the country that they do not wish to con-
sider it, then I am ready to adjourn.

Mr. ALDRICH. DMr. President, I think the statementmade by
the Senator from Georgia should be responded to frankly from
this side of the Chamber. Sofar as I know, there is not a Senator
sitting on this side of that aisle who expects any action upon this
message or any currency legislation at this session of Congress, or
any consideration of the subject. So far as the responsibility of
that position is concerned, I think we are all ready to accept it
fully.. I hope now that by unanimous consent a vote may be
taken npon the question of final adjournment.

Mr. BACON. The statement on the part of the distinguished
Senator from Rhode Island, representing, as I have no doubt he
does, his party, is entirely satisfactory to me. [* Question!”
“Question! ”

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], unless it is withdrawn.

‘ Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, I am sorry to hear the state-
ment made by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALprica]. I
am not in sympathy with the movement on either side of this
Chamber to secure a political advantage by putting the responsi-
bility for final adjournment on the one side or the other. It was
the policy of the Administration to osgmne the consideration of
the currency guestion until the tariff bill should be disposed of.
No one expects there will be any legislation during this Adminis-
tration which will essentially change the laws relating to the coin-
age of gold and silver. :

But the country had the right to expect, and the country did
expect, that so soon as the tariff question was disposed of the
currency question would be taken up, considered, and settled, in
order that during the remainder of this Administration the peo-
ple should have that sense of confidence which will put them to
work to restore prosperity under existing conditions, and condi-
tions which are not to be changed. 3

Now, after passing a bill increasing the taxes of the people,
operating unequally, and in many respects oppressively, we are told
by the Republican party that they have done all they expect todo;
that there is not a 1nan on the other side of that aisle who intends
or desires for the present to take up and consider the currency
question; but that it is to go out to the people that they are to
have another period of business suspense, that the condition of
uncertainty is to be prolonged another year, and, in that way, re-
turning prosperity—if there be returning prosperity—cruelly and
nnnecessarily retarded.

Mr. President, it is no use to talk about Senators heing tired of
the city of Washington. Republicans chose to take up the tariff
bill in the beginning of the Administration. No obstructive tac-
tics have been resorted to by the opponents of the measure. They
have passed their bill before the middle of summer, and there is
time, if they intend to commit the currency question to a com-
mission, to take up and attempt to pass an act providing for the
appointment of the desired commission.

t may be the opposition would be so pronounced the bill could
not pass, but there should be an attempt in good faith to pass
such a bill; and I protest that it is dealing unfairly with the busi-
ness of the country to take up our hats and leave the capital with
the announcement that this important question of the currency is
not to be considered until next year, and is probably to run all
through the next year, so that one-half of this Administration will
be gone before a condition of confidence and repose to the business
community shall be secured.

Mr, HOAR. Mr. President, I desire to put onrecord my belief,
in opposition to that of the Senator from Kentucky, that there
was not a man in this country, certainly no considerable number
of men, who expected that these currency matters would be taken
up at this present session.

Mr. TELLER. Not even the President?

Mr. HOAR. IdonotthinkthePresidentthonghtso atthebegin-
ning of the session. The President said nothing about it in his
message at the beginning of the session when we assembled. So
far as I know, it was not heard of.

Undoubtedly as the session went on there has been a pressure on
the President to send in this message for the present consideration
of Congress; but I do not believe there is any considerable num-
ber of persons in the country now who expect consideration of
that subject. I do nof believe the Senator from Kentucky him-
self will say so; and I would like to ask him this gquestion: ** Will
you say, on your responsibility as a Senator, that when you came
here you expected there would be action at the extra session by
legislation on this great question of the currency?”

r. LINDSAY. I will answer the question. When the Presi-
dent’s message came in at this extra session and recommended
tariff legislation and utterly ignored the question of currency
legislation, I was disappointed, and the country was disappointed.
[** Question!” * Question!™]

Mr. President, the question will not be put so long as I choose
to persist in presenting my views to the Senate.

Mr. CULLOM and others. Go ahead.

My, TELLER, Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him?

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly.

Mr. TELLER. In the presence of the Senator from Massachu-
setts I want to read what the President says in his message. He
says:

This subject should receive the attention of Congress at its special session.
It ought not to be postponed until the regalar session. '

I hope the Senator will remember that this message was sent in
after t]fle tariff bill had been passed.

Mr. HOAR. And not when the session assembled.

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, it is an open secret that for th
past two or three weeks this message has almost each day been on
the eve of being sent in to Congress, and nothing except the pres-
sure of the gentlemen managing the tariff bill on the other side
has kept it away from the two Houses of Congress. It is a fact
known to everybody that gentlemen from all parts of the country
have been here since this Congress has been in session urging
that some action should be taken in regard to currency legisla-
tion: but whether I expected, or the Senator from Massachusetts
expected, or anyone else expected that this Congress would do its
duty by considering both these great propositions of tariff and cur-
rency, and give che country at least three years’ rest, there is no
excuse for our running away now, in the face of the demand of the
President that action shall be taken looking to a settlement of this
disturbing and perplexing question. The President asks us to
consider it, and the responsibility for refusing his request can onl
rest on one side of this Chamber, and that is on the side to whic
the President has the right to address himself,

We are informed that the House of Representatives did not
hesitate to consider the subject. It is said that a bill providing
for a commission is already on its way to this end of the Capitol,
but Senators announce that we can not even stay to test the will-
ingness of the Senate to consider this all-important proposition
now. It makesno difference who is hurt or who receives advan-

ta%ehpolitipally.
@ business interests of the country will suffer until this im-
ortant matter is considered and the country is informed author-
itatively, as I believe, what kind of legislation we are to have on
the subject or that we are to have no legislation at all. If noth-
ing is to be done, business will adjust itself to existing conditions.
If anything is to be done, it ought to be done at once, so that the
conditions shall be established upon which business is to revive,
if it is to revive at all.

I say again to the Senator from Massachusetts that I was disap-
pointed, and the country was disappointed, when the message of
the President came in to this extraordinary session and made no
reference to the currency question, and the conntry will be dis-
appointed, and justly disappointed, if, in the face of the message
which came here this afternoon, we refuse to take any action at
all, even to initiate the change of the currency laws by appoint-
inE or refusing to appoint the commission which the President
asks us to appoint.

Mr. STEWART. Just one word, Mr. President. I think the
allusion to the Yroceedings of the Indianapolis convention will
relieve the whole matter of obscurity. becanse they are in print
and are public. I have read them. When they are published,
the country will be satisfied that we went away and did not stop

to fool. ;
Mr. President, I expected that some embar-

Mr. MORGAN.
rassment of this kind would result from the indispositicn of some
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Senators on the other side to have an investigation into the Pacific
railroads abomination. It seems that because the Committee on
Pacific Railroads thought it pmger, thought it was their duty,
unanimously to request the President of the United States to sus-
rend the execution of the agreement for the sale of the sinking
und to Mr. Fitzgerald and company, Senators have found that
very much in their way, and they have determined that no such
ression shall go from this body at the present session, knowing
full well that if this agreement can be executed by the time we
meet here again in December the railroad will be sold out for
$28,000,000, no higher bid being made for it, to a combination
which have already agreed, and agreed before they made the prop-
osition to the President, that they wounld price and capitalize it at
$100,000,000 of 4 per cent bonds, $75,000,000 of 4 per cent gnaran-
teed stock, and $61,000,000 of common stock, making the value of
that property as they appraise it $236,000,000.

There is too much in that for us to expect that there is going to
be peace and comfort anywhere in the neighborhood of an effort
to break it up. The committee have done their duaty, and Sena-
tors on this floor have tried to do their duty in calling this subject
to the attention of the President of the United States. It is before
him, perhaps, in just as strong form as if the Senate were to vote
formally the request which the committee have made. He will
consider it and take his own responsibility upon that. But it is
not within the horoscope of our vision, at least, that any Presi-
dent, under the circumstances, can deal with the guestion and
take up this subject where Mr. Cleveland left it, and carry his
contract into execution, and expecttoescapf the condemnation of
every honest man in the United States. That is a pretty plain
prfqposition which I am statin?. but it is the exact truth.

ow, 1 find it is impossible for us to get even this expression of
opinion from the Senate. I see now that Senators are disposed to
run away, as the Senator from Kansas [Mr. HArRIS]| said, from
this afflictive condition of affairs, and we have not the power to
hold them. Not only so, but in their haste to get away from this
matter they trample upon a recommendation made by Mr. Mc-
Kinley. I have great respect for Mr. McKinley personally and
oﬁciaqu. I have profound regard for him in both of those
capacities, although I have no sort of sympathy with his politica!
convictions upon the subject of the tariff or the subject of the
finances as I understand them. ; )

ButIintend, sofar as I am concerned, totreat him with decorum
and propriety on all occasions, as I would treat any honorable
President of the United States or any man in that office, whether
he were honorable ornot. The office dignifies the man to a posi-
tion where none of us can afford to treat his recommendations,
seriously made, with absolute indifference, or, to speak more
plainly, with contempt.

It is complained here on both sides of the Chamber, by the Sen-
ator from Kentucky [Mr. LiNpsaY], and also by the Senator from
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], that the President of the United
States, in the opening of this extraordinary session of Congress,
made no intimation in his message that he expected to draw the
finance question under consideration. He did not make such an
intimation. It is also said that there has been great pressure
brought to bear upon him by the friends of the tariff to get him
to withhold and keep back this message on the currency question.
That may Le true, and it may not be true. It is asserted on this
floor, and it is not denied.

At all events, the message has remained nntil the very day that
every Democrat and every Republican in Washington City ex-
pected that we would finally adjourn. Now, on the eve of the
adjournment the President of the United States comes in with
this earnest request; this real supplication that we shall not ad-
journ; that we shall stay here and pass his recornmendation into
a law on the subject of raising a finanecial commission.

The bill on the subject of the tariff has been signed. It has be-
come a law. It is now a law, not more than four or five hours
old, to say the most of it; and when it was not more than three
hours old, or two hours old perhaps, this message came and found
its way to the House of Representatives, and we are informed now
by Senators that a bill is even on its way here, predicated upon
that recommendation, put throngh the House under that jack-
screw process by which everything passes that is wanted to pass
and nothing passes that is not wanted.

The President in sending this message in after the tariff bill was
gigned, and after pretty fair debate on it in the Senate of the

nited States, of which we have not complained at all, has avowed
to-day that that bill is not what the country wants to relieve it
from distress, or at least is not all that is wanted. Thatisonly a
partand parcel of a combined scheme—tariff taxation and finance—
one part of which was sent to the Congress of the United States
in the beginning of this session and the other part held back until
the first part was enacted, without any intimation, says the Sen-
ator from Massachusetts, that he intended to make this new
effort to relieve the country from its distress and its suffering.

Here we are, then, with a confessed failure certified to on the

part of the President of the United States, expressing his opinion
that the tariff by itself is not enongh. Prosperity is not to be
expected from it. It requires finance, and it must be supplied in
a hurry, because it must come in here before the meeting in
December, that we may then have the recommendation of this
great commission, of whatever number it is—ten, I believe—in-
structing us what we onght to do for the preservation of the
financial security of the country and to restore prosperity throngh
its assistance. ;

That is an unfortunate condition, and already it has led to a
disseverance of the Republican party. There is a broad line of
division between Republicans, the President on the one hand con-
tending that the financial measure ought to be the subject of im-
mediate consideration before the extraordinary session termi-
nates, and a Senator on this floor saying, *He does not know
what he is ta!kingnahout; we prefer to go home and consider it
next winter.” That is a bad break in the first five months of the
Administration—a mighty bad break. I can not say that I am
sorry, but it is bad politics. I think the President of the United
States is not a first-rate politician. If the junior Senator from
Ohio [Mr. HANNA] had been managing this matter as a campaign
affair, he would have had all his voters at the polls on the day
of election. Perhaps he would have had some he did not expect
or was not entitled to; Ido not know about that; but he wonld have
had all he was entitled to at the polls, and they would have voted.
They would have put in their ballots, a record would have been
made. and trinmph secured.

Here is the President of the United States, on the eve of a great
and trinmphant movement, coming up in the honr of battle with-
ont his troops in order and all of them in rebellion—a terrible re-
bellion going on in the ublican ranks. They ignore, they treat
with contumely and disdain this recommendation of the President
of the United States, that it is necessary for the restoration of the
prosperity of the country that you should have a finance commis-
sion to come and advise yon what to do.

I think the Senate of the United States is going to turn a reluc-
tant ear toward the advice of any commission outside of this
body or outside of Congress. These ninety men who are sent
here from the different sovereign States of this Union are sup-
posed to be competent to take care of its affairs in all directions
and in every direction, and if, in fact, they are not competent to
do so, it would be a good thing to decimate the trib or drive
out half or, perhaps, all of its membership and supply our places
with selected commissioners appointed by the President of the
TInitad States, who mav have the sense, the patriotism, and the
fidelity to come here and enact laws that wonld save this country
trom 1ts great distress.

Now. my opinion on this subject is not worth very much, I am
sure, It is only worth as much as an opinion is worth that a man
has founded on the laws of God and of man and of human experi-
ence. That is all it is worth. I can quote these; I can refer to
them without presuming to be the anthor of any of these ideas;
and guided by these ideas, I agree with the Senator from Colo-
rado that your difficulty has been that you have neglected the real
foundation of all financial success and security, in that yon reject
absolutely one of the metals as a money metal which has been
ordained by divine wisdom for the very purpose of providing
money for the world. :

Perhaps these remarks challenge a smile, or even a sneer, from
men who have no respect for or man. I do not doubt that
they do, Nevertheless they are true, and we will live to see it.
The time is coming around when we will find that the real liber-
ties of the people of the United States are connected with that
fandamental doctrine, and that when we allow the men who can
control the finances of the world to strike one of the money metals
dead, we to that extent enslave onrselves to their will and power.
The only way to gef out of it is to bring that money metal back
to life and let it have its due course and proper weight. That is
the only way.

The President does not agree with that. The President be-
lieves in the national banks. He believes that the four thousand
and odd national banks if they are allowed to issue all the money
that is wanted by the people upon the faith and security of the
bonds of the United States at 100 cents on the dollar, with that
money they can bring prosperity back to the country and drive
out the noninterest-paying greenbacks and silver certificates and
supply the currency of this country through the banks at a large
and offentimes very usurious rate of interest. They want the
money placed in that condition and in those hands where the law
prohibits a man from mortgaging his real estate to a bank for
money.

Lu: real estate in the United States is worth a great deal more
than the personal estates. Personal estate is good security for a
bank loan, and indorsed paper is good security for a bank loan—
mere credit. One of these gamblersin New York can go and put
up his collaterals and get all the money he wants. The owner of
the best piece of land in the United States can not get $10 from
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gﬂ:}:ﬁgi??al bank upon a mortgage of the land. The law pro-
it

Now, under these circumstances, where the people are driven
off from all opportunity of borrowing money from the banks—I
am talking about the industrial classes—where they are cut off
from all opportunity, based upon the value of their property, to
get credit, to borrow money, of course the banks and the bank-
ers have by that means the unoccupied and uncontested field of
circulation. They have no competition. With the value of all
the paper money in the country brought to the gold standard, and
that value converted into bank credit and allowed to be used by
the bankers in this way——

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Alabama can hardly ex-

t to Cﬁroceed with so much competition in the way of oratory
l;ﬁ(%h?:im amber, Conversation is so loud that it is impossible to
ear .

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate willbe in order, so that
the Senator from Alabama may be heard.

Mr. MORGAN. Iam very much obliged to the Senator from
‘Wisconsin. The fact is, I do not speak to the Senate very often.
I am talking to the reporters and the people. It makes very little
difference whether the galleries hear me or whether the Senate
hears me.

The President at the last moment in the session urges npon us
that we shall put the country in control of the national gnks.
That is his proposition, and the qﬁlestion has been all the time
between the national banks and the people. The 4,000 national
banks re]ﬁresent heart and core the oppression of the money classes
against the people. The people are cut off from access to loans,
because they can not pledge their real estate to get any loans.
The law prohibits it. The people are taxed continnally to sus-
tain the banks. They are not even made to give security for
the deposits which they very often break into and steal and rob
the people of.

This controversy is between the national banks and the ﬁoﬁ?
to-day, and the President takes the side of the national banks.
That his party is notwilling to stand up here and have a commis-
gion of national bankers come in and recommend this scheme is
not very distressing to me. I do not think if is very distressing
to them, either. They are getting to be a very independent set
of men. I find of late years thata great many Republicansin this
Chamber have got to doing their own thinking and their own act-
ing, and they do not take a matter of advice sent in here by the
President of the United States.

Now, finding this imbroglio, this tangle, this inextricable diffi-
eulty we are in, I think perhaps I can do something toward re-
lieving by withdrawing my demand for the yeas and nays on my
motion to refer the resolution, and by consenting, as my col-
1 es on the committee seem to think I onght to consent, that I

ill not undertake now to press the resolution to a vote so far as
I am concerned; but I am notin charge of it. I might as well
confess that-we have been filibustered out of our rights, and I do
so with becoming modesty and some grief,

I therefore withdraw my demand for the yeasandnays. Ihave
a proposition fo make to the Senator from Rhode Island. He
seems to be very unhappy about getting away fromm Washington.
I will ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that we e a
recess until five minutes or ten minutes before 9 o’clock, so as to

ive us a chance, if we want to concur in the resolution of the
ouse.

Mr. ALDRICH. Let us concur first and then take a recess.
‘We will not have a quorum here to concur a few minutes before
9 o'clock. I am quite willing to agree to a recess being taken, but
1 shonld like to have the resolution concurred in. -

p Mr. ALLISON. Let us take a recess to a quarter to 9 o'clock
fit:r agreeing to the resolutionm, I suggest to the Senator from

Mr. MORGAN. Isubmit to Senators if they do not thirk that
is a very heavy appeal to make to me. I want to say somethin%
of my personal connection with these things or the interest I fee
in conjunction with my distinguished friend from Iowa who re-
ported the Pacific Railroad resolution.

Mr. GEAR. No; I beg pardon.

Mr. MORGAN. You voted for it, which is the same thing.

Mr. GEAR. I voted for it in committee.
Mr. MORGAN., I have been herenow since the 15th of March,
working day and night, doing my very best, trying to serve the

country as well as I knew how, and all this time I have had to
bear the pressure of the House locked out, where my constituents
were debarred from the Elﬁvllegeof any representation at all, with
no chance to pass any bill or to have any debate. And more than
that, Mr. President, I feel another sorrow in my heart and a very
profound opne. I do not often speak of it.

1t is getting to be now so heavy that I do not like to talk about
it. We have been prevented from giving the expression of this
great Republic, this magnificent country, in favor of men who
gigh, and long, and pine, and fight, and die for liberty, whose

children and wives are sold ?on the bench like slaves to the offi-
cers of the Spanish army, and where little children are taken and
flayed alive in the presence of their mothers. We have been
locked up so that we could not even reach Cuba with our voice.
Ifeel that the pressure is very heavy. But, sir, I respect every

entleman on the Republican side of this Chamber. I respect
1im personally and politically, and I have not the slightest di
sition to interfere with their views about any subject at all that
relates to the conduct of their own partIy affairs.

I will then change my proposition. I ask now the nnanimous
concurrence of the Senate in the House resolution to adjourn to-
night at 9 o'clock, and after that other Senators can move fora
recess if they choose to do it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TIs there objection to the request
made by the Senator from Alabama for unanimous consent for
concurrence in the House resolution? The Chair hears none, and
it is so ordered.

PRINTING OF TARIFF ACT.

Mr. COCKRELL. I submit a resolution for which I ask pres-
ent consideration, providing for the printing of a thousand addi-
tional copies of the new tariff act, to be placed in the document
room and to be accessible to all Senators. It will cost about $32.

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

Resolved, That there be printed for the files of the Senate document room

1,000 additional copies of the act to provide revenue for the Government and
to encourage the industries of the United States, as approved July 24, 1807.

MRS, ADONIA HUARD.

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
was referred the bill (8. 1181) granting a pension to Mrs. Adonia
Huard, of New Orleans, La., widow of Hypolite Huard, deceased,
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

THANES TO THE VICE-PRESIDENT.

Mr. COCERELL. I offer a resolufion for which I ask present
consideration,

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacox in the chair), The
Secretary will read the resolution.

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows:

Resolved, That the thanks of the Senate are hereby cordially tendered to
Hon. GARRET A. HoBART, Vice-President of the United States, for his able,
impartial, and courteouns discharge of his duties.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption
of the resolution.

The resolution was nnanimously agreed to.

THE NATIONAL PARK.

Mr. THURSTON. I ask unanimous consent to consider a reso-
lation which I present at the request of the Committee on Terri-
tories. If it leads to any debate, I will withdraw it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read.

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be authorized as now consti-
tuted, either by full committee or such subcommittee as may be appointed
by the chairman thereof, with the full power of such committee, to investi-
gate the present condition and t of the National Park and to
make full inguiry as to what le, tion is further necessary to fully preserve
and protect said National Par

Second. That said comnmittee or subcommittee shall have power tosend for
persons and pel'ljmrs, to administer caths, and to examine witnesses under
oath touching the matters which thahy are hereby empowered to investigate,
and may hold their sessions and conduct their said investigation during the
recess of the Senate at such place or places as they may determine; and the

necessary and 'glroper expenses incurred in the execution of order
be paid ont of the contingent fund of the Senate npon vouchers approved by
the chairman of said committee.

Mr. COCKRELL. Under the rule, the resolution goes to the
ggmmittee to Andit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the

nate. :

Mr. THURSTON. I stated that if there was any objection to
the present consideration of the resolution, I would withdraw it,

Mr. COCKRELL. Itmust gothere. It isnotsubject toobjec-
tion; it goes there under the rule.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be referred
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses
of the Senate,

RECESS.

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate take a recess until a
quarter to 9 o'clock.

Mr. ALDRICH. Iwould suggest that we have unanimous con-
sent that no business be done between a quarter of 9 and 9 o’clock,

Mr. ALLISON. There will be no business done unless some-
thing is necessary.

Mr. WHITE. I hope there will be no attempt to pass the cur-
rency bill during that time. ughter. |

The VICE-PRESIDENT. mators, I can not adequately ex-
press my appreciation of the sentiments of the resolution relating
to the presiding officer. I can only say that I am profoundly

a for the numberless courtesies extended to me from every

nator on this floor, for I have received nothing else during the
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four months in which I have presided over this body, and I thank
everyone of you for your kindness and your consideration, so
fully, so freely, and so generously extended.

&Ahpplause on the floor and in the galleries.]

e Senator from Jowa asks unanimous consent that the Senate
take a recess until a quarter before 9 o'clock to-night. Is there
any objection? The %hmr hears none, and it is 8o ordered.

My, C L. And no business is to be done after that time
except mere formal matters. ;

The Senate accordingly (at 7 o’clock and 2 minutes p. m.) took
a recess until 8 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.

The Senate reassembled at the expiration of the recess, at 8.45

. M,
v MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R.
McKENNEY, one of its clerks, announced that the House had
passed a joint resolution (H. Res.81) authorizing the appoint-
ment of a monetary commission, and providing for its expenses;
in which the concurrence of the Senate was requested.

The message also announced that the House had passed the
joint resolution (S. R. 64) providing for a compilation of all the
treaties now in force between the United States and any foreign
government. .

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House
had appointed as members of the committee on the part of the
House to wait on the President, Mr. GROSVENOR and Mr. Mc-

The fnea.sage also announced that the Homse had passed the
concurrent resolution of the Senate providing for the printing of
50,000 copies of the tariff law of 1897, in pamphlet form.

HOUSE BILL REFERRED.

The joint resolution (H. Res. 81) anthorizing the appointment
of a monetary commission and providing for its expenses was read
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance.

THANKS TO THE PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE,

Mr.PASCO. Mr. President, I take ﬁreat pleasure in offering
t]ae rt;z?ilntion which Isend tothe desk and ask may be unanimously
adopted.

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Senator from Florida offers a
resolution, which will be read.

The resolution wasread, and unanimously agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the thanks of the Senate are hereby tendered to Hon. Wit-
LIAM P, FRYE, President pro tmij})m of the Benate, for the courteous, dig-
ad, and able manner with which he has presided over its deliberations

during the present session.
NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT.
Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to:
Resolved, That a committee of two Benators be a; ted to join a similar
committee a ted the House of Represen ves, to wait upon the
President of the United tes and inform him that the two Houses, having

completed the business of the present on, are ready to adjourn, unless
he may have some further communication to make.

The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. Arrisox and Mr. Tor-
PIE as members of the committee under the resolution.
PROPOSED MONETARY COMMISSION,

Mr. STEWART. I ask unanimous consent that the proceed-
ings of the Indianapolis convention referred to in the President’s

message be printed as a document. It is in the Library, I un-
derstand, and the reporters can obtain it and furnish it to the
printer.

Mr. PETTUS. Iinguire what message the Senator refers to?

Mr. STEWART. Thecurrencymessage. The Presidentrefers
to the subject as following out the reconmendation of the Indian-
apolis convention. I should like to have the proceedings of that
couventio&%)rimed and go with the message.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Ts there any objection to the request
of the Senator from Nevada, that the proceedings of the Indian-
apolis monetary convention be printed as a document?

Mr, PETTUS. I object.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made.

Mr. CULLOM. I believe there was no order made by the Sen-
ate with reference to the President’s message which came in
to-day. I move that that message be referred to the Committee
on Finance and printed.

Mr. PETTUS. I will withdraw the objection.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the request
of the Senator from Illinois that the message of the President be
referred to the Committee on Finance and printed? The Chair
hears none, and it is so crdered.

Mr. ALLEN. I suggest to the Senator from Nevada that the
Senator from Alabama has withdrawn his objection.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The objection made to the request of
the Senator from Nevada is now withdrawn.- Is there any objec-
Eon to the request? The Chair hears no objection, and the order

e.

Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to have 10,000 copies printed.
A]M{. PASCO. I1renew the objection made by the Senator from

abama.

The VICE-PRESIDERT. The order had been made before the
Senator from Florida interposed his objection.

Mr. PASCO,. I did not understand that the request was again
renewed after the Senator from Alabama withdrew his objection.
I think the objection is in time.

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Itwonld bein time, the Chair would
state, go far as the order was concerned, but there is no reason, the
Chair sn% oses, why, if the objection is pressed, the decision should
stand. The Chair trusts that Senatorswill come to some arrange-
ment among themselves as to what should be done.

Mr. STEWART. I will limit it to 2,000 copies.

Mr. PASCO. If the guestion is open, I object to the printing of
the document. ;

Mr. STEWART. If the objection is pressed, I will withdraw
ge request and let it go. I think it wounld be a good thing to

ve it.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objectionisinterposed,and the order
heretofore made is withdrawn.

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT.

At 8 o'clock and 55 minutes p, m. Mr. Arrisox and Mr, TurerE
appeared at the bar, and -

Mr. ALLISON said:

Mr. President, your committee, in accordance with the Senate
resolution, have communicated with the President and informed
him that the two Houses are now ready to adjourn without day
unless he shonld have some further communication to make. The
President desires us to express his sincere congratulations fo the

P

{ Senate and the House, and he says he has no further communica-
tion to make fo Congress.

FINAL ADJOURNMENT.

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 9 o’clock p. m.). Isthere any fur-
ther business before the Senate?

Mr. CULLOM and others. Nothing further.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senators, underthe termsof the con-
current resolution, it only remains for me, as President of the
Senate, to anmounce the adjournment of the Senate, and 1 now
therefore declare that the extraordinary session of the Senate isat
an end, and that the Senate stands adjourned without day.

~“NOMINATIONS,
Fxecutive nominations received by the Senale July 24, 1897,
UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS.

Mack A. Montgomery, of Mississippi, to be attorney of the
United States for the northern district of Mississippi, vice Chap-
man L. Anderson, to be removed. -

Abial Lathrop, of South Carolina, to be attorney of the United
States for the district of South Carolina, vice Willi Perry
Murphy, to be removed.

- COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE.

John C. Liynch, of California, to be collector of internal revenue
for the first district of California, to succeed O. M. Welburn,
removed.

Philemon B, Hunt, of Texas, to be collector of internal revenue
for the fourth district of Texas, vice James L. Doggett, removed.

Henry A. Rucker, of Georgia, to be collector of internal revenue
for the district of Georgia, vice Paul B. Trammell, removed.

John C. Entrekin, of Ohio, to be collector of internal revenue
for tl(lie eleventh district of Ohio, vice Samuel M, McMillen, re-
moved.

James D, Brady, of Vir%nia, to be collector of internal revenue
for the second district of Virginia, vice William Ryan, removed.

ASSAYER AND MELTER.

William 8. Clanton, of North Carolina, to be aésayer and melter
of the United States assay office at Charlotte, N. C., to sneceed
William E. Ardrey, removed.

RECEIVERS OF PUELIC MONEYS,

Stephen J. Loughran, of Des Moines, Iowa, to be receiver of
public moneys at Des Moines, Iowa, vice William H. Turbett,
removed.

Henry D. Bowman, of Las Cruces, N. Mex., to be receiver of
public e(tlnoneys at Las Cruces, N. Mex., vice James P. Ascarate,
resigned.

INDIAN AGENT.

Jay Lynch, of Dayton, Wash.,to be agent for the Indians of the

Yakima Agency in Washington, vice Lewis T. Erwin, resigned.
COMMISSIONER. .

L. B. Shepherd, of Alaska, to be a commissioner in and for the
District of Alaska, to reside at St. Michaels, to fill one of the four
additional commissionerships created by the act of Congress ap-
proved June 4, 1897, vice William J. Jones, resigned.
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PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY.

Lieut. Wainwright Kellogg, to be a lientenant-commander in
the Navy, from the 13th day of July, 1897, vice Lient. Commander
Edward P. Wood, promoted.

Lieut. Commander Walton Goodwin, to be a commander in the
Navy, from the 21st day of July, 1897, vice Commander Charles
O'Neil, promoted.

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Hugh Rodman, to be a lieutenant in the
Navy, from the 13th day of July, 1897, vice Lieut. Wainwright
Kellogg, promoted.

PROMOTIONS IN REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE.

Engineer in Chief John Wilkie Collins, of New York, to be cap-
tain of engineers in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United
States. Office created by act of Congress approved June 4, 1807,

SURVEYOR-GENERAL,

Quinby Vance, of Hermosa, N. Mex., to be surveyor-general of

New Mexico, vice Charles F. Easley, resigned.
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE,

Robert A. Cameron, of Alva, Okla., to be register of the land

office at Alva, Okla., vice Frank P. Alexander, resigned.
POSTMASTERS.

Monroe B. Morton, to be postmaster at Athens, in the count;
of Clarke and State of Georgia, in the place of James O'Farrell,
removed.

Amelia Williams, to be postmaster at Glenwood Springs, in the
county of Garfield and State of Colorado, in the place of W. T.
Beans, removed.

Mary B. Griswold, to be Postma.ster at Guilford, in the county
of New Haven and State of Connecticut, in the place of George

E. Meigs, deceased. .
Hiram J. Dunla[{éto be tmaster at Kankakee, in the count
of Kankakee and State of Illinois, in the place of William T.

Gougar, removed.

Ernest G. Howell. to be postmaster at Geneva, in the county of
Kane and State of Illinois, in the place of Mary A. Herrington,
removed.

William D. Page, to be postmaster at Fort Wayne, in the coun
of :Mlgg an.(l State of Indiana, in the place of W. W. Rockhill,
resigned.

‘Willard M. Dunn, to be postmaster at Waterville, in the county
of Kennebec and State of Maine, in the place of Frank L. Thayer,
removed,

Oramel Murray, to be postmaster at Pittsfield, in the connty of
Somerset and State of ine, in the place of Henry F. Libby,
removed.

C. H. Mead, to be postmaster at West Acton, in the county of
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of H. A, Little-
field, removed, -

Frank M. Filson, to be postmaster at Cameron, in the county of
Clinton and State of Missouri, in the place of Beauregard Ross,
resigned. .

Jefferson Swanger, to be postmaster at Milan, in the county of
Sullivan and State of Missouri, in the place of John N. Shepler,
removed.

J. F. Naugle, to be postmaster at Meyersdale, in the county of
Somerset and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of William H.
Hay, removed.

CONFIRMATIONS.
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 24, 1897.
COMMISSIONER OF IMMIGRATION,

Percy C. Hennighausen, of Maryland, to be commissioner of

immigration at the port of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland.
PROMQTION IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE.

Engineer in Chief John Wilkie Collins, of New York, to be
captain of engineers,

NICARAGUA CANAL COMMISSION,

Rear-Admiral John G. Walker, United States Navy; Capt.
Oberlin Mathies Carter, Corps of Engineers, United States Army,
and Lewis M. Haupt, of Pennsylvania (an engineer from civil
life), to be members of the Nicar: Canal Commission provided
for in the act of Congress approved June 4, 1897, entitled ‘“An act
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern-
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for other pur-
poses.”

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY.

Capt. Norman H. Farquhar, to be a commodore.

Commander Charles O'Neil, to be a captain.

Lieut. Commander Walton Goodwin, to be a commodore.

Lieut. Wainwright Kellogg, to be a lientenant-commander.

COMMISSIONERS,

George D. Greene, of Montana, to be a commissioner to examine
and classify lands within the land-grant and indemnity land-grant

S a s e g e e s

limits of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company in the Helena
land district in Montana.

Miles Cavanangh, of Helena, Mont., to be a commissioner to
examine and classify lands within the land-grant and indemnity
land-grant limits of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company in
the Helena land district in Montana.

William R. Manning, of Newton, fowa, to be a commissioner to
examine and classify lands within the land-grant and indemnity
land-grant limits of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company in
the Helena land district in Montana.

L. B. Shepherd, of Alaska, to be commissioner in and for the
District of Alaska, to reside at St. Michaels,

CLERK OF DISTRICT COURT OF ALASEKA.

Albert D. Elliot, of Washington, D. C., to be clerk of the dis
trict court for the District of Alaska.

ASSAYER,

William 8, Clanton, of North Carolina, to be assayer and melter
of the United States assay office at Charlotte, N. C.

COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE.

Andrew L. Morrison, of New Mexico, to be collector of internal
revenue for the district of New Mexico.

John C. Lynch, of California, to be collector of internal revenue
for the district of California.

Philemon B. Hunt, of Texas, to be collector of internal revenue
for the fourth district of Texas. -

Henry A. Rucker, of Georgia, tobe collector of internal revenue
for the district of Georgia.

John C. Entrekin, of Ohio, to be collector of internal revenue
for the eleventh district of Ohio.

James D. Brady, of Virginia, to be collector of internal revenue
for the second district of Virginia.

MARSHAT.

Creighton M. Foraker, of New Mexico, to be marshal of the
United States for the Territory of New Mexico.

SURYEYOR-GENERAL. .
Quinby Vance, of Hermosa, N. Mex., to be surveyor-general of
New Mexico.
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE.

Robert A. Cameron, of Alva, Okla., to be register of the land
office at Alva, Okla.

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS,

Henry D. Bowman, of Las Cruces, N. Mex., to be receiver of
public moneys at Las Cruces, N. Mex.

UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS.

Morris D. Wickersham, of Alabama, to be attorney of the
United States for the southern district of Alabama.

William D. Wright, of Tennessee, to be attorney of the United
States for the eastern district of Tennessee.

Abail Lathrop, of South Carolina, to be attorney of the United
States for the district of South Carolina.

POSTMASTERS.

Abel Landry, to be postmaster at Napoleonville, in the parish
of Assumption and State of Louisiana.

Harry H. Mitchell, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county
of Henry and State of Missonri.

Frank Sigel Jones, to be postmaster at Sarcoxie, in the county of
Jagpir a(n}d%itatahgfhl}i[ 1W)IIJ:G.:1)031:111:;1&;1:«31- t W b th

eter C. Van Matre, to a arrensburg, in the

county of Johnson and State of Missouri. s

Henry Mayer, to be postmaster at Vicksburg, in the county of
Warren and State of Mississippi.

Seth Gt. Wells, to be postmaster at Erie, in the county of Neosho
and State of Kansas. :

I. H. La Mar, to be postmaster at Petersburg, in the county of
Pike and State of Indiana.

Richard W. Box, to be postmaster at Pulaski, in the county of
Oswego and State of New York.

Fielding Smith, to be Eostmaster at Lancaster, in the county of
Coos and State of New Hampshire.

James M. Wright, to be postmaster at Richmond, in the county
of Ray and State of Missouri.

Blanton W. Burford, to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the connty
of Wilson and State of Tennessee.

John J. Leedom, to be postmaster at St. Paris, in the county
of Champaign and State of Ohio.

Dwight H. Bruce, to be postmaster at Syracuse, in the county
of Onondaga and State of New York. -

James M. Cox, to be postmaster at Adrian, in the county of
Bates and State of Missouri.

George N. Wimer, to be q%)stmaster at Palmyra, in the county
of Burlington and State of New Jersey.

W. B. Morton, to be postmaster at Harrison, in the county of
Boone and State of Arkansas.

A
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Amelia Williams, to be postmaster at Glenwood Springs, in the
county of Garfield and State of Colorado.

Mary B. GGriswold, to be postmaster at Guilford, in the county
of New Haven and State of Connecticut.

Hiram J. Dunlap, to be postmaster at Kankakee, in the county
of Kankakee and State of 1llinois.

Earnest G. Howell, to be postmaster at Geneva, in the county
of Kane and State of Illinois.

‘William D. Page, to be postmaster at Fort Wayne, in the county
of Allen and State of Indiana.

Willard M. Dunn, to be postmaster at Waterville, in the county
of Kennebec and State of Maine.

Oramel Murray, to be postmaster at Pittsfield, in the county of
Somerset and State of Maine,

(. H. Mead, to be postmaster at West Acton, in the county of
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts.

Frank M. Filsom, to be postmaster at Cameron, in the county
of Clinton and State of Missouri.

Jefferson Swanger, to be postmaster at Milan, in the county of
Sullivan and State of Missouri.

J. F, Nangle, to be postmaster at Meyersdale, in the county of
Somerset and State of Pennsylvania.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
[Continuation of legislative day of Thursday, July 22, 1897.]
The recess having expired, the House (at 12 o’clock m., Satur-
day, July 24) resumed its session.
ORDER OF BUSINESS,

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I desire to correct the RECORD.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]
is recognized.

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House take a recess until half
past 3 o'clock this afternoon.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine moves—

Mr. DINGLEY. I will modify my motion and say 3 o'clock.

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas, Am I not to be allowed to correct
the RECORD this morning? T desire to correct the RECORD.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that can be done after the

Tecess.

Mr. McRAE. 1 hope the gentleman from Maine, before his
motion is put, will state some reason why this recess should be
taken.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine moves that the
House take a recess unftil 3 o'clock.

Mr. DINGLEY. What was the suggestion of the gentleman
from Arkansas [Mr. McRAE]?

Mr. McRAE. 1 should be glad if the gentleman would make a
statement to the House as to why this recess is to be taken. If
there is nothing else to be done, some of us would like to start for
our homes this afternoon. If there is anything else to be done,
we should be glad to know what it is and when it will be taken up.

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman is aware that the Senate has
made an order providing for a final vote upon the conference re-

ort on the tariff at 3 o'clock this afternoon, and that the engrossed
gill must come back here and be laid before the House and signed
by the Speaker.

Mr. McRAE. That is all true. - If there is nothing else to be
done except that, then I can see no objection fo the recess; but if
there is anythjniyelse to be done, why not proceed with it now?

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam notaware of anything demanding im-
mediate consideration.

Mr. McRAE. Will the gentleman be kind enough——

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Ihope the gentlemanfrom Maine
will modify his motion so that the House shall meet at half past 3.
Everybody in the House wants to be over in the Senate during
the calling of the roll on the tariff bill; and we can not be there
and here at the same time.

Mr. DINGLEY. In accordance with the gentleman's sugges-
tion, I will modify my motion so as to say half past 8 o’clock,

Mr. McRAE. If the gentleman will allow me, I will be a little
more direct, and will ask him whether it is the purpose to take
up. as has been stated in the press, the bill providing for a cur-
rency commission, after the passage of the tariff bill, if ‘it should

pass.

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam notabletoanswer the question, because
no such proposition as yet has been presented.

Mr. McRAE. There has been such a proposition presented to
the House. A bill of that kind has been introduced, and there
has been a good deal of talk about the matter by those who pre-
tend to know.

. Mr. DINGLEY. Iam notable to inform the gentleman at this
our——

Mr. MCMILLIN,. It is very desirable there shonld be some in-
timation on that subject. Quite a number of gentlemen wish to

go home this afternoon who, if any important business is to come
up, would remain.

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam not able to give any definite information
on the snbject. :

The SPEAKER. The subject of the nearness of the possible
adjournment of the two Houses having been mentioned, the Chair
desires to say that in his opinion it is the duty of every member to
remain here until the close of the session; otherwise the House
may find itself without a quorum, and whoever may not be here
will be blamed to that extent. The Chair hopes that the House
and all the members of it will govern themselves accordingly.

Mr. McRAE. We have been kept here for four months on the
theory that nothing should be done at this session except the pas-
sage of the tariff bill; and certainly we now have a right to be
informed whether it is the purpose of the Speaker and the other
side to do anything further after the passage of that bill.

Mr. DINGLEY. It is exceedingly important, in order to main-
tain a guornm, that members should remain here until the close
of the session.

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. DINGLEY, it was
agreed to; and accordingly (at 12 o'clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the
House took a recess until half past 3 o'clock p. m.

The recess having expired, the House resumed its session.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT.

A message in writing from the President of the United States
was communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secre-
taries.

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 amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.879) to provide
revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries of
the United States. [Applause.]

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED.

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (H. R.
319) to provide revenue for the Government and to encourage the
industries of the United States.

CORRECTION.

Mr. Stmpson of Kansas rose.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas desires, if there
be no objection, to correct the RECORD.

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, yesterday, by the kind
indulgence of the Chair, I rose to correct the REcorp. If seems
now that the correction needs correcting. The correction which I
desired fo make yesterday was that where I had used the word
“*brutal,” designating the majority of the House as a * brutal
majority,” the word **frugal” appeared, and I wanted the word
*brutal ” substituted. To-day my correction appears with the
word ‘““prudent” instead of the word ‘brutal.” [Laughter.] I
want to correct that error. It appears that some person is
unable to distinguish between the sound and the meaning of those
words. Thereisa great difference; and with the kind indulgence
of the Chair I will give the reasons why I have used this word
instead of the other.

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to be indulgent to that
extent. [Laughter.] And the Chair would suggest that this in-
cident shows the great advantage of making these corrections of
the RECORD at the desk, so that there can be no mistake about
them, Making them in public, with other observations mingled
with them, is apt to lead to confusion.

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I trust that this time they will get
the word correctly.

Several MEMBERS. Spell it.

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Iam not going to start a spelling
school here for the benefit of the Republican party. [Laughter.]
FINAL ADJOURNMENT.

Mr. DINGLEY. DMr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means to report a concurrent resolution for final
adjournment. [Applause.]

The resolution was read, as follows:

Resolved by the House of Regreseﬁfa!ims (the Senate concwrring), That the
President of the SBenate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives be
anthorized to close the present session by adjourning their respective Houses
on Saturday, July 24, at 9 o'clock p, m.

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I would like three
or four minutes on this resolution, which is a very important one,
[Cries of ** Votel” *“ Vote!”]

Mr. DINGLEY. Iyield two minutes to the gentleman from
Alabama [Mr. WHEELER].

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, the resolution to

adjourn sine die will be voted for by the solid Republican ma-
jority. With bowed heads we must return to our constituents
and tell them that the prosperity promised by the Republican
party is to be realized by an increase of taxation and by the enact-
ment of Republican legislation which lessens the ability of the
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people to bear the additional burdens fo which they are to be sub-
jected. [Applause.] :

The increased hardships which the new tariff law will impose
upon the people is not all we must suffer.

Retaliation, which may lessen our exports, is boldly threatened.

Iread a telegram from the Associated Press, which tells us of
this new impending evil. It is as follows:

CLAMORS FOR RETALTATION—A TARIFF COALITION OF EUROPEAN
COUNTRIES PROPOSED.
BERLIN, July 21.

The Kreuz Zeitung, of this city, in an article directed nﬁahmt the Dingle
asks the Government to g i

tariff, clamors for retaliation, an form a tari
coalition with Austria

, Franee, Italy, Spain. and Holland for the purpose of
keeping American s, meat, cotton, and petroleum out of all those coun-
tries. This proposal has attracted attention throughout Europe.

‘We must tell our people of this, and we must also tell them that
every pledge of the Republican has been violated. [Ap-
plause.li That the promise by the Republican platform of the
convention which nominated the present Executive in favor of
the heroes and patriots who are fighting for liberty in that beauti-
ful isle, the gem of the ocean, almost in sight of our shores, was
only a political evasion for the purpose of reaching the warm and
patriotic hearts of the American peog;la.

‘We must go to our homes and day by day of the slaughter
of Cuban patriots by Spanish butchers.

‘We must tell the people who have been crushed by the financial
legislation that the bill which was passed by the Senate to enable
them to once more regain a commercial standing and renew busi-
ness efforts was halted at the door of this House and the Repre-
sentatives of the people denied an opportunity to give considera-
tion to this important measure. - ;

We must tell our constitnents, Mr. Speaker, that we have sat
for nearly five months in this House, and every effort on our part
to give relief to the people has been denied, and every measure for
their benefit has been throttled or voted down by a relentless Re-
publican majority. [Loud applause on the Democratic side. ]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR].

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I think this is a proper occa-
gion to congratulate this House of Representatives and the le
of the United States of America upon the auspicious closing of
the special session of Congress. Looking back over the history
of this period I believe that every candid observer of political
events will say that no better management of the affairs of a
government has ever been manifested than by the present Admin-
istration and the two Honses of Congress. 1 believe, sir, that had
we not adopted the policy we did adopt at the opening of this
session, had we not acted with that unerring and unflinching
courage which has marked the administration of this House, the
tariff measure which, in my judgment, will bring relief to the
people of this country, probably could not have been passed.

And as day after day and hour after hour I have witnessed
the agonizing struggles of gentlemen upon the other gide, I have
been driven to believe that they too are conscious of the fact that
it is only as the inevitable result of the present management of
the House of Representatives that a measure has been gsssed
which the people of this country will celebrate to-night and from
this time forward. [Applause on the Republican side.] Mr.
Speaker, it comes with mngula;]faoa from the gentleman from

abama [Mr. WHEELER] to talk about the increase of taxation
upon the people of the country.

Why, sir, the property of the United States, the real and per-
sonal property of the United States, is worth to-day, as compared
with what it was worth when the election was held last Novem-
ber, more than enough to compensate for all the *‘taxes” under
the McKinley law for the next twenty years to come. [Applanse
on the Republican side.] The gentleman talks about the pros-
perity that was promised the country. Why, sir, is the gentle-
man riding through the world with his eyes shut, or is he so
blinded by partisan prejudice that he is incapable of seeing what
is %oing on around him?

he giants of progress, the giants of steam, of electricity, of
agriculture, of mining, are standing ready harnessed for the great
race that they are eager to enter upon. [Applauseon the Repub-

lican side.] Labor, agricultural industry, prosperity, enterprise,
crushed nnder the inistration of the Democratic , are
springing to the relief of the country, and on every hand the

music of the coming regeneration of labor and industry is heard
in the air. [Applause on the Republican side. Derisive cries on
the Democratic side.] Oh, it is easy to sneer.

That is the true milk npon which Democrats thrive. Calamity,
hunger, poverty, starvation, misrule—they understand those
things, and when theysee themn Ea.ssin§ away theyalwayswail; they
always express their regret. Republicans of the House of Rep-
resentatives, you have stood together like a Macedonian phalanx
in this mighty battle; you have contributed of your brain, of your

tience, of your study, of your toil, and the people of the United:

tes, recognizing what has been achieved here, will reward the

g:rty that has been true to its platform principles and true to the
hests of the people. [Loud applause on the Republican side. ]

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question
on the adoption of the resolution.

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, before that I would like to ask
the gentleman a question. I understand——

The SPEAKER. Does the dfentleman from Maine yield?

Mr. DINGLEY. Itis hardly worth while at this time. After
we getﬂphrough with the resolution, if the gentleman wants to ask
a question——

. SWANSON. Isimply wanted to get someinformation be-
fore I vote on this proposition. It provides for an adjournment
of the two Houses at 9 o'clock to-night. A message from the
President has come in, and I would like to know, before voting on
this question, whether it is contemplated——

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, that is not a question for me to
answer. I decline to yield further, and ask the previons question.

The SPEAKER. Thegentlemandemandsthe previousquestion.

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which
the resolution was agreed to.

On motion of Mr?%mGLEY, a mofion to reconsider the last
vote was laid on the table.

CURRENCY COMMISSION.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message
from the President of the United States; which was read;
To the Congress of the United States:

In my message convening the Congress in extraordinary session I called
attention to a.mnﬁla subject—that of providing revenue adequate to meet
the reasonable and proper expenses of the Government. I evad that to
be the most pressing subject for settlement then. A bill to provide the nec-
essary revenues for the Government has already paszsed the House of Repre-
sentatives and the Senate, and awaits Executive action.

On;\g?g:; éuesa\icgat VEry glt':;nt nnpom?em is that of thIe esta'hli.nl:blglaent of
an nkin stem on a r basis, which I commented upon
in mer inaugnral address gnsfhe following words:

* Qur financial system needs some revision. Our money is all good now,
bt its value must not further be threatened. It should all be put upon an
enduring basis, not subject to easy attack nor its stability to doubt or dis-
pute. e several forms of onr paper money offer, in my judgment, a con-
sTtant embgurrsasment to the Government and imperil s safe balance in the

reasury.’
detormmingtion hpon the pars Of the pecple. 1o bath th Crry i

) on u; 8 pe eep their curre in
value and equal to that of the most advanced nations of the wu:-ﬁ.y

he soundness of our currency is nowhere questioned. No loss ean ocour
to its holders. It is the system which should be simplified and strengthened,
keeping our money just as good as it is now, with less expense to the Govern-
ment and the people. =

The sentiment of the country is strongly in favor of early action by Con-
gress in this on, to revise our currency laws and remove them from
tisan contention. A notable assembly of business men, with delegates
rom twenty-nine Statesand Territories, was held at Indianapolis in J
of thisyear. The financial situation commanded their earnest attention, anid
after a two days’ session the convention recommended to Congress the ap-
pointment of a monemrg cominission.

I commend this report to the consideration of Congress. The authors of
the report recommend a commission **to make a thorough investigation of
the monetary affairs and needs of this conntry in all tions an
and mmbagromaumaﬁom as to any evils found to exist and the reme-
O Thiis s st shoull smoaive s atbantiin af G special

subjec receive attention atits session.
It onghlit not to be ned until the regular W
I therefore urgently recommend that a special commission be created, non-
partisan in its character, to be com of well-informed citizens of different
ies, who will command the confidence of Congressand the country because
of their special fitness for the work, whose duty it shall be to make recom-
mendations of whatever changes in our present banking and currency laws
may be found and expedient, and to report their conelusions on or
before the 1st day of November next, in order t the same may be trans-
mitted by me to Congress for its consideration at its first regular session.

It is to be hoped that the report thus made will be so comprehensive and
sound as to receive the su of all parties and the favorable action of Con-
fms.s. At all events, such & report can not fail to be of value to the exeen-

ive branch of the Government, as well as to those charged with public legis-
lation, and to greatly in the establishment of an improved system of
ce.

finan
WILLIAM McEINLEY.
ExEcUTIVE MANSION, July 24, 1897,

[The reading of the message was greeted with applause on the
Republican side.

. HEND ON. Mr.Speaker, I am instructed by the Com-
::lelit%ae §n Raules to submit a privileged resolution, which I send to

e desk.

Mr. TERRY. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from
Iowa., as representing the Committee on Rules. The Clerk will
read the re%)rt of the committee.

Mr. TERRY. Mr, Speaker, I thought a parliamentary inquiry
was always in order.

The SPEAKER. All parliamentary inquiries are not alwaysin
order at all times. [Laughter.]

Mr. TERRY. My inquiry is whether that m is not sub-
ject to the point of order of being rather * dilatory”? [Laughter
and applause on the Democratic side. ]

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt that the House will
see the impropriety of calling a remark like that a parliamen
inquiry. No doubt evelg member present will see its impropri-
ety. [Laughter.] The Clerk will read the report.

The Clerk read as follows:

The Committee on Bules, to whom was referred House resolution No. 83,
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have had the sa:?a under consideration, and ask leave toreport the following
B et Tha 1t ahall be in order, immediately on the adoption of this
resolution, roceed to the consideration of House joint resolution No. 81,
S S g L

s ] o mino’

Honu be coaﬁsidemd gruﬂered on said resolution to its final m.“q

Mr. HENDERSON., Mr. Speaker, it will be observed—

Mr. McMILLIN, If my friend will permit me, I suppose we
will not be ecut off from the twenty minutes on a side for debate
on the adoption of this report? e

Mr. ERSON. I will say frankly to my friend from Ten-
nessee that my purpose was to ask the previous questicn on this
report, and take a vote without delay, leaving the sixty minutes
on the adoption of the resolution to commence at once.

.. Mr. Mcﬂn.l.m. I trust the gentleman will not do that. We
have so short a time under the resolution that the sixty minutes
and forty minutes combined will be an exceedingly brief time for
the consideration of so important a question. I hope he will not
cut ns off. I realize, of course, that he has power to do so if he
sees fit.

. Mr. HENDERSON. I will say to my friend from Tennessee
that the House having fixed the hour for adjournment—we having
this resolution to pass on, and I can not foretell how many votes
may be had onit—being advised, too, that it is the intention of the
Speaker to announce the committees to-night, and we do not want
to cut him off from that opportunity—I think the House would be
wise in limiting the debate to the sixty minutes fixed in the report
of the Committee on Rules, and not ask for the forty minutes ad-
ditional time on the adoption of the report.

Myr. McMILLIN. I realize the tleman’s power and the
power of the House to shut us off if they see proper, but at the
same time we protest that it is very unfair to take such a course
on a measure of this im})ortance, which should have ample opgor-
tunity for discussion.’ 1 say this in all kindness, but inall candor,
to my friend from Iowa. L

Mr. HENDERSON. Idonot infend to gag the House, and if

tlemen on the other side of the House desire the forty minutes’

bate, in addition to the sixty minutes, I will ask the previous

question on the adoption of the report now, and let the debate go
on for the forr{' minutes first,

Mr. McMILLIN. We prefer that, ! 3

Mr. HENDERSON. Then I ask the previous gquestion on the
aﬂggﬁon of the report.

e previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON]
has twenty minutes, and the gentleman from Tennessee g
McMinLIN] the same.

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, this House, as controlled by
the majority, is in sympathy with the Executive, representing the
majority sentiment of this country, and it means business. [Ap-
plause on the Republican side.]

I am not going to drag }{olitlcs into the brief time at my com-
mand, except in so far as discharging the business of this House
in the interests of the country is political. All of yon understand
the purport of the message from the President which has just
been read. It has been held back until the great work of this ses-
sion has been done. That work has been tirelessly and fearlessly
performed, and has now been consummated. The President now
calls our attention to still another matter, namely, the setting of
experts at work to investigate the great monetary question, which
reaches every home and evar{lhea.rt and every thou%htful mind.
Thequestion is now, Shall we listen to this advice of the President,
adopt the resolution, and authorize the appointment of this com-
mission? This is all that I desire to say at this time, and, Mr.
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A m from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks,
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bill
and joint resolution of the following titles:

A bill (H. R. 3950) to amend section 8 of an act entitled “An
act providing a civil government for Alaska,” approved May 17,
1884, to create the office of surveyor-general for Alaska, and for
other purposes; and

Joint resolution (H. Res. 82) to pay the officers and employees
of the Senate and House of Representatives on the day following
‘adjournment.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol-
lowing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was
requested:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there
be printed for the nse of Congress 50, copies of the tariff law of 1807, in
Emphjet form with paper cover, to be apportioned as follows: Twent}"ﬁva

onsand copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 10,000 copies

for the nuse of the Senate, and 15,000 copies for the use of the ttee on,

ce of the Benate.
CURRENCY COMMISSION.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr, McMir-
LIN] is recognized for twenty minutes in the negative.

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary in-
niry.
i The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it.

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. If this rule is adopted, it will not
be proper then, will it, to undertake to offer a substitute for the
resolution when it comes before the House for discussion?

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks nof, althongh he has not
examined the question. )

Mr. PAYNE, Mr. Speaker, while gentlemen on the other side
are consulting, is it in order to ask unanimons consent to pass the
joint resolution just sent in from the Senate, to print 50,000 copies
of the tariff bill? ) ¥ .

The SPEAKER. It is not usual, but if nobody desires to dis-
cuss the resolution—

Mr. McMILLIN. My, Speaker, Iyield four minutes to the gen-
tleman from Kentue EJ:WHEELER].

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I think it ex-
tremely nnfortunate that the House should attempt to settle so
important a question as this in such a manner. We have acqni-
esced quietlgelrllera for the last four months in the Repubiican pol-
icy of considering nothing but the tariff, and now, upon the eve
of adjournment, you present here a rule limiting to sixty minutes
the diseussion of what we consider the most important issue before
the American people. And it is extremely nnfortunate—this prac-
tice which has grown up of relegating to commissions the settle-
ment of great public questions,

1t is a practical admission that the House of Representatives is
incompetent to discharge the duties imposed upon it by the people.
You attempted to settle the gquestion of a Presidency by a commis-
sion, and the stench of its action rose to heaven. You attempted
to settle the question of the tariff by a commission, and the effort

oved abortive. Now for the first time in the history of the

ublic, when a great question of finance confronts us, the House
of Representatives say, ‘“ We are nnable to discharge the duties
imposed upon us by the people, but must relegate them to the
same class of men who made the house of God a business mart.”
I am not in favor of any such thing.

This bill provides for the selection of experts. Yon have, or
will have, a committee charged with the duty of investigating
and reporting to this House what is desirable so far as the cur-
rency of this country is concerned. It is nothing more nor less
than a sop to Cerberus. It is an effort to escape responsibility.
It is seeking to evade the logic of the Democratic position. Yon
know that we are correct, and you are trying to postpone the evil
day a little longer. In other words, it is nothing more nor less
than an effort to control the elections in Ohio. [Applause on the
Democratic side.] Everybody knows that this commission will
amount to nothing. You propose to appoint a lot of bankers, in
obedience to the demand of a convention—

Mr. BRUCKER. Mr: Speaker, allow me interrupt the gentle-
man.

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. 1 have but four minutes.

Mr. BRUCKER. I want toobserve that everybody knows that
this resolution will not pass the United States Senate, that it is
| simply introduced here at this late hour as claptrap to assist

Senator HaNxA in the campaign in Ohio.

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Iknowitwill not pass the other

body, but it is offered for the purpose of enabling the chairman of
the national Republican committee to fasten to himself the Re-
publican vote in Ohio. .
- I was going to say that yon propose to appoint a few bankers to
go into this question, in obedience to the demand of the Indianap-
olis convention, a body composed of recalcitrant Democrats.
They did not even admit Republicans to participate in their delib-
‘erations.

Yon are going to select a few individnals who have surrounded
the ordinary rules of trade which so much ocenltism they now
claim a man must grow gray in the caleculation of usurious inter-
est before he kmows what barter and trade sigmifies. [Applause
on the Democratic side.] If this Congress is not competent to
correct the currency system of the United States, why we ought
to resign and go home. One of the specific rights delegated by
the States to the Federal Congress was to coin money and regu-
late the value thereof; and here we come, in the evening of this

extraordinary session, with the confession that we are not com-
petent to deal with the most vital question confronting the Amer-
ican people.

I am nof surprised, Mr. Speaker, that that is the case solong as
the Republican party is in control; but if you will allow the Dem-

ocratic party to suggest to you a remedy, they will tell you what
to do. you will consider my bill, providing for the free, un-
limited, and independent coinage of both gold and silverat the ratio

of 16 to 1, you will not need any commission. [Renewed applause
on the Democratic side.] The campaign of 1896 was fought upon
this question, and the present Executive somersaulted on this
question to receive his nomination and election.

Mr. MCMILLIN. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from
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Mr. DOCKERY. In the two minutes allotted to me I desire to
gay that I am opposed to this rule, and also to the bill for the crea-
tion of a currency commission. I am opposed to this Ii'aropasitiou
because, in my view, it is not offered in good faith. It comes to
this Hounse for consideration, a resolution having already been
adopted to adjourn Congress at 9 o'clock this evening. But five
hours remain of the session, and yet the Executive, by a dilatory
message which has been read at the Clerk’s desk, challenges this

atquestion to the attention of the representatives of the people.
am opposed to this measure because it devolves nupon a commis-
sion duties which pmperli[belong to Congress. Iam opposed to
a currency commission, Mr. Speaker, because the division line
between the American people on the monetary question is already
go clearly defined that this proposition becomes a subterfuge, in-
tended to tide the Republican party over the ensuing November
elections. ﬂ£AppIause on the Democratic side.] .

Mr. Speaker, the issue dividing the American IFeople and the
two great political parties is fully understood. The Republican
party, in its national convention, declared in favor of a continu-
ance of the gold standard until such time as the United States
could secure the aid of foreign governments to restore silver.
The Democratic party, in national convention, declared for the
free and unlimited coinage of both gold and silver at the ratio of
16 to 1, without waiting tsor the consent of any nation on the face
of theearth, or even upon the political necessities of MARK HANNA
in the coming Ohio campaign. [Renewed applauseon the Demo-
cratic side.] On these lines the contest of 1896 was fought to its
conclusion.

The logic of the Republican victory means the issue of long-
time bonds to retire the %'raanback currency, to retire the Sher-
man notes, and even the silver dollars, and that gold alone will re-
main as the money of redemption. The Democratic party would
reform the monetary situation as required by its piadgeﬁ, bly the
free and unlimited coinage of both gold and silver; and I believe,
Mr. Speaker, that when the Republican ?arty shall have accom-
plished the *“‘reforms” demanded by its platform, the people will
repudiate that party and its policies of dear money and high taxes
and indorse the position so ably championed by William J. Bryan
in the campaign of 1896. [Loud applause on the Democratic

gide.]

Mr. McMILLIN. Iyield four minutes to the gentleman from
Tennessee [Mr. PIERCE].

Mr. P CE of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, this special message

of the President of the United States is but a just ending to the
action of this Congress. After having made the burdens heavier
upon the la.borin§ men of the United States in everything that
goes to make up life in the things that they use, we find now that
here, in the closing hours of this Congress, the President of the
United States advocates in clear and nnmistakable langnage that
he favors the retirement of the Treasury notes and greenbacks,
and would leave us to the tender mercies of a high protective tariff,
the single gold standard, and the perpetuation of the national
banking system upon the people of this country if his suggestions
are carried out. e advocates, further, the formation of a non-
partisan commission, composed, as he tells us, of business men,

We know what he wants when he alludes to those renegades
from the Democratic %arty, with other gold bugs that met at
Indianapolis, many of whom had been honored by the Democratic
party, and suggests that what they have asked be incorporated
into law by Congress. What is it that theyask? It isthe wiping
out of the Treasury notes and greenbacks; and I say here I do not
believe that enough men on that side of the House and on this can
be found who will carry out the suggestion of the Republican Presi-
dent of the United States. We are now reaping the benefits of
Republican prosperity. We were told that confidence would be
ungotiled as soon as McKinley was iuaugmte{l, and prosperity
would flow all over this country, bringing happiness to our people.

The men who voted for McKinley presented a sad commentary
on this, when some two weeks ago we found the men who had
marched and voted for McKinley formed on a public square in a
city in his State and took the McKinley uniforms and made bon-
fires of them and announced that in the future they would vote
for Bryan and Democracy.

This light from burning McKinley uniforms illumined the
principles of the Democratic party. In my opinion, the disaffec-
tion in Ohio will lead to the defeat of the Republican candidate
in Ohio for Senator, the distingnished chairman of the Repub-
licannational committee, Will this legislation protect the miners
who are striking by the thousands and asking for higher wages?
We will meet you upon that battle ground when Congress con-
venes next winter, and youn Republicans on that side will join
with us to defeat the request of your President, for you dare not
wipe out the greenbacks and Treasury notes—the money of the
p_e;pie—and you know it. [Loud applause on the Democratic
gide.

Mr. McMILLIN. I would ask the gentleman in charge of the
resolution to occupy a part of his time.

Mr. HENDERSON. Finish your time. I do not know that I
will have any applications for time. -

Mr. McMILL I yield four minutes to the gentleman from
Missouri [Mr. DE ARMOND].

_Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, soon a very remarkable ses-
sion of the Congress of the United States will be closed. * Busi-
ness " is to be done within the next few minutes with a rapidity
truly extraordinary. For nearly four months nothing has been
done in this House; prosperity has been lacking in the country;
platforin pledges have been disregarded—if platform pledges made
at St. Louis were made for anything but votes—and novw, after
resolving to end this session at 9 o'clock this evening, the Repub-
lican majority in the House of Representatives is pluming itself
upon discharging a patriotic duty in passing a resoll;:tion which it
kmows will die in the Senate Chamber, as it ought to die.

This may be business; this may be patriotism; this may be
honesty; this is Republicanism. hy, if there was something to
be done, was not the time that has been wasted utilized in the
doing of it? Why go through the hypocritical performance of
talking about your desire to do something, of voting here now as
if you desire to do something? Did youn desire to pass this reso-
lution? Did you desire to have this commission created? If so,
why did not you act monthsago? Wasit rankcowardice? Wasit
childish fear? Did you fear that your iniquitous tariff bill might
fail in the Senate unless you practiced this little subterfuge, ﬁi.[s
scheme of cowardice and deception? Prate about the bravery of
your party! Prate about devotion to the pledges yon have made!
Prate abont your desire to do something for the country!

Ah, when you do least the country is best off, and when you do
most the country suffers most. You have shown yourselves to
be party leaders of deception, of pretense, of cowardice. It is
cowardly to hold back such measures until you are right upon
the eve of adjournment. But your schemes will not bear the
light of day. You dare not submit them to discussion in this

ouse, and you hope by some means to escape discussion in the
country. Shame upon the leaders of the party that once knew a
Lincoln! Shame upon those who represent here the party that
once was noted for its virility and courage, the party that once
appealed to the American people by its dash, by its daring, by its
devotion to its declared principles, whether right or wrong!

Now you hide, and prevaricate, and quibble. Well, we are
more than willing to meet you before the country. Here Repre-
sentatives are muzzled. Here arbitrary power prevails and con-
trols. But abroad among the masses, among the gallant Ameri-
can citizens, among the true-hearted people of this land of all

rties, there is still free speech. There is no power to suppress
it when you and we pass out into that great arena; and there, in
the coming elections and in the elections to follow—there, from
this hour on until we win complete victory—we will meet you at
every crossroads; we will defy l'_{(m npon every stump; we will
strip bare your skeletons; we will show that your tariif bill just
passed, about which you boast so much—the bill which is to herald
in prosperity for the few and adversity for the many—is the most
iniquitous, the most villainous, the most oppressive tariff bill ever
made; and this pending resolution of hypocrisy is a fit companion
piece for it. [Loud applause on the Democratic side. ]

Mr. HEND ON. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman
from Tennessee [ Mr. MCMILMNI])ethat Ihavehad some applications
from gentlemen who desire to be heard on this resolution, and I
now yield seven minutes to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr.
DOLLIVER]. ’

Mr. DOLLIVER. M. Speaker, judging from what our friends
on the other side have said, the time allotted to the discussion of
this resolution seems to them small. They forget that we have
not undertaken to inaugurate here a discussion of the financial

uestion. The Constitution of the United States charges the

esident with the duty of submitting his views upon public
measures to Congress, and he has asked Congress for authority to
appoint a commission to report to him; so that observations made
here about Congress abdicating its anthority are not applicable to
the situation in which we are placed.

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Do youn remember the tariff com-
mission? Laughter.%

Mr. DOLLIVER. 1do. Ordinarily, Mr. Speaker,a proposition
of this sort would excite neither extended debate nor a division of
the House, and even now our friends on the other side find them-
selves, in the brief time that is given for discussion, compelled to
resort to old-fashioned Democratic oratory, in which the outrage of
the new tariff and the inignities of MARK HANNA are the only
things prominently mentioned. [Laughter.] It appears that a
frame of mind becomes easily possible to men in which they find
it perfectly natural to disparage the motives of gentlemen who sif
around them, and to impeach the integrity of everybody within
political reach.ce‘LLaughter.]

It has produ in our Democratic brethren a steady progress
toward a mental condition in which their conscienceshave grown
somewhat morbid and their emotions have gone into a trust that
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hasdriventheirother facultiesentirely out of business. [Laughter.
Applause on the Republican side.] Of course, it leaves them en-
tiregy unable to understand the drift of political events, so that
there are scores of men in this House who are to-day in the same
state in which the chairman of their last national committee
found himself—unable to tell how the election was going before
it was held, and nnable to understand how if had gone after it was
over. [Laughter. Applause on the Republican side.]

Even occasionally in these debates we hear gentlemen talk of
the immense number of votes that the Democratic candidate for
the Presidency got. Of course he got a good many votes. The
very minute his management took possession of the Democratic
headquarters and began to do a wholesale Populist business there
he was certain to get millions of votes, because he had behind
him a compact political party that had no experience in revolt.
It seems queer that men should consider whatmight havehappened
as more significant than what actually did happen.

Of course it gained some and lost some. It is to the everlasting
honor of the old Democratic party that it lost so much, and it is
to the honor of the Republican party that it gained so little. And
if we may put our personal feelings aside, it is a matter of very
small solicitude that the remnant of the political organization
which followed the Democratic standard of last fall is now floun-
dering about in the **bad lands” of our politics, under a leader-
ship that has already become ridiculous as an organizer of book
agents and a holy terror to the lyceum platform of inland cities.
[Laughter.]

I see every reason for encouragement. We are not only upon
the edge of better times in this country, but in my judgment a
sure and steady revival of industrial enterprisesis to-day going
on on all sides of ns. In New York City there is a style of law-
yers known to the profession as ‘‘ambulance chasers,” because
they are on hand wherever there is a railway wreck, or a street-car
collision, or a gasoline explosion, with their tender of consolation
and their offers of professional service. Isay tomy friends on the
other side that the hour is at hand for the end of the business of
the ‘‘ambulance chaser” in American politics. [Laughter and
applause. ] -

overnor Boies, of my own State, is right. The questions that
were submitted last year to the American people will never be
submitted under better auspices than they were at that time; and
the American people, in my humble judgment, will never follow a
g;:gitical banner that is absolutely worthless except as a flag of
istress. [Langhter and applause.] We have had a great deal
of conversation about various political anestions; but there are
one or two things that are absolutely settled; and one of them is
that no man will in the future gain a leadership among the Amer-
ican people whe undertakes to set class against class, man against
man, the poor against the rich, labor against capital, the nunsuc-
cessful against the successful in the race of life. There is no limit
to the degradation of that style of politics.

This was well illustrated in the last campaign when a conspicu-
ous political leader deliberately advised the working people of
the United States to put on a false badge of their political faith,
to live the lives of liars and hypocrites for five months in order
that at the end of that time they might enjoy the luxury of vot-
ing to cut in two the value of the standard coin in which the
wnﬁs of American labor are paid. [Applause.] If our friends
of the Populist party were disappointed at the way the farmers
of the Northwest and the great industrial centers of this country
voted, it only shows that there are a great many people left in
this country who believe that there still remain fair opportunities
for the children of American people in the avenues and enter-
prises of American business.

It may be that we have not heard the last of the silver debate;
it may be that new light may break out of the progressive expe-
rience of the world; but whatever may be the fortune of politics,
we- are never again likely to see the silver guestion made the
nucleus for reckless, incoherent, and irresponsible agitation.

The ancients used to treat the wind as a divine thing, and to
worship it accordingly under various names. It was a very mild
and harmless form of paganism. But this world has had alto-
gether too much of it. [Laughter and applause.] And remem-
bering all that I heard last year.and all that I have heard in this
session of Congress, I venture the prediction that the day is far
distant when we shall come as near as we did last fall to an
apotheosis of the organs of human speech, a deification of the
‘winds of heaven. [Lond laughter and applause.]

Mr. McMILLIN. I now yield one minute to the gentleman
from North Carolina [Mr. KircHIN].

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr.Speaker,this measure is either a reflection
upon the intelligence of the Republican party or else it is an apol-
ogy for its comscience. Those men who were considered as the
incarnation of financial intelligence in the United States twelve
months ago come now to Congress desiring authority for the ap-

ointment of a commission to enlighten the 857 members of this

dy, who ought to be able themselves to settle the question.

XXX—186

Do the people of the country demand this measure? No, sir;
but the power of patronage has become so great it seems that
Congress has but one duty, and that duty is to register the will
of the Executive. [ﬁ%.pplause on the Democratic sig::.‘]

I repeat, if this bill is necessary, if the House can not act upon
its own volition, let the country know why the President did not
recommend to the Honse more than four months ago the appoint-
ment of such acommission or the consideration of such a question
as that now presented. [Applause on the Democratic side. ]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, may I ask how much time is
remaining?

The SPEAKER. Two minutes.

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr, Speaker, no one in that short time can
give an adequate idea of the effect of the resolution which is
sought to be passed in this hasty manner; but I will state briefly
the objections that appear o me to be the most potent against it.
First, it is a cowardly shifting of the responsibility that ought to
be shouldered by the men elected to Congress on this guestion.
There is no excuse for the Honse appointing a commission to roam
around throughout the country investigating this guestion, at an
expenditure of a hundred thousand dollars, when they are elected
to discharge this duty themselves. It was never contemplated
when we wererunning for Congress that we wounld take this shift-
ing position and shirk duty.

A MeMBER. And are paid for it.

Mr. McMILLIN. Yes; as suggested, we are 11:»3.‘1(1 to do this and
should not pay others to doit. On the assembling of this session
of Congress we were told that the only thing on which Congress
was asked fo legislate was the revision of the tariff. The Speaker
refused to appoint the committees on this ground. But after we
have passed a resolution to adjourn within a few hours, it now
turns out that we are asked, and we propose, in response to that
invitation, to lay the foundation for legislation affecting the entire
currency of the country. We are urged to take up the currency
question withont committees, and s the commission resolu-
tion without investigation or the right to amend.

In this same message in which the President recommends that
certain wise men of the North. South, East, and West shall con-
sider the matter and recommend to Congress what shonld be done
he informs us that we already have a currency every dollar of
which is perfectly sound and the character of which challen,
the admiration of all the world. What more, then, could he de-
sire? [Applause on the Democratic side.

If the currency is already sound and satisfactory and challenges
the admiration of the world, this commission to consider the mat-
ter is not needed. If the currency system is wrong, Congress has
the power and it is its duty to deal with it, and for one 1 propose
never to surrender ifs ‘prerogatives or shift or shirk its responsi-
bilities. [Renewed a.p(flause on the Democratic side. ]

It is to be presumed that before another day, or, at any rate,
before the adjournment of the House to-day, the committees of
the House will be announced. What is the reason, if that is to
be done, that the Committee on Banking and Currency, or the
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, or both combined,
can not be authorized by the House to it during the time inter-
vening between now and the regular session in December, and
make a report in the way the Constitution contemplated it shounld
be done? If we are to appoint a commission to make recommen-
dations, why not appoint it from the body of the representatives
of the people, who were sent to legislate on these important
questions? Andlet usdoit. If an investigation is to be made, let
it be done by those already paid.

No, sir; it turns out that some of that contingent of the Demo-
cratic party which broke away from our ranks, bolted our nomina-
tion, and voted for Mr. McKinley last November, have become
impatient and have assembled at Indianapolis, and the President
says they recommended that this thing be done, and their discon-
tent is so manifest that he wants this commission appointed.

But, sir, what recommendation about the currency does he
make? Does he believe in destroying the greenbacks or keeping
them? Does he believe in extending the national-bank privi-
leges, or does he believe in curtailing the national-bank privi-
leges or powers? Does he believe in destroying the currency
already issued—what is known as the notes issued under the Sher-
man Act? We are left absolutely in the dark and in doubt; and
the President himself seems not to have made up his mind as to
what onght to be done concerning this all-important question.

Mr. Speaker, let the Congress of the United States grapple with
it, or let the people know that they are unable to do so, in order
that they may have the chance, in all justice to themselves, to
kick you out and send somebody here who is competent to deal
with the question. [Ap[ilanse on the Democratic side. ]

Mr. HENDERSON yvield five minutes to the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. GROS\’ENOR%.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. aker, I shall not attempt to an-
swer all that has been said on t}iee other side during this discussion,
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but I want to point out to the Honse how little good, sound judg-
ment and common sense there is in the statement that Congress
has abrogated its aunthority, and that this measure 11));‘01)0&1&& to
turn over to somebody else the duty which is incumbent on the
House of Representatives and the Senate.

‘Why, sir, 18 this anything of a novelty in American legislation?
Is there anything new or wonderful in the appointment of a com-
mission to investigate a great fact or set of facts and to bring
the information before the legislative body for its action? As a
matter of conrse, Mr. Speaker, when a political party knows
enonugh, when its members are sufficiently wise to have exhansted
all the sonrces of information, and gathered all the knowledge of
mankind, it is not important that they should proceed to learn
any more. : .

The Democratic party has been in power here during two Presi-
dential Administrations, and it hasnever known enough todo any-
thingon these great questions, or at least it has not done anything.
To-day, if a system of legislation for the currency of the country
were precipitated into this House of Representatives, there would
be somewhere from three to five gr divisions of the minority
upon every one of the questions, largely due to the superior knowl-

ge that those gentlemen have, and partially due to the ignorance
of some of them in the estimation of the others,

‘Why, Mr. Speaker, here in this House we remit great questions
to committees. I want to refer to another guestion. In 1882 we
referred the whole tariff question to a commission, and we author-
ized that commission to formulate the statute.

' Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. And when Congress met the Re-
publican party disregarded their recommendations,

Mr. GROSVENOR. We authorized that commission to for-
mulate thestatute. Why, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mc-
MrLiiN] will not be relieved from the responsibility of his high
position. If a report should come here at the end of this investi-
gation, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McMiLLiN], in his
Wity as a Representative of the sovereign people of his State,

ill be heard from in ing npon every one of these questions.
The President of the United States has seen fit to make good one
of his party promises.

I do not wonder that that makes a profound semsation on the
Democratic side of this House. They are unused toa thing of that
kind. They never had a President within my recollection who
cared a fig for his F]at.form promises after the election was over.
Bat the President of the United States is not afraid of the people
of the country. He is not afraid to gather information from all
sources. I for one wish to say in this connection that I do not
believe that there is any necessity for any considerable legislation
upon this question whatever. I am one of those who believe that
our fgstem is just what the President says it is—the best in the
world. A

1t has withstood the assaults of the Democratic party from 1861
down to the present time. There is not a law upon the statute
books of the United States that was not put there by the Repub-
lican party and assailed and assaulted by the Democratic party.
I therefore do not believe that any great change is necessary, but
I do believe that in the outery from the country, largely the result
of Democratic protestations, it is well that we should have this
information.
[Here the hammer fell.]
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT.

A message from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his sec-
retaries. announced the approval by the President of an act
(H. R. 379) to provide revenune for the Government and to en-
courage the industries of the United States,

The announcement was™received with prolonged applause on
the Republican side.

CURRENCY COMMISSION.

Mr. HENDERSON. We are doing business so fast, my Demo-
cratic friends, that it makes your heads swim. [Applause on the
Republican side.] The iff bill has been signed, and the coun-
try is going on doing business while you are uncomfortable and
do not know what to do about it. You are c].m?ng us and the
President with bad faith in this matter. This bill can easily pass
the Senafe to-night, long before the hour set for adjournment.
Any man whoisin favor of the proposition can see that it requires
no time for discussion, for the proposition is a simple one.

Ilearn that the presiding officer of this House has ordered this
resolution engrossed. This will expedite it. As soon as it is
stamped with the approval of this Honse, it will be sent to the
other House, and can be signed by the President to-night. You
hav:;e seen in the last few moments how the President treats such
ma T8,

Mr. McMILLIN. Will my friend allow me to ask him a ques-
tion right there?

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes; cheerfully.

Mr. McMILLIN. What authority is there for the engrossment
of the resolution before its consideration is entered upon ?

Mr. HENDERSON, Thetime-honoredauthorityof custom, It

is done again and again by your people and by ours, when they
mean business. [Applause on the Republicanside.] If yon have
any more easy conundrums, let us have them.

Now, one gentleman said that this is an act of cowardice, a
cowardly eshift, taking it away from the legislative body and
sending it to a commission. You might as well move to abolish
all the Departments of the Government which make recommenda-
tionsé to Congress as to the legislation reguired to run the Govern-
ment.

This is simply a special commission fo make recommendations
to the President, who is to transmit to Congress their views and
the information that they get. We advocate nothing. We will
hear what they have tosay. We lay down no policy. We will not
commit ourselves to the abolition of the greenbacks or toany spe-
cial financial policy; but we propose to let these experts investi-
gate and give us light, and, aod knows, you gentlemen who are
“kicking " need all the light that you can get on this financial
question. [Applaunse and langhter on the Republican side.] You
ought not to object to it.

M rﬁ GQAHQ' ES. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a

uestion:

s Mr. HENDERSON. No; I can not yield to you all the time.
[Latnghter on the Republican side.]

Now, I will tell yon another thing. I have been alarmed to hear
something said abont Mark HANNA and the State of Ohio! 1 was
not aware until statesmen on the Democratic side spoke about it
that MARE HANNA was interested. But I do not blame you for
fearing MARK HaxsA. [Laughter on the Republican gide.] De-

end upon it that the great Buckeye State, following its illustrious
eader, William McKinley, will keep MARK HANNA at the other
epdtl ?f the Capitol to worry you. [Applause on the Republican
side.

We did not worry about Mark HaxxyA, and we did not worry
about Mr, McKinley either, when we determined to recommend
this resolution. Some gentlemen have spoken of our carryingout
the recommendations of the Indianapolis convention of Sounnd
Money Democrats. If you did not mean that you did not mean
anything. It hasno reference to that convention, but to the non-
partisan business men's convention that made these recommenda-
tions. That and that only. You are getting confused.

My ﬁool friend from Pennsylvania, Brother ERMENTROUT, says
he will not prophesy; but the bowels of Missouri are big with
prophecy this afternoon. Both gentlemen from Missouri prophesy
that the work of this campaign, gﬁ great campaign in the in
of labor and of this country, will wipe us out at the next general
election. We heard that prophecy four years ago from Missouri,
and the gentle breezes of the next election gave us this House by
nearly 2 to 1. We heard that prophecy from Missouri before
the last election, and théd cyclone tﬁnt. swept over the country swept
McKinley into the White House. Oh, we do not worry about your
prophecies! Ah, my friends, the blazing furnaces, the loaded
trains, the whir of wheels, the sturdy arms of busy labor, will
answer your prophecies, and will bless the party that had the
courage to attend to business and only to business, as we have
been doing and are doing mow. I ask for a vote, . Speaker.
[Loud apgausa on the Republican side.]

The SPEAKER. The question is on ing to the resolution.

The question was taken; and the Spﬂe%ounced that the
ayes seemed to have it. -

Mr. McMILLIN. The yeas and nays.
5 Mr. HENDERSON. Let us have the yeas and nays, and save

me.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 129, nays 101,
answered * present ” 10, not voting 113; as follows:

YEAS—129.

Alexander, Curtis, Kans, Hilborn, Morris,
Babcock Daven ¥ Hill, Mudd,
Baker, Md. Davidson, t;i‘ Northway,
Bartholdt, Davison, Ky Hopkins, 0
Beld ingley, owe, Otjen,
Belford, Dolliver, Howell, Overs
hﬁma& Dorr, Hull, Parker, N. J.
g?nn!smn. Emﬂmar. gehnmn' Ind :?’mm’ AL

n 0l , Ind. , Mo,
Bisﬁop. Evans, Johnson, N. Dak. Pearson,
Booze, ton, Joy. Perkins,
Bromwell, Fletcher, Kjrﬁpatrick. Pitney,
grow:i Eowlar, N.J. Knox, Pn.n!:e'

rownlow, ardner, Y g
Brumm, Gibson, m ¥s
Burleigh, Gillett, Mass, Loud,
Burton, Graff, Low, Robbins,
Butler, Griffin, [I.ly‘brnnd. Royse,
Cannon, Grosvenor, Euasefl,
Capron, Hager, McDonald, Shannon,
Clarke, N. H Hamil \McEwan, Bhattue,
Cochrane, N. Y. Hawley, McIntire, Simpkins,
Codding, Heatw Smith, I
Colson, Hemenway, Mercer, Smith, 8. W.
Connolly, Henderson, er, Bunover,
Cou Henry, Sout
Crump, Henry, Ind. Minor, Bouth
Curtis, Iowa Hep Moody, Bpalding,
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Cooney,
Cooper, Tex.
Cowherd,

Cox,
De Armond,

Sulloway, Warner,
Tawney, Wearver,
Updegraff, ‘Weymouth,
alker, Va. White, N. C.
‘Wanger, Wilson, N. Y.
NAYR-10L
DeGraffenreid, Linney,
De Vries, Little,
Dinsmore, Lloyd,
Dockery, . Love,
Ermentrout, MecCo!
Fi trick, MeCulloch,
1: £, MeDowell,
fox, cMillin,
Griggs, Maddox,
Gunn, Mahany,
Handy, s %an&

‘ 88 1,
ngg:, Tex, Meyer, La.
Hinrichsen, Miers, Ind
Howard, Moon,

Jett, Osborne
Jones, Wash Pierce, Tenn.
Kelley, Plowman,
King, Rhea,
Kleberg, Richardson,

y Ridgely,
Lentz, Robertson, La.
Le\ltlrjs, Ga Robinson, Ind.

s, Sayers,
ANSWERED “PRESENT 10,
Broderick, Crumiincker,
Clark. Iowa Dalze
Cooper, Wis. McClellan,
NOT VOTING-113.
Dagtm:. Lester,
Eddy, Littauer,
%gf;tt‘ Livingston,
Faris, Loudensiager,
Fischer, Lovering,
Fitzgerald, McAlear,
Foote, gl{cﬂlqary.
R 3
Fowler, N. C. Hnﬁe
Gillet, N. Y. Mann,
Greene, Marshall,
Grout, Maxwell,
Grow, Mesi
T, Mi L
H ) zlgewt}:? o
orton,
Hicks, Odell,
Hooker, 0O
Howard, Ga. i.
Hunter, Packer, Pa.
Haur! Peters,
Jones, Va. Powers,
%gtrg].] uigg, \
ixey,

min' Bauerhering,
Knowles, Shelden,
Kulp, Sherman,
Latimer, Bhowalter,

The following pairs were announced:
Until further notice:
Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. Davis,
Mr. BARRETT with Mr, CASTLE,
Mr. BELDEN with Mr. LESTER.
Mr. BeacH with Mr. HUNTER.
Mr. BARHAM with Mr. SiMs.

Mr. ODELL with Mr. DAVEY,

Mr. Grow with Mr. RICHARDSON,
Mr. Hicks with Mr. OTEY.
Mr. HookER with Mr., CATCHINGS,
Mr. BARrOWS with Mr. MAGUIRE.
Mr. MaHON with Mr. BENNER of Pennsylvania,
Mr. SPRAGUE with Mr. EPEs.

Mr. StroDE of Nebraska with Mr, BENTON.
Mr. WiLLiaM A. StoNE with Mr. McCLELLAN,
Mr. MiTrcHELL with Mr. Hay.

Mr. BREWSTER with Mr. MAXWELL.
Mr. CHICKERING with Mr. GREEN.

Mr. Eppy with Mr. BERRY.

Mr. Vax Vooruis with Mr. MCALEER,
Mr. WiLBER with Mr. CRANFORD.

Mr. BArRNEY with Mr. SPARKMAN.

Mr. SAUERHERING with Mr, NorTOX.
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts with Mr. NORTON,
Mr. MEsick with Mr. BREWER.

Mr. War. ALpEN SmiTH with Mr. ELtiorT.
Mr. SPERRY with Mr. HowARrD of Georgia,
Mr. CLARKE of Towa with Mr. MARSHALL,
Mr. SouTEWICK with Mr. SUTHERLAND,
Mr. PowERs with Mr. LIVINGSTOXN.

Mr. LovERING with Mr. WHEELER of Alabama,
Mr. Warp with Mr. TALBERT.
Mr. AcHEsoN with Mr. WiLseox of Sonth Carolina.
Mr. CoLsoN with Mr. BROUSSARD,

Yost,
Young, Pa.

strowd, N. C.
Sturtevant,
Sutherland,
Tal \

Mr. WriGgHT with Mr, K1ToHIN, -

Mr. Apaus with Mr. LATGiER.

Mr. HArMER with Mr, ALLEN.

Mr. Foss with Mr. SLAYDEN,

Mr. DayTox with Mr. JoxEs of Virginia.

Mr, LirTavER with Mr. HUNTER.

Mr. KETcHAM with Mr. BANKHEAD,

For this day:

Mr. DanzeELL with Mr. BAILEY.

On this vote:

Mr. CLAREKE of New Hampshire with Mr, HARTMAN,

Mr, BouTELLE with Mr. CUMMINGS.

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, Mr. EPEshas been
called away from the city onimportant business. Before going he
requested me to say that if he were present, he would vote “no”
on this question,

Mr. D ELL. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman
from Texas, Mr. BAILEY, and I therefore withdraw my vote. I
voted “aye.”

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, mycolleague, Mr. BAILEY,
has been called away from the city by the death of a friend. If
he were present, he would vote ** no.”

Mr. BARNEY. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman
from Florida, Mr. SpArRgMAN. I am informed that he has not
voted, and I therefore withdraw my vote and answer “ present.”

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, finding that I am paired with
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Kercuam, I withdraw my
vote,

Mr. BRODERICK was recorded in the affirmative, but withdrew
his vote and responded ‘* present.”

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr, Speaker, my colleagne, Mr. BENTON, is
Ll}:}m'oi{iably absent. If he were present, he would vote against

s rule.

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire
whether Mr. LovERING, of Massachusetts, has voted?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He has not.

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I have a pair with him, and
therefore I have not voted. If I were at liberty to vote, I should
vote ““no.”

Mr. CLARK of Jowa. Mr. Speaker, I find that I have been
paired by the Clerk with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. MARSHALL,
and I therefore withdraw my vote. I voted * yea.”

Mr. DOVENER. My, Speaker, my colleague, Mr. DAYTON, is
unavoidably absent. If he were present, he would vote * yea.”

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman present and
listening when his name was called?

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. I was justoutside of the railing,
but inside of the room, and was expecting and desiring fto vote.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'Was the gentleman listening, and
did he fail to hear his name called?

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. Listening to hear my name? Iwas

not. The call me inadvertently.
The SPEAKE‘!;SO tempore. Under the rule, the gentleman
can not be permitted to record his vote.
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded.
Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Mr. Speaker——
Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker—
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The jointresolution will be read.,
The joint resolution was read, as follows:

Resolved, ete., First. That the President is hereby anthorized to appoint a
monetary commission of eleven members, who be persons specially
fitted, bgaexperle_nce, training, and study, for the consideration of subjects
coming before said commission.

nd. Said commission shall investigate and report what changes, if any,
are necessary and exé:odjgnt. in our present banking and currency laws, and
what further legislation, if any, is desirable relative to our national bankmg
system and our Government paper currency of notes and certificates, an
ml{;g in tg.mwﬂm therewith report a codification of existing laws on these
subjec

Third. Said commission may take testimony and listen to argnments, in
their discretion. and may r , and shall be entitled to receive, informa-
tion from any Department or office, ete., of the Government on any matter
mthi{: it.sﬁm' is special jurisdiction and coming within the scope of their
investigations.

Fourth. Said commission shall meet for organization in the city of Wash-
ington at such time as the President may appoint, and may hold their subse-
quent sessions at such times and ! as they may determine, and shall
geépolr,t t@h& President, for trans: on to Congress, not later than Novem-

T Ly [

Fifth. Copies of all bills relating to banking and currency or the cirenlating
notes of the Government, presented in either House of Cm.lgrem during the
Fifty-fourth Con and the first session of the Fifty-fifth Congress shall
be furnished by the Clerks of said Houses, respectively, to the commission
hereby created.

Sixth. That there is hereby appropriated the sum of £100,000, or so much
thereof as shall be necessary, for the compensation of comimission and
for all reasonable expenses connected therewith, to be approved by the Bec-
retary of the Treasury. including the compensation of such clerks, stenog-
raphers, and typewriters as may necessarily be employed.

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Mr. Speaker, this joint resolution
seeks to embody in concise and comprehensive form the recom-

mendation of the President of the United States. To gentlemen
_who have said that the President has been dilatory in this matter,
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I desire to say that in his first official ntterance and in the discus-
sion of the very first subject therein dealt with he calls attention
to this question and suggests the formation of a commission, such
as this resolution contemplates, and, with a frankness character-
istic of the man, with directness and clearness of purpose, he states
the exact time when he desires that this subject shall be consid-
ered. In the President's inaugural address, near the opening of
it, he says:

With adequate revenue secured, but not until then, we can enter upon
such changes in our fiscal laws, ete.

“ With adequate revenue secured, and not until then,” is the
time, and not until within the last two hours have we been cer-
tain that adeguate revenue would be secured, and immediately,
as soon as adequate revenneis secured, the President of the United
States, in g faith, asks the Congress of the United States to

“proceed to the next rinestion in which the people of this country
are interested, namely, the propriety or necessity of a revision of
the fiscal laws of the nation. !

That some revision isnecessary we will all concede. Abount what
is necessary many of us willdiffer. The present banking and cur-
rency system of this nation was the outgrowth of the war, called
into existence to meet certain exigencies and under exceptional cir-
cumstances. The national banking system was designed very
largely, in the first instance, to afford a market for the bonds of
the nation at a time when a market was n . And it served
that purpose completely and well. If has given to this nation a

erfectly safe system., DButitis rigid in many of its qualities: and
it has not adapted itself perfectly to the rapid changes and devel-
opments of a great and prozressive nation. It has not grown as
fast as the nation has grown: and some changes in it are necessary.

The system of national paper currency, originating with the

nback as an emergency measure in the war, has come to em-
brace five kinds of paper money, each differing from the others,
each having qualities peculiar to itself,and some of them possibly
endangering the credit of the nation—some of them anomalous in
character, such as are known and used by no other nation, and
which bave proved a matter of inconvenience, if not danger, in
the administration of the Government. !

Mr. BRUCKER. Will the gentleman allow a question for in-
formation?

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I have made such
promises as to the disposition of my liftle time that I must de-
cline to yield.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am not blind to the fact that there are
many men who believe that there is something in the currency
system of this country that imperils the safety, 1 may say, of our
financial system—something that affords one of the forces that de-
lay the return of 11;-ro:-;puarity. I do not mgself share to any great
extent in that belief. I rather believe -that, with a tariff essen-
tially American in its character upon the statute books, with
abundant revenue secured, with the spectacle presented to the
world of this country payving off and diminishing rather than in-
creasing its debt, our credit will be so established abroad and the
confidence of the people will become so firmly fixed at home that
the wheels of industry will revolve and prosperity return.

But I know there aremany men who believe differently. Iknow
there are men who maintain there is something necessary to be
done in relation to our financial system; and it is a fact that the
man who believes himself sick is just as much in need of treat-
ment as the one who is actually gick, The h hondriac is just
as wretched himself and just as useless in the community as the
confirmed invalid. If there is anything wrong in our system, if
there is anything defective in the currency of the country, it is
well that we should know it and the proper remedy be applied. If
there is nothing essentially defective, if the system is safe, then
it is well that the people of this country should understand this
in a way that they will believe if.

Now, how are we to accomplish this? Are we to do it simply
by the investigations of the Secretary of the Treasury and by act-
ing upon his report? Successive Secretaries of the Treasury have
commented upon the system, pointed out the particalars in which
they think some legislation should be enacted. Yet their sugges-
tions have received no practical attention either from Congress
or from the country. 1-"i';'hall we rest simply upon the action of
committees of the two Houses? You know and I know that ses-
sion after session the committees of both Houses charged with
these matters have deliberated and reported, yet nothing has gone
upon the statute books.

Is it not essential, is it not proper, that some measure should be
adopted which shall attract the attention of the people of the
country and arouse their confidence in such a way that they shall

ress upon Congress for whatever is necessary to be done in rela-
{)ion to the matter?

The proposition of this bill is not that we shall delegate to any
commission our functions, but si.mpl& that we shall call in to our
assistance, that the President of the United States shall call in to

his assistance as well, the best minds throughout the country, for
the purpose of gathering up information and making suggestions.

The proposition is that we lift this question above the sphere of
party polities, that we create a commission nonpartisan in its
character, composed of men best fitted to deal with the question,
to investigate and make recommendations: that weshall not leave
the matter simply to a committee of this Hounse composed mainly
of lawyers; that we shall not leave it to the Secretary of the
Treasury, a banker; but that we shall invite the cooperation of
the levelest headed bumsiness men of this country and ask from
them what their verdict is as to whether this system needs revi-
sion, or does not, and if it does need revision, in what respect it
needsit. And when that report is presented, it will go to our
committee for their review and come to us for our final action.

That is all the proposition embraced in this resolution. That is
all that is sought to ba done. We seek simply to gather the neces-
sary information, and to gather it at a time when committees of
this House can not gather it, and to have it here on the threshold
of the meeting of this body next December. We seek to dissemi-
nate information thmnihcmt the conntry and to form a health
public sentiment which shall determine possibly the will an
wishes and convictions of the penple based on knowledge, based
on the investigation of experts, based on the research of level-
headed men, and not subject to the prejudice that naturally arises
in the minds of the people against any proposition tinged with
partisan politics.

Now, Mr. Speaker, as to what particular chan
in what respect this system can be improved, this resolution in-
volves no question and no consideration. Any particular finan-
cial scheme may be presented to the commission when formed.
No particular project is involved in this proposition. We simply
propose to open the door foranyone to come and present to a com-
mission of high character, one commanding the confidence of the
people, their varions schemes and plans, to be winnowed by the
commission, which will send to us the wheat and not the chaff.

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, in the short time that I bave (and I
have given it nearly all away, and am perfectly willing to give the
rest of it) I want to call the attention of the House to the main
proposition submitted here. To speak with perfect candor, there
is not a man in this House who believes that this measure will
become a law. There is not a member of this House who believes
that at this session of Congress this resolution can obtain the
force of law. There must be, then, some other object in bringin
it forward now. It does not go out as a part of the platform o
the Republican party, it goes out as a suggestion made by the
President in his letter of acceptance.

Now, let us understand clearly and distinetly what it is pro-
posed to do. I have no disposition whatever to make a political
talk about this questiomn. flemen on the other side of the
House know, and I know, that if this proposition carried with it
the idea of retiring the greenbacks it could never pass this House.
But you propose to create a commission, composed of eleven men,
to go over this country from place to place with their clerks and
their assistants, to do what? Simply to take the judgment and
the opinion of other men. That is all there isinit. You have
one commission roving in Europe to-day. Now you propose to
create another commission—a body of eleven men to be selected by
the President.

Now, let me submit this question: Suppose we shonld be for-
tunate enough, by means of the commission now in Europe, to
bring about the restoration of silver. Is there any man who will
not recognize at once that such a conclusion reached would have
a great bearing on this question? Now, suppose this commission
started on its road, and suppose at the same time the commiszion
in Europe should be fortunate enough to reach a conclusion,
which one of these commissions is first to report here? Whois to
bring the question before the House for its consideration? If they
shou!d fail in Europe, and no result is reached, what is your com-
mission here to do? If they should succeed in Europe, and we
could restoresilver as a part of the currency of this country, why
would not that be the Ereat fundamental principle underlying
every currency reform that might be suggested?

Mr. Speaker, the whole matter lies in this: In the time that I
have served in Congress on the Committee on Banking and Cur-
rency I can not state how many men we had before us with regard
to this question, but probably two or three hundred of the very
best and ablest we could select in the country. They gave us an
opinion on the question, each one of them, and it is an astonishin
fact that developed itself, and one that 1 repeat here now, an
which my brother members on the committee will not hesitate to
indorse, that outside of the banking interests we have never been
able to have two men before our committee who agreed on any
single proposition. That will not be contradicted by any member
of the committee. And more startling, sir,insix years' experience
on that committee I have not seen three members of the committee
who agreed on any proposition.

Now, who is it yon want? Where is the man?

are necassary,

Why, you have
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ample time to bring every one of them that you may wish to ex-
amine before the committee. But instead of that you propose to
appropriate $100,000 for a certain roving commission, when the
honest duty of the member of Congress is to handle the question
himself to the best of his ability.

Now, if you wish to deal with the conditions that exist, you
have the power yourself, and should take the responsibility that
properly belongs to you.

do not desire to consume any more time, You gentlemen do
not want this resolution passed; but it is your President that
wants it passed, and you are afraid to make the issme with him.
[Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I consumed?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has consumed five minutes.

Mr. COX. That is the time that I intended to consame. I sup-
pose somebody on the other side will follow.

The SPEAKER. The other side has consumed ten minutes.

Mr. COX. If gentlemen desire to speak now, we will not have

an:ﬁvI trouble about that. 2
- r. CHARLES W. STONE. We desire to consume our time
on this side, If the gentleman does not wish to proceed—

Mr. COX. Oh, well, I will yield three minutes to the gentle-
man from Ohio [Mr. LENTZ]. We will put two together, and yon
will find trouble enough to answer one.

Mr. LENTZ. Mr, Speaker, it seems to me that we ounght for
a moment stop and ask ourselves why this resolution comes now,
or rather these instructions, if E: may so call them, of the Pres-
ident of the United States. In his statement to this body he used
this language:

ive the attention of Congress at the special session.
It E’{l:ésﬁuﬁgc tgﬁoggt?fsed nttlx‘t!‘l. the ragularggaswn.

Your chief, the President, has found some good reasons, at this
eleventh hour, to present these instructions. Is it possible that
.after he has seen what his side of this Congress has done on the
sugar schedule he has lost confidence in the majority, both of the
House and Senate, and has decided that all the legislation of
the country should go to commissioners to be appointed by himself?

On page 492 of his volume of speeches and addresses President
McKinley criticised Mr. Cleveland in these words:

When in office, and clothed with authority, he was unwilling that sugar,
an article of prime necessity to every household, should come untaxed to the
American people, when it was known that it was an annual burden npon
them of some $60,000,000. ’

I say, therefore, that the President, seeing the Republican mem-
bers of these two bodies running riot with the sugar trust, and
with almost everything else that they handle, declares that he has
no confidence in the majority of this legislative body.

And there is other evidence that he has no confidence left in the
majority party of either House or Senate. They were not per-
mitted to deal with the question or intrusted with legislation with
reference to Cuban affairs because of some good and sufficient
reason in the judgment of the king. You were not permitted to
legislate on the bankruptcy question because of some good and
sufficient reason in the judgment of the king.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. LENTZ. I had three minutes more yielded to me by the
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr, RicHARDSON], I will use one or
two of them, and leave the rest for the gentleman from Alabama.

You were not intrusted with legislation on the great question
of pensions, although you have thousands and tens of thousands
of invalid pensions pending and applications and petitions for
general legislation on that subject. Has it come to this? The
tariff bill was not a bill that resulted from any act of legislation.
It was a star-chamber measure, framed over at the Arlington
Hotel, and not at the Capitol of the country. [Applause on the
Democratic side.]

You were not trusted or permitted to legislate on the tariff;
you could not be trusted to legislate on the Cuban guestion; you
could not be intrusted by the President with the bankruptey ques-
tion or the question of pensions, and now it seems yon can not be
trusted to deal with the money question, [Applauseon the Dem-
ocratic side. ]

In the name of God, how soon shall we have a commission to
select some good man for the Presidency for life, and his offspring
to become the heirs to the throne, in this miserable trust-ridden
country?

That is the issue that is made at this last hour. [Applause on
the Democratic side.] That is the declaration of the President of
the United States, that the 450 men in these twolegislative bodiesare
not wise enough, although th% come from the Congressional dis-
tricts, and the 45 States of the Union, that they have neither brains

nor character enough, in the majority side of these two great
legislative bodies, to be intrusted with the most important meas-
ure before the people of the American Continent, aye. before the
people of the world. [Applause onthe Democratic side. ]

ow much of the time of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr.
Ricaarpsox] did I nse, Mr. Speaker?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has one minute remaining,
The Chair understands that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr,
Cox] had yielded to his colleague [Mr. RICHARDSCN] three min-
utes, and that he yielded the time to the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. LENTZ].

Mr. COX. 1 yielded three minutes to my colleagne [Mr. RicH-
ARDSOXN], and he yielded the time to the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. LENTZ]. -

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LExTZ] has
one minute left.

Mr. LENTZ. I yieldthat to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr,
WHEELER].

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]
is recognized for one minute.

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I have two minutes.

Mr., Speaker, this country is controlled——

The SPEAKER. Onemoment. The gentleman from Alabama
PIr. WHEELER| says he has two minutes. Does the gentleman

rom Tennessee [Mr, Cox] yield to him one minute?

Mr. COX. Yes: but I was trying to get some gentleman on the
other side to proceed first.

The SPEAKER. Thegentlemanfrom Alabama [Mr. WHEELER ]
has two minutes.

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, this country is
controlled by men who live npon 4 acres of land. One-half of the
wealth of our country, by the grace of Republican laws, is now
owned by so few men that they could rest comfortably under the
roof of this buildiu%.

Trusts and combinations of wealth have become the ruling
pgweil where there once reigned a spirit of liberty and equal rights.

pplanse.
[ Mr. Speaker, what a change has come npon us?

When a champion of the 70,000,000 freemen rises in this Hall to
speak in their defense or to contend for their rights, it is resented
by the 'i;entlemau from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER], who rises in his
seat and says that the defenders of the American people are try-
ing to array the successful against the unsuccessful.

You all remember the tariff commission of 1882. It worked
during all the summer of that year, and recommended a reduc-
tion of 20 per cent in tariff rates. Yon met here in December,
1882, and on March 3, 1833, you enacted a law disregarding all
their recommendations, and you largely increased instead of re-
duced taxation.

You remember the Electoral Commission which by a vote of 8

to 7 reversed the expressed mandate of the American people.

You now groposa to submit this important question to eleven
bankers. They will be men possessed of great wealth which
they hold in money and bonds, and we all know that it will be to
their interest to prevent any increase,and, if possible, to effect a
reduction in the amount of money in our country. Their first
efiort will be to retire the $346,000,000 greenbacks. The tendency
of this will be to add to their wealth and power, but it will re-
duce prices and lessen the income of the producing masses.

‘Why was this resolution sent to this House after we had voted
upon and passed a resolution fo finally adjourn at 9 o'clock to-
night? It will be near that hour before it can pass the House and
reach the Senate, and every member of this body knows that the
resolution will not be considered or even read to that body.

‘Why, Mr. Speaker, such trifling as this when there is distress
among so many of the honest toilers of our land?

Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand to-day’s New York Journal,
from which I read:

Died, aged 13 months, Canse, starvation. Father out of work for seven-
teen weeks.

Strikes all over our land. Strikes spreading and starvation and
death among people who are out of work. :

‘Where is the prosperity the people were promised?

Why these notices all over every city and hamlet in our land:
Tc; rent—to rent—for sale—for sale—marshals’ sales—sheriffs’
sales?

This is the picture in a land once so happy and prosperous.
[Loud applause on the Democratic side. ]

E{l[era the hammer fell.]

e SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
CaAarLES W. STONE] desire to occupy time now?

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I yield ten minutes to the gentle-
man from Connecticut [Mr. HiLL].

Mr. HILL. Mr, Speaker, the first declaration of the Repub-
lican party at St. Louis was for a protective tariff.

That promise has been fulfilled.

The second, but no less important, utterance was that ** the Re-
publican party is unreservedly for sonnd money,” and it supple-
mented its statement of financial policy by the explicit promise to
“‘favor all measures designed to maintain inviolable the obliga-
tions of the United States and all our money, whether coin or
paper, at the present standard—the standard of the most enlight-
ened nations of the earth.”
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Upon these two pledges the battle was fought and the victory
won.

With either issue stricken from the platform, or evaded on the
stump, we can now see that the result would have been at least
uncertain.

To-day, bound by our sense of honor to our associates, in
fulfillment of the promises repeated again and again during the
campaign to the men who abandoned their former party allegi-
ance, we are called upon to take a first step in Eltting “our finan-
cial system upon an enduring basis, where it shall not be subject
to easy attack or its stability open to doubt or dispute.”

Who can question the wisdom of this course, or fairly claim
that no action is needed now?

‘We have hardly rested from the hottest political fight which
this conntry has'ever ssen, when theissue is again raised in every
State where elections will be held this fall.

Through all these loﬂi months of tariff agitation, differing, as
our opponents have on that subject, with united voice they have
declared their purpose to continue the contest on theold lines and

ge anew their devotion tothe **lost cause” of the independent

ee coinage of silver at 16 to 1.

The Republican party can not decline the challenge thus made
and expect to hold the allegiance of its own members who believe
this to be the most important issue of the day, nor can they lightly
pass it ’lﬂ' in the hope that those who came fo us on this issue
alone will forget the purpose of their coming in the awakenin
iactiglities of industrial life which we believe will result from tm&'

islation.

or onr own sakes and theirs—yes, more than either, for the
country’s sake—we must meet this question squarely, and meet if
now.

It will not answer for us to claim that with the operation of
the tariff law just tga.sseﬂ the dangers to which this nation has
been exposed f-‘or e past four years will be removed, and that
from this time onward the weakness in our financial systern will
be hidden or obscured by a renewed prosperity.

The dangers passed and disaster escaped should teach us now
to be still more determined that such things shall not be possible
in our futare course. ; :

The President of the United States, at the opening of this extra
session of Congress, said, “Our financial system needs some
revision,” and when he said it he voiced the opinion of men of all
mﬂm' The a%umtion he asks us to decide now is not What shall

done, but shall anything be done? B

It is not a question as to whether this bill points out the best
and wisest course to pursue. y

1 am free to say that I do not think it does; but it is infinitely
preferable to no action whatever, and, as a step in the right direc-
tion, I give it my hearty support.

I am not one of those who believe that a radical revolution of
national finances and banking methods and systems is either nec-
essary or desirable, but that as we have come step by step into
present conditions, so s & by step we should go back to the bed
rock of sound money, with gold as the legal tender, silver as sub-
sidiary coinage, a national-bank currency with the law modified
and liberalized, but without endangering the safety of the note
issues, with Government supervision without responsibility for
redemption over all banking institutions which, under our laws,
are allowed to issue notes to circulate as money among the people
of this country. -

But I recognize the fact that there is no question to-day about
which more men differ, or on which all men differ more, than on
this very one of currency and banking methods: and when the
Executive of this nation declares his purpose, as he did in his
inaugural—

If vested with such power, to appoint a commission of prominent, well-
informed citizens of different parties who will command publie confidence,
both on account of their ability and special fitness for the work of revising

our coinage and banking and currency laws and giving them that exhaustive,
careful, and dispassionate examination that their importance demands— ?

I propose not only to give my vote for it, but my earnest coopera-
tion in every way toward securing the best possible results.
‘While I am of th;:lpinion that a joint commission of Presiden-
tial and Congressional appointment would be more successful in
securing the enactment of its conclusions into law, I am at the
same time forced by observation and experience to accept the
conclusion that such a commission as proposed will be far more
effective in educating the voters of the land not only upon the
uestion at issue, but upon the all-important one of so casting
their votes as to send to both branches of Congress such men as
will render it possible to have anylaw enacted looking to improved
conditions.
And, after all, Mr. S er, this is the task before us. -
It is among the people that the work must be begun and carried
on, for no reform of the currency or reorganization of the bank-
ing system is possible until a Congress reformed and reorganized in
both branches is sent here under instructions from the people.
Let me illustrate.

I stand here to-day a Representative from a State in which a
year ago both political parties declared for a single standard of
value, and that standard gold, and from a district that not only
through its Republican convention explicitly indorsed that dee-
laration, but ratified it at the polls by 15,000 majority, after a full
discussion of this specific issue in the fall campaign.

Can there be any possible doubt as to my vote upon the finan-
cial question here?

The responsibility resting upon me to represent the views of
my constituents I believe is held to be ecilt;ull sacred by the
other members of both Houses, for I think thatthe Rocky Moun-
tain statesmanship, which shapes its political views with eachnew
location of a mining camp, or the Democratic free trader, who
by his vote helps to raise the duty on articles in which he is per-
sonally interested, and then on principle votes against a com-
pleted Republican tariff bill, is exceedingly scarce in Congress.

And because I believe that this work of education must first be
done ontside of the Halls of Congress, and when done there, that
the vote here will follow as a matter of course, I favor this pro;

sition to select the commission anywhere in the world, and with -

tuhqlinl:}fLad authority for action, in accordance with the terms of
is

Mr. Speaker, the 24th day of July, 1807, will be remembered in
American histor{ﬂas the da{ u{)on which the Dingley tariff bill
became a law, a bill which, I believe, will not onlyﬁord sufficient
revenue for the nation’s needs, but will at the same time help to
maintain the American scale of wages and the American stan
of living and protect and preserve the American home.

If now, upon this same day, the Republican party can inaugu-
rate a policy which will guarantee to the American workmen the
payment of these wages in the best money in the world, we may
well congratulate ourselves upon the auspicious ending of this
extra session. }}Applausa on the Republican side. ]

Mr. COX. r. Speaker, I yield four minutes to the gentleman
from Kansas [Mr. SnrpsoN]. =

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this
resolution because I am opposed to this Congress publicly abdi-
cating the authority that was delegated to it by the people. I
think it would be more in conformity with a free Government if,
instead of acknowledging our incapacity publicly in this way in
a bill passed by this House, admitting that we are umable to un-
derstand, to grapple with this great tinancial question, it would
be better for us toresign our power back to our constituents who
gave it to us. A

But it is entirely in line with the action of the majority in this
House since we have assembled. We have seen the majority dele-
gate to the Speaker the power that the people gave to them, mak-
ing the Speaker the sole arbiter of legislation in this House. I
am sorry that the time is so limited. I regret that I did not have
ample warniu‘f of what was coming ut?, in order that I might
have prepared an essay, like the gentleman who has pr ed
me. [Laughter.] ButI want to offer just a few rema:gm in an
offhand way, without any pretension to delivering an essay at
all. I hope and trust that some good may come out of this meas-
ure. I hope that the commission to be appointed as the result of
this measure, if we get one _al?ointad by the President, will suc-
ceed in enlightening him and in discovering where he stands
upon this financial question. - When he was in Congress, he voted
for the Bland Act for the free coinage of silver.

Mr. GAINES. And voted to pass it over the President’s veto.

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas, He voted to it over the Presi-
dent’'s veto anyhow, and he also helped to frame a straddle plat-
form in Ohio, so as to make the pe:ﬁle think he stood for the free
coinage of silver. Later on he allowed them to ram a gold-
standard platform down his throat. I hope this commission will
be able to enlighten him and to find out where he stands, so that
this Administration may have some permanent abiding place on
the financial question. )

‘Who will this commission be that the President will appoint?
‘Will they be men who have the general interests of the country at
heart? ey will not be, gentlemen, and iyou, knowit. They will
be men selected from the marts of trade, from the banking insti-
tutions of the country, whose every interest is on the money
changers’ side; who have no interest except to increase the pur-
chasing power of the dollar and increase the interest they receive.
There is only one question on which they will agree when they
come together, and it is the retirement of the greenbacks and the
substitution of bank paper, and they will be the bankers who will
issue the paper. -

We will be asked to give up the old backs, issued by the
Government, in the interest of a lot of ers who hope to con-
trol the volume of currency of this country and increase it or
diminish it at will in order to enrich themselves. The men who
will com that commission will not be in the interest of those
who produce the wealth of the country with which they purchase
dollars and whose interest it is to have dollars cheap instead of
dear, but the commission will be composed of men whose interest
it is to have them dearer, So I say it is impossible to get a
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nonpartisan commission. That is the objection; and I hope, Mr.
E};eaker, the resolution will not pass. [Loud applause on the
mocratic side. ]
Mr, COX. Does some one on the other side desire to speak?
_Mr, CHARLES W.STONE. The gentleman will exhaust his

fime.
Mr. COX. I yield three minutes to my colleague [Mr. CAr-

MACK].

Mr.]CARMACK. Mr. Speaker, I think it is quite likely that
some such resolution as this would have been entirely ]g'oper if it
had come at the right time and in the regular order. But before
the President cf the United States proposes to take the duties of
this Congress out of its hands and have them delegated to a com-
mission he should have first created another commission, to in-
quire into the mental condition of this House and determine

whether or not it was competent to discharge the duties imposed | p

on it by the Constitution and the law. I think it very likely that
if such a commission had been appointed, its report would have
proved some justification for the resolution now before the House.

Mr. Speaker, I do not propose, in the short time allotted tome, to
enter into any discussion of the merits of this resolution; but I
simply want to state what seems to me one vital objection. The

ntleman from Iowa on my left [Mr. HENDERSON] declared in

is remarks that it was not contemplated in this resolution that
the commission should prepare a scheme for retiring the green-
backs and Treasury notes or for the destruction of our coined sil-
ver or to do anything at all in particular; that it was, in fact,
left entirely free, untrammeled, and uninstructed. Now, one ob-
jection, I think, to this resolution is that it does not undertake
to instruet the commission which is to be appointed by the Presi-
dent. Thereport of this commission in order to be effective must
- have some show of being enacted into law by Congress. Now, we
remember, Mr. Speaker, some years ago the President of the
United States appointed a tariff commission, or a commission to
revise the tam_fgp and that commission made the mistake of sup-
posing that the Republican party, thenin power, really desired that
we should have such a revision of the tariff as wonld make taxa-
tion just and egmual.

They repo a scheme for a reduction of the tariff 20 per cent;
and when the recommendations of that commission came into
Congress, they were treated with contempt. They were spurned
ont of this House, and no trace of those recommendations have

ever been found in any tariff bill enacted by the Republican party.
Now, what I say is this: If this commission is to be appointed,
this House should undertake to lay down certain lines, not with
exactness or absolute precision, but certain gemeral lines for the
idance and instruction of the commission, so that it can bring
ck a report that will stand some chance of being framed into

w.
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. CARMACK. I have two minutes that were yielded to me
by another gentleman.

Mr. COX. Two minutes that were assigned to another member
have been yielded to my colleague.

Mr. CARMACEK. ' To that end, Mr. Speaker, I have a sugges-
tion in the form of an amendment which I desire to offer to this
House, and especially to gentlemen on the other side. It is this:

la

The commission, in pre; g a scheme of currency reform, shall
along the lines laid downm financial plank of the Democratic pm
adopted at Chicago in 1808.

[Langhter and applause on the Democratic side.]

And they shall y include the restoration of the system of bimetal-
lism by the free, independent, and unlimited coinage of both gold and silver
at the ratioof 16 to 1.

{Applaus’e on the Democratic side.]

want to say, Mr. Speaker, that if the ofher side of the House
will consent to have this added to the resolufion now pending,
I for one will vote for it. I will pledge them several votes on
this side of the House. I think that theg can have it by unan-
imous consent; and I desire to ask, Mr. Speaker, if at any sta%e
of these proceedings it would be in order to offer this as an amend-
ment to the resolntion?

The SPEAKER. If is not.

Mr. CARMACK. Can not it be done, Mr. Speaker, by unani-
mous consent?

The SPEAKER. The Honse can do almost anything by unani-
mous consent.

Mr. CARMACK. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent [laughter on the Republican side] that this amendment be
added to the resolution now at the desk.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to
offer an amendment which he has read to the House, Isthere
objection?

r. CHARLES W. S8TONE. I object.
The SPEAKER. Objection is made.
Mr. CARMACK. I asked unanimous consent for its adoption.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will put it in that form. Is there
:lbjectign to the adoption of the amendment suggested by the gen-

eman?

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I object.

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parlia-
mentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. It is whether or not it is in order
to move to recommit the pending resolution to the Committee on
Ways and Means with insiructions to report a substitute—an-
other proposition—in its place?

The SPEAKER. It certainly is not in order at present.

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I did not hear the remark of the

air.
The SPEAKER. The Chair states that it is not in order at

resent.
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Will it be in order at the conclu-
sion of the debate?

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not examined that question.

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Well, I give notice that I desire
to move to recommit the joint resolution to the Committee on
‘Ways and Means with instructions to re the substitute which
I hold in my hand and which I wounld like to have read now for
the information of the House.

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Thatisnotin orderat the present
time, Mr. Speaker. s

A MemBER. Letus have it read.

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. That is what I want, and I propose
at the proper time to move to recommit the joint resolution with
instructions to report this substitute.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not the floor now. He
stated that he rose to make a parliamentary inquiry.

Mr, JOHNSON of Indiana. Well, Mr. S er, I ask unani-
mouns consent that the substitute be now read for the information
of the House.

Several members objected.

The SPEAEKER. Objection is made.

Mr. McMILLIN, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman at the proper
time will have a right to move to recommit. That is his right
under the rule.

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I supposeI will have that right if

I can %? raco%ution.

Mr. McMILLIN. You are entitled to recognition, and will get
it of course.

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Iam not so sure about that [laugh-

ter], but I think I am entitled to it.
SPEAKER. [Criesof* Vote! ”

e Gentlemen will beinorder,
*Vote!” on the Republican side. ]

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr., Speaker, I would like to inguire if it
would be in order to offer an amendment postponing the opera-
tion of this proposed legislation until we hear from the bimetallic
commission that is now junketing through Europe, so that we
may procure the consent of foreign nations fo this legislation?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox]
has the floor.

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman from
Penm{llvanis [Mr. CHARLES W. StoxE] if there is anyone on his
si%?[r who desires to be heard?

. CHARLES W. STONE. Yes, sir. We prefer that the
gentleman should exhaust his time, if he desires to do so. We
have a right to close the debate.

Mr. . Very well; although I do not think it makes much
difference who closes. I now yield three minutes to the gentle-
man from Washington [Mr. LEwis]. [Derisive applause on the
Republican sid%g

. LEW1S of Washington, Mr. Speaker, my a;i]peara.nca is
applauded by my friends on my right, and surely when they ap-
pland me I must be wrong [applause]; but nevertheless I express
to them ungrudgingly my sincere appreciation of their testimonial
of, I trust, unaffected friendship. lLaughter.]

Conscions as I am, Mr. Speaker, that a question of this sort is
weakened rather than strengthened by fragmentary discourse, and
as the disfinguished gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] has
given me permission to parcel out the time which he has allowed
me, and being likewise conscious of the ability of the distinguished
gentleman from Colorado to give to this House more edification
and more information upon this guestion than I can possibly bring
to bear, I willingly yield my time to the Hon. Mr. SHAFROTH.
{Aﬁplause.

r. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, I did not expect to say any-
thing upon this subject until the gentleman from Connecticut
[Mr. HiLL] announced his interpretation of what was intended by
this joint resolution. He announced that the real meaning of it
was the establishment of what he terms *‘ sound money,” with gold
as the only primary money, with silver as subsidiary coin, and
with tgper money redeemable in gold. I concede, Mr. Speaker,
that that is the frue intent and meaning of this joint resolution.
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I have no doubt that the purpose, the object, of the resolution
is to fasten upon the people the single gold standard; but it seems
to me, sir, that in attempting to do this you had better wait until
your bimetallic commission which is now in Europe can have an
opportunity to ascertain whether we can get the consent of one
or two of the European nations to adopt a bimetallic system. Mr.
Speaker, if the policy which is outlined in this joint resolution,
as interpreted by the gentleman from Connecticut, is to be the
policy of the Republican party, then they had better repeal the
resolution or act which was passed establishing that commission.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. The
question is on the adoption of the joint resolution.

Mr. COX. Oaur time on this side is not exhausted, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee is recognized.

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, about a year ago this
country was in the midst of one of the greatest panics that it has
ever endured. The people began a campaign of education. This
is the people’s Government. The people have a right to control
all that is done through their representatives. Yet, notwithstand-
ing that, if I believed this campaign of education would go on
along the lines demanded, I would forego even that objection.

But, sir, I know, and every member on the floor of this House
knows, that if this commission is appointed as proposed. it will
simply be a companion piece by the side of the tariff bill that has
just gone into force—enacted wholly in favor of the trusts; and
this would be conducted in the interest of the gold standard and
a contracted currency. Instead of the people—

The SPEAKER. %‘he time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. COX. If gentlemen on the other side decline to speak fur-
tﬁher. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Delaware [Mr.

ANDY].

Mr. HANDY. Mr. Speaker, I can see very readily that our
friends on the other side are anxious to vote, They are tired of
this debate; but I wish to occupy the three minutes that have
been given to me in a way that ought to be pleasant for them, I
will use the time in extending gentle and sincere simpathy to

ntlemen on the other side who have been so hard hit by their

esident. The message received this afternoon from the Presi-
dent is in effect a stern and severe condemnation of the whole
course pursued by the Republican majority in this House during
this whole session. [Applause on the Democratic side.] The
President says in his message that currency reform is a very im-
portant matter; yet my friends across the aisle throughout the
whole session have neglected it, as if it were of no importance.

The President says that he called attention to this subject in his
inaugural address; yet for four months and a half you have neg-
lected toheed that warning. ThePresidentin hismessagesays that
there wasnothing more clearly settled at the last national election
than the principles involved in the money question; yet yon gen-
tleman have treated the last election as if it were altogether a
tariff victory. The President says in his message read this after-
noon that the country strongly favors this legislation; yet yon
gentlemen have ac as though the country favored high taxes
and nothing else. The President says that this matter ought to
be attended to before weadjourn, thatit oughtnot to be postponed;
yet the gentlemen on the other side propose in effect to postpone
it, for they know perfectly well that this resolution can not be
gassed by both Houses of Congress. We are now within three

ours of final adjournment. e summer is done, the harvest is
ended, and the monetary commission is not saved,

As a result, you have the whole tenor of this message of the
President condemning your whole course. Gentlemen, it is too
bad! You are entitled to better treatment than that. You have
been very submissive; you have been humble and meek; youhave
followed your leaders like good little boys. It is too bad that yon
have now to go home with the seal of condemnation set npon you
in this formal manner by your t national leader—the Presi-
dent of the United States. [Applauseon the Democratic side. ]

It moves me to a tender sym];athy. L am a gentle-hearted man,
and I pity you—truly I do. You have worked hard to please;
you have been patient; yon have submitted to all kinds of indig-
nity in this House, and you go home bearing upon yon the simple
stamp, ** You have failed to do your duty: you have not given to
the country this monetary commission demanded by the Presi-
dent.” Too bad, gentlemen, too bad! {Laughter and afplause on
the Democratic side.] Now, so far as I am concerned, I am ready
for the vote.

Mr. COX. What time have I remaining?

The SPEAKER. Two minutes.

Mr. COX. Iyield those two minutes to the gentleman from
Indiana [Mr. JOHNSON].

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I am resolved to vote
for the pending measure or something akin to it. I shall do so
because the withholding of my vote from it might be understood
to mean that I am not in sympathy with banking and currency
legislation, which is not the case. But I do not wish my vote to
be construed into an indorsement of this crude measure or of the

circumstances—particularly the time—of its being brought be-
fore the House for consideration.

Mr. Speaker, if we are going to pass any measure of this char-
acter in this House—and everybody understands that this meas-
ure is in articulo mortis, and that if we pass it it will die before it
reaches the Senate—if we are going to pass anything as an expres-
sion of our sympathy for banking and currency legislation, it
should be made in details as nearly perfect as possible.

I am opposed to this measure becaunse it vests entirely in the
Chief Executive the selection of the commission. Inasmuch as
Congress is to be the great factor in enacting the legislation which
it is presumed will grow out of this investigation, it is the right
of Congress to exercise some authority along with the President
in making the selection of these commissioners. The Speaker of
this House and the official head of the Senate of the United States
should be vested with the power of selecting some of them.
[Aﬁgplause.]

ot only that, but in my humble opinion, if this commission is
to be appointed for our information, members of the House and
the Senate should not abdicate altogether the right to take part in
the initiative, and the commission should in part consist of Rep-
resentatives and Senators, The commission, too, ought to have
upon it representatives from each of the great political parties.
For the reason that these matters are not therein provided for, I
thinkthis is a crude measure. Itought to beamended in these par-
ticulars; and with that object in view—to the end. as I have said,
that if it should pass it may be as perfect inherently as it can be
made—I desire to move, in good faith, that the resolution be re-
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means with instructions to
amend the same by substituting the proposition which I now offer;
and I ask unanimous consent that it may be read to its conclusion.

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I rise to a point of order. No
amendment is in order at this time.

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Is it in order to have the proposed
amendment read in my time? I ask that that be done.

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. If the gentleman has any time.

T_hf;gPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Indiana has
expired.

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I never had any evidence by the
fall_ofé:he gavel that my time was out, and I supposed it had not
expired.

he SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman 