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Frank W. Leib to be postmaster at Pottsville, Pa., in place
of Gustavus C. Schrink., Incumbent's commission expired Jan-
uary 7, 1908.

John C. Tullock to be postmaster at Moores, Pa. Office be-
came presidential April 1, 19069,

SOUTH DAKOTA.

Charles N. Curtiss to be postmaster at Wessington, 8. Dak.
Office became presidential October 1, 1907. .

Theophilus N. Kirkpatrick to be postmaster at Letcher,
8. Dak. Office became presidential January 1, 1909.

A. W. Prewitt to be postmaster at Philip, 8, Dak, Office be-
came presidential October 1, 1908. 3

TEXAS.

Irvin W. Baker to be postmaster at Loraine, Tex.
came presidential January 1, 1909.

Theophilus F. Berner to be postmaster at Henrietta, Tex., in
place of Theophilus F. Berner. Incumbent’'s commission ex-
pired January 10, 1900,

Henry L. Sands to be postmaster at Alvord, Tex., in place of
Henry L. Sands. .Incumbent’s commission expired February 9,
1909, s

J. J. Staskey to be postmaster at Bremond, Tex. Office be-
came presidential April 1, 1909, )

Lottie E. Turney to be postmaster at Smithville, Tex., in
place of Kittie I.. Edwards. Incumbent's commission expiréd
January 10, 1909,

W. I, Viereck to be postmaster at Sealy, Tex., in place of
Clara I. Lockwood, resigned.

WASHINGTON. T

Velosco J. Knapp to be postmaster at Anacortes, Wash., in
place of Velosco J. Knapp. Incumbent's commission expired
February 9, 1909, :

Cornelius H. Legg to be postmaster at Chewelah, Wash., in
place of Charles F. Legg, deceased.

George D. C. ’runer to be postmaster at Blaine, Wash., in
place of George D. C. Pruner. Incumbent's commission expired
January 21, 1909.

Office be-

CONFIRMATIONS.
Hzecutive nominations confirmed by the Scnale April 9, 1909.
INDIAN INSPECTOR.
Z, Lewis Dalby to be an Indian inspector.
Cuirr Jusrtice SurreME Courrt, PorTo Rico.
José Conrado Hernandez to be chief justice of the supreme
court of Iorto Rico.
AssociaTE JusTicE SUPREME Court, PorTo Rico.
Emilio del Toro y Cuevas to be associate justice of the su-
preme court of Porto Nico.
LEGISTER oF THE LAND OFFICE.
Jose Gonzales to be register of the land office at Las Cruces,

N. Mex.
POSTMASTERS.
. CONNECTICUT.
Arthur B. Calef, at Middletown, Conn,
GEORGIA.
James F, Dever, at Rockmart, Ga,
LOUISIANA,

Edson E., Burnham, at Amite, La,

Charles W. Lyman, at Rayne, La.
NEW JERSEY,

Frank Hill, at Dumont, N. J.
PENNSYLVANIA,
John P. Thomas, at Taylor, I'a.
SOUTH DAKOTA.
Lyman J. Bates, at Lake Preston, 8. Dak,
Alexander B. Coutts, at Hudson, 8. Dak.
Edward O. Bromwell, at Mount Vernon, 8, Dak.
Frank E. Brown, at Iroquols, 8. Dak,
Allie Lee, at Ashton, 8. Dak.

Joshua F. Wood, at Doland, 8. Dak.

TEXAS.

Maurice C. Kelly, at Lockhart, Tex.
William L. Yanger, at Towa Park, Tex,

: WITHDRAWAL. -
Ezecutive nomination withdrawn from the Senate April 9, 1909.

Thomas Cader Powell to be United States marshal, Division
No. 2, District of Alaska.
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Frmax, April 9, 1909.

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D, D.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, on page 1089 of the REcorp is
shown a colloquy between Mr. CALbERHEAD and myself. When
the reporter's notes were handed me I hastily added a few
words to what I had said in order to make it clearer without
changing its meaning; but my attention is called to the fact
that the words added by me seem to make the gentleman from
Kansas declare or indorse the idea of a tariff between the
States, which in fact he did not, and I did not intend to repre-
sent him as doing. The fact was he simply declared that pro-
tection applied to all the States, but not between the States.
Neither the gentleman from Kansas nor myself wish anything
but that a true record be made, having regard to the substance
and not the form, and we both wish the Recorp corrected so
that it shall read as follows: -

AMr. IHarpy. If protection is a righteous proposition, ought it not to
prevail in every locallty and in favor of every State?

Mr. CALDERHEAD., It does, without question. We make no law and
have made none in forty-eight years that we have been responsible—
and so forth. :

In other words, Mr. Speaker, my interlineation while not
changing the meaning did put an erroneous inference upon the
statement of the gentleman from Kansas which I did not notice |
at the time,

The SPEAKER. Both gentlemen concur in the correction of
the Recorp?

Mr. HARDY. Wae agree,

'I('lhe SPEAKER. Without objection, the correction will be
made.

There was no objection.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks,
announced that under the discretion conferred by Senate con-
current resolution No. 2, Sixty-first Congress, first session, giv-
ing anthority to the Commissioners of the District of Columbia
to use the Rotunda of the Capitol on the occasion of the re-
moval of the remains of Maj. Pierre Charles I'Enfant from
Digges farm, Prince George County, Md., to Arlington National
Cemetery, under such supervision as may be approved by the
President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Repre-
sentatives, the Vice-President had appointed Illiott Woods,
Superintendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds, to superin-
tend the ceremonies within the Capitol.

PRESENTING A PETITION.

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that I
may present in the open House a petition signed, T am informed,
by 250,000 citizens of Chicago and its suburbs, protesting against
the duties on wearing apparel, particularly leather gloves and
cotton hosiery, as reported to the House in the Payne tariff
bill.,

The SPEHAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. PAYNE. Reserving the right to object, I would like to
ask the gentleman how long it would take?

Mr. FOSS. A few moments.

Mr. PAYNE. Five minutes?

Mr. FOSS. Less than that.

Mr. PAYNE. I do not object to that if the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] is given time to make a statement.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I shall object
unless some time is accorded to me to present statistics on the
other side.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, we have three hours only in
which to perfect this bill, and I object.

Mr. FOULKROD. I object, Mr. Speaker.

THE TARIFF.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union for the further consideration of the bill H, R. 1488, the
tariff bill.

The motion was agreed to,

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. OLyMsTED in
the chair.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment
to section 3, which is found printed in the Recorp this morning
at page 1234 : Under the paragraph headed “ iron ore,” I move to
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strike out the words *“basic slag, ground or unground.”
say to the committee that this is a fertilizer, and it is the inten-
tion of the committee that no fertilizer shall bear any duty, even
in the maximum tariff.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, as I understood the gentleman
from New York, he now offers an amendment to the amendment
which he proposes to offer to section 3.’

Mr. PAYNE. That was offered last night. If the gentleman
will examine the Recorp he will see that that amendment to
section 3 was offered last night and is pending. I asked to have
it done in that way to dispense with the reading of it, having it
printed instead in the Recorp.

Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Chairman, that was the parliamentary
inquiry that I was addressing to the Chair, whether that amend-
ment was now pending before the eommittee.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentle-
man from New York last night offered an améndment and asked

unanimous consent that instead of having it reported from the |

Clerk's desk it be printed in the Recorp. The Clerk will now
report the amendment offered by the gentleman from New York.
The clerk read as follows:

Strike out the words * basic slag, ground or unground.”

The CHATRMAN. The question is on the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, under the paragraph headed
“ oils,” last ecolumn on page 1234, I move to strike out the words
“ petroleum, erude or refined,” and also the proviso for retalia-
tory duties which follows.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out the words “ Petroleum, crude or refined : Provided, That
if there be imported into the United States crnde petroleum, or the
groducts of crude petroleum produced in

uty on ;)etm!eum or its pruducts
there shall in such cases be Ievied.
crude troleum or its products so
by mcge

The GHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I would like at this time, be-
cause of the confusion in which the amendment of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House has left the petroleum paragraph in
the original section 1, to ask unanimous consent that the com-
mittee report that paragraph 363 is disagreed to, that it be
eliminated from the bill, and that the proviso under the free
paragraph for oils, for retaliatory duties, be stricken from sec-
tion 2, so that it will leave peiroleum and its products upon the
free list, and not have that duty of 1 per cent, according to the
amendment offered and agreed to by the Committee of the
Whole.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, before that
is taken up, has not the gentleman just moved to strike out
petroleum and its products and also the proviso?

Mr. PAYNE. That is in section 3. I am now asking to re-
turn for a moment to sections 1 and 2, and to leave them so
that petroleum and all its products will be on the free list with-
out any countervailing duty.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman asks unanimous consent,
as he has stated. Is there objection? .

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to
object, I would like to understand what effect this has upon the
products on the free list?

Mr. PAYNE. It puts them on the free list, where they were
placed in the original bill, paraffin being mentioned by name,

Mr. HITCHCOCK. And this amendment proposes to sirike

country which imposes a
from the United States,
d collected a duty upon sald
equal to the duty imposed

out?

Myr. PAYNE. It strikes out the retaliatory provision, the
countervailing duty, and leaves the products of petroleum upon
the free list. That would be the effect of it.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. What is gained by this?

Mr. PAYNE. It simply gets rid of the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] and adopted by the
committee, to put a duty of 1 per cent on peiroleum and its
products.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Is this 1 per cent duty considered ob-
jectionable?

Mr, PAYNE. It strikes it out. That is the purpose of my
amendment.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Why do you want to get rid of it?

Mr. PAYNE. Because the sense of the House seems to be
that petrolenm should be upon the free list, and in order to

conform to that and te aveid delay in the consideration of the |

bill, I make this request.

3
I will

| valorem ;

Mr. HITCHCOCEK. I am trying fo learn why the gentleman
formerly favored a 99 per cent duty and now——

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I shall not take up any
more time on the matter. If the gentleman wants to object, let
him do so.

Mr.CLARK of Missourl. If this is agreed to, this settles the
petroleum business, so far as we are concerned?

Mr. PAYNE. 8o far as the Committee of the Whole is con-
cerned, entirely.

Mr. CLARK of Missourl. It settles it so far as the House is
concerned also, does it not?

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; I hope it does.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. So do I.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none. [Applause.]

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to the
amendment of the gentleman from New York.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 3. Amend the commlittee amendment offered by the tleman
from New Yorl: lmder nrtieles enumerated in section 2, under the head-
ing of * wood,” after the word * timber " and before the
word * Inoiudl.ng the word not,” so as to read, “ timber not including
pulp wood.”

Mr. MANN. That would be on page 1235, first column. Under
an amendment offered by the committee——

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to that
being done. It is an oversight, or it wounld have been done.

Mr. MANN. I understood it was an oversight. This makes
that read * not including pulp wood,” so there will be no tariff
on pulp wood.

Mr. PAYNE. I have no objection.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol-
lowing amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia offers an
amendment, whieh the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

To amend the amendment by adding after the words “ this act,” in
the last line, and before the word * sha.ll " the following :

“And also hoop or band iron, or h.oop or band steel, cut to lengths
or whol'hr or rtly manufactured Into hoops or ties, coated or not
eoated wi t or any other preparation, with or without buckles or
fsstenings, rur baling cotton or any other commodit ir

“And bagging for cotten, gunny cloth, and similar fabrics suitable
for covering cotton, com of single yarns made of jute, jute butts,
D ey s oo .n&mlﬁi?.uﬁ’g“iﬁfwiip"i‘;ﬁ“ ing
gd welg‘hing not less than 15 ounces pe'r gquare yard.”

Mr. PAYNE. Mr, Chairman, I make the point of order
against the amendment. It puts something on a maximum
paragraph that is not germane to it. The article is not men-
tioned in that paragraph.

The CHAIRMAN., Does the gentleman from Georgia desire
to be beard upon the point of order?

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia., Yes; briefly. Will the Chair-
man look at the amendment offered by the committee on page
1235 of the Recorp this morning, and he will see the followlug
words:

There shall be levied, collected, and d a duty of 20 per cent ad
that each and every other article enumerated in section 2 of
this act shall be admitted free of duty.

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is true that without this rule under
which we are proceeding we could not add an amendment to
the section until it is read; but the committee have brought in
an amendment to section 3, which was the free list. Section 3
contained the articles upon the free list, and they specify cer-
tain particular articles which they say shall pay a certain duty
of 20 per cent in addition to the maximum duty. Upon looking
at page 1233, last column, you will find tha

Hoop or band iron, or hoop or band steel, cut to lengths, or wholly
or partly manufactured into hoops or ties, coated, ete.

The very language that is quoted in this amendment offered
by myself is also in this amendment. And upon page 1234, last
column, you will see:

Bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and similar fabries, suitable for
covering cotton, ete.

And further on the committee are not satisfied to declare
that these particular articles which were under the bill in the
free list shall pay a certain duty of 20 per eent, but it winds up
its amendment by declaring and enumerating certain articles in
section 2 shall be upon the free list in the language which I

| have quoted from the amendment. Now, the subject being

brought before this House by the committee amendment itself,
the question of the free list, why has not the House the right te
add to that free list? Now, can it be said that we have arrived
at that stage when nothing remains to the House except what
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the Committee on Rules or the Committee on Ways and Means
sees fit to submit to it?

Invoking the rule of a few days ago of the Chairman, I de-
sire to say that this is germane in every way because it is deal-
ing with the free list; it is dealing with articles which are in
section 2; it is dealing with the free list; it is dealing with the
same subject-matter with which the committee amendment
deals.

Now, it is true, Mr. Chairman, that I add two articles to the
free list; but how is that different from the committee saying
that each and every other article incorporated in section 2 of
this act shall be put upon the free list? Shall it be said that
the Committee of the Whole declares that certain enumerated
articles shall go upon the free list, and that this great article,
which binds the cotton of the people of the South, which levies
a tax of nearly 10 cents a bale upon that great product, a prod-
uct which is exported in raw condition more than any other
article in the United States, which brings into this country
nearly $500,000,000 every year—and has done so for the last
five years—of imports from abroad, shall not go upon the free
list?

Shall the cotton farmers pay high duties and high taxes on
everything they raise, on plows, and hoes, and such implements,
and still have no benefit from this taxation? Mr. Chairman,
it is in the interest of the producers of this great staple. These
amendments will put cotton bagging and cotton ties on the free
list.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that
the gentleman is discussing everything except the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair does not care to hear the
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Bartrerr] further on the point
of order, but would like to hear the gentleman from New York
[Mr. PAYNE].

Mr. PAYNE. This part of section 8 amends section 2, or re-
fers to section 2, which is the free list under the minimum
rate of duty. I do not know whether the gentleman proposes
now to put these articles in free or whether with the tariff
upon them. It is not germane to that paragraph.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to ask whether the
articles mentioned in the amendment of the gentleman from
Georgia [Mr. BarTLETT], namely, hoop or band iron, and so
forth, are found in section 2?7
i Mr.2 PAYNE. They are found in section 1, and not in sec-

on 2. ;]

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, then, is clearly of the opinion
that the amendment offered by the gentleman from Georgia is
not germane,

Mr. CLAYTON. Before the Chair makes a final ruling I
want to call the attention of the committee to the fact that
at the instance of the ranking Democratic member of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means [Mr. Crarg of Missouri] I pre-
pared an amendment relating to the removal of the duty on
bagging for cotton in the following words:

Strike out all of section 350, coverin
cloth, and similar fabrics suitable for c%ver M%oggn‘cocgt&mnm;
ainxle yarns made of jute, jute butts, or hemp, and transfer the same
to the free list.

And that I also, at his instance, prepared an amendment re-
lating to putting cotton ties on the free list in the following
language :

Strike out section 123, covering hoop or band iron, or hoop or band
gteel, cut to lengths, or wholly or partly manufactured into hoops or
ties, coated or not coated with paint or any other preparation, with
or without huckles or fastenings, for baling cottonm, an 3& transfer tise
same to the free list.

I ask further to say that these two amendments are printed
in the Recorp of April 7, on page 1164, together with my re-
marks containing a partial summary of the facts relating to
the two propositions and a brief argument in their support.

I am very glad that the able and vigilant gentleman, my
friend from Georgia, has at this time offered amendments on
the same subject. He has my hearty support. I hope the ef-
fort that he makes will be successful. If the amendments can
not be adopted before the motion to recommit, then I hope the
gentleman from Missouri will embody both amendments to
which I have referred, and which are printed on page 1164 of
the Recorp, in his motion to recommit the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair finds that the committee
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr.
PaYNE] proposes to amend section 2 of this act. The articles
enumerated in the amendment offered by the gentleman from
Georgia [Mr. BarTLETT] appear in the first section but not in
the second section. The amendment of the gentleman from New
York concludes in this language:

That each and every other article enumerated in section 2 of this
act shall be admitted free of duty.

The amendment of the gentleman from Georgia adds hoop
or band iron for baling cotton, as well as bagging for cotton,
and so forth. None of these articles are found in section 2 at
all. They are all found in section 1. In other words, it is
proposed to amend section 1 by amending an amendment which
relates, so far as this matter is concerned, to an entirely differ-
ent section. The amendment is not germane, The point of
order is sustained.

Mr. BURLESON. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out of the
amendment under consideration the words:

Hoop or band irom, or hoop or band steel, cut to lengths, or wholly
or partly manufactured into hoops or ties, ‘coated or not coated with
?alnt or any other preparation, with or without buckles or fastenings,

or baling cotton or any other commodity.

Now, Mr. Chairman

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will first report the amend-
ment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out the following:

“ Hoop or band iron, or h
or partly manufactured into
paint or any other preparation, with or without buckles or fastenings,
for baling cotton or any other commodity.”

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, as I understand it, the
amendment to the amendment I have read and which I now
offer is not subject to a point of order. This amendment, if
adopted, will accomplish only in part what was intended to be
accomplished by the amendments offered the other day by the
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CrayToN], and which were ruled
out of order. The particular amendment offered by the gentle-
man from New York [Mr. PAyNE] and now pending provides
for a maximum and minimum clause in this bill, the maximum
rate to become effective against the products of a country if any
diseriminations are practiced by that country against the prod-
ucts of this country; said maximum rate to apply only to such
articles as are set forth in the pending amendment of the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE], among which I find cotton
ties.

Now, if this amendment I offer is adopted, the effect of it will
be, and the only effect it can have will be, to relieve the cotton
producer from paying the additional burdensome price for his
cotton ties if the maximum clause should become operative
against a country where ties are manufactured.

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York the other after-
noon, replying to an inquiry from this side, said that the duty
on cotton ties was continued for the purpose of developing an
industry in this country to manufacture cotton ties. In God's
name, when will this hoary-headed infant become fully grown?
Mr., Chairman, I want to direct attention to the fact that we
have been growing cotton in this country for a hundred years,
and it does strike me that the industry of making ties to bind the
bale should by this time have been thoroughly developed.

Mr, Chairman, the truth is, this industry is more than fully
grown. The hearings before the Ways and Means Committee
disclose that almost the entire output of cotton ties is controlled
by the United States Steel Corporation. The tariff tax on cotton
ties under the present law, the Dingley law, is so high that it is
prohibitive. No competition by foreign manufacturers is pos-
sible. What is the result? Ties are selling for about 95 cents
per bundle, when, if this incubus could be lifted, the cotton
farmer could get them for at least 25 per cent less.

Myr. Chairman, this burden should no longer be imposed on
the southern cotton grower. The gentleman from New York
has repeatedly said that this bill was not sectional—that the
purpose of the majority members in framing it was to strip it
of all sectional unfairness. Let us see if they have succeeded
in that effort.

The farmers who grow wheat in the North are relieved from
the burden of paying a tax upon the binding twine with which
they bind their grain and on the wire with which they bale their
hay, yet you continue to tax the cotton grower for his cotton ties.
Therefore I ask, Why is this done, if this bill is not sectional?
I do not charge you with purposely making it sectional, yet I
would like to be told why you do not give the cotton producer
the same relief you have for twelve years accorded the wheat
grower.

Mr. Chairman, if gentlemen on the other side really desired
to relieve this bill of sectional unfairness, if they wanted to
accord equal, fair treatment to the people of the South with
the people of the North, here was an opportunity to demonstrate
that fact by giving the cotton grower of the South the same con-
sideration they have given the wheat grower of the North by
putting cotton ties on the free list.

Surely, Mr. Chairman, these gentlemen who claim to be so
just and fair will not refuse the cotton grower relief from this

or band steel, cut In lengths, or wholl
oops or tles, coated or mot coated wit
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additional burden to be imposed on him if the maximuom clause
in this bill shounld become effective,

Mr. CLAYTON. May I interrupt the gentleman while I read
a statement from Mr. W. B. Thompson, president of the New
Orleans Cotton Exchange, made a few days ago? He says:

One hundred and twenty thousand dollars ls the largest nmmmt ot
.duty on bagging for cotton received hy the Government nn =
for maximum revenue of $120,000 to the Government erer wu

over a million dollars. and the bagx[ng trust gets the du!m'ence.

Mr. BURLESON. That telegram relates to bagging for cot-
ton. I intend later to have something to say about that, and
I hope my friend from Alabama will prepare an amendment re-
lating to bagging and offer it after my amendment is disposed
of. But I desire now to direct the attention of the committee to
this: For twelve years the farmers of the South have borne
this unjust burden. The tariff on cotton ties under the Dingley
bill being prohibitory, all competition with foreign makers is
stifled, and in conseguence the farmer of the South has been
forced to pay an unconscionably high price for his ties.

Mr. Chairman, I now desire, following the suggestion of my
friend from Alabama [Mr. CrAyror], to direct attention to
another great injustice and wrong suffered by the southern
cotton grower because of the Dingley tariff law. The price
he pays for jute bagging in which to wrap his cotton is far
in excess of what he ought to pay. It necessitates approxi-
mately 80,000,000 yards of bagging to meet the annual re-
quirements of the cotton planter for this purpose. The tax
on cotton begging fixed by the present law, which is con-
tinued without change in the pending bill, is so high that the
maximum of importation for any one year during the life
of the Dingley law has been sufficient to cover only about
20 per cent of the crop. Before the Dingley law there were
a number of manufacturing establishments in this country
engaged in the production of cotton bagging, but, sheltered be-
hind this monstrous tariff, two concerns have driven all others
out of business, buying up their plants, dismantling them, and
selling the machinery for scrap. Since then the southern cotton
farmer has been victimized year by year, exploited, and plun-
dered by this grasping, greedy bagging trust.

Mr. Chairman, last year Mr. Roosevelt, then President of the
United States, received a letter from a citizen of New York
urging that bagging for cotton be placed on the free list. This
letter contains some very interesting statements. It throws a
flood of light on the situmation, indicating just how the cotton
farmer is robbed.

Hear the statement set forth in his letter, and then answer
me, If cotton were grown north instead of south of Mason and
Dixon’s line, would this condition be allowed to continue?

rd of bn% used to cover the cotton of the United
Stg:qun ngAmerienn Manufacturing é?l?n diowss Wall
street, and the Lndlow Manufacturing Cﬂmplny,
- whichl concerns have the country districted, the 'American sehlng 83
per cent and the Lnd%;:nls r cent, at an agreed price.

This business on for many the two concerns
in question having gradually crushed out or absor all others who

attempted to make g
They are protected ¥ a tarilf to such an extent that it keeps out t‘lm

Dundee and Calcutta . For it has been the rule for many yea
that whenever a consignment of any 1 would come in, th
lower their priaes

combination (Ameriean and Ludlow) would promp

in the market to which the forei bagging came to a t below the
mt:tﬂm forelgn ba ’mgn 50 A act and intimi-
date the trade as to further importations,

It is a notorious fact tha the American cotton gm tr:}: to-day, and

has been for many years since the existence of t agreement,
the mo%altty disreputa’ package which comes any market of any
comm: earth.

The baxxin&ts sold all the m from 3 to 43 cents pound, thongh
made out of the lowest and cheapest inﬂe of juts a.nd rejections,

worth in the market seven-eighths to oentﬁnse

It is loaded down with East River waten oil, harg:]as and other

mak ts, and which makmlghtu it is estimated abouf cover the

labor cost on the
It is made of very coarse, slazy slivers, and runs through the machines

consequently at a rapid rate.

The above concerns have for years seen to it, matntnlnlng
the secret lobby in Washington, that the tariff omn mmﬁ
kept up to the high-water mark, and they thereby fa at th;e e:
pense of every farmer and planter throu hout the South who had a bale
of cotton for market and who might ot present it at
merchantable shipshape and at reasonable cost for his ba %

Several years ago erican Manufacturing Commny cu down its
capital stock from 8‘3000000 to $2,000,000, passin %o the excess
$1,000,000, the profits on bagging for two' years, its stockholders,
saying It had no use for the extra eapital.

The tariff on bagging should be removed entirely, and at onee this
wuuld operate to encourage competition here or enable the foreign

nﬁdwhleh is of a sta unality and Integrity to come in.

ition to the above com tlon between the American and Lud-

they also maintain a chain o:l! brokers or so-called * dealers™

througbout the conntry who, thou poelng as independent, are in fact

emissaries of these concerns, keep advised at all times of the

conditions in the various nmrk.ets rdln& the status nf foreign bag-
ging, etc., and with suggestions as to * e traffic will bear.”

Mr. Chairman, I again say that we have heard repeatedly
during the considemtion of this bill from gentlemen on the
other. side that this bill was not sectional. If so, why do you |

not treat the farmer of the South as you have the farmer of the
North? When you consider that this great staple brings to
our country every year more than $400,000,000 in gold, serving
to turn the balance of trade in our favor, it does strike me that
the gentleman from New York, and gentlemen in charge of this
bill, in shaping its schedules ought to be willing to put the cotton
grower on the same plane with the wheat grower. The wheat
grower pays no tariff tax on the particular appliances which he
uses to prepare his wheat and hay for market.

Now, why should the cotton grower be compelled to pay a
tariff tax on the particular appliances used by him to prepare his
cotton for market? For the last twelve years, during which the
wheat producer has enjoyed the benefit of free binding twine
and baling wire, the cotton producer has staggered along under
the burden of this unjust tax on his bagging and ties. I sub-
mit in all fairness to this committee that he ought to be re-
lieved of this burden. The effect of the present law is simply
to enable grasping monopolies to charge the cotton farmer higher
prices for these hoops or bands of steel and iron, and for jute
bagging, than he would otherwise have to pay. [Applause.]

Mr. Chairman, another discrimination practiced against the
southern cotton producer is the continuance of the 25 per cent
tax levied on arsenate of lead. I desire to submit to you a
letter from Professor Herrick, of the Texas Agricultural College,
showing why this should go on the free list. Yet, we are not
even allowed -the privilege of bringing the matter before this
body for consideration, as under the special rule we are not
allowed to offer an amendment to put it on the free list.

OFFICE OF STATE ENTOMOLOGIST,
A ALt sbgtion, Fos Sy
0 on, Tex. a 1, 1909.
Hon. ALeErRT BURLESO

House of Rmmwu, Washington, D. O.

My DEar SBir: I take the liberty or wrlﬂ ou regarding the
which is gf considerable Impn{;ﬁnne d 1;%:: [ant:e:rshot tt!}:éhg;;nthr
Texas and Loulsiana parti ¥, and a ma whic!
will take a hearty interest. o

During the past two a4 new arsenical I.nsect!clde. k:
e ‘E.deered lead arsenate,” has been developed. It is quite eertt:?i:n th;z
insecticide wﬂtl_ht!replaee Pm green ‘1‘:5 use in fightin ﬁ cotton In—

sects, particularly cotton Worm ecotton boll worm.
is barely ible that it will @ more or leu effective against the
boll #xperiments ?E:In direction are now being conducted,

with promise of some success.
The powdered arsenate of lead is preferable to Paris green for use
on eotton for the reason that it is chuper and a.lso for the reason that
it contajns no soluble arsenious oxidg 8 green contains from
fer cent poluble arsenious e. The high content of soluble
arsenlc the Paris green causes it to injure and stunt cotton to which

it is applied.
roposed mlsion of the tarlf the com-

We understand that In the %
mittee will rednee the duty on Paris gree on purple to about
lead

123 to 15 per cent sd valorem, but that the tarif on powdered
arsenate now stands at 25 per cent ad valorem. We think it would be
a marked advantage to the southern cotton ghmters if Congress would
reduce the urlft on wderu’.t arsenate of lead to the same basis as that
on Paris green urple. Much of the lead arsenate is manu-
f)‘ﬁctum ahn,nad, “dt I;&Ismh lgc;ndnm th:reg arfedeemg to k the
ce up so long as on article rem
effect. p'rhefunnerwﬂlhnnzofootthe bill. sk -
In view of the usefulness to the farmer of this ered arsenate of
of the cotton planters have

lead, nnwnsldszagmruﬂ;rmth&t man e
e b s o Rosid Miie rhragee we ottt I
possible effort in trying to get the committee to uce this duty
wdered lead arsenate?

Tlmn ou in advance for your kind consideration, of which I
feel a.mreﬁ.{

Very mpacttu].ly, yours, GLEXN W. HERRICK,
Btate EMmIoglﬂ.

But this appeal avails nothing; the tax is continued. A

compliance with this just demand would enable the cotton

er to produce more cotton. and surely you ought to be will-

to see this done, in view of the fact that the woolen sched-
ules in this bill and under the present law are so exorbitant
that the poor of America are compelled to wear cotton garments
during the winter as well as the summer season. Mr. Chair-
man, during the life of the Dingley law the people of the South
have produced 124,730,795 bales of cotton, and as a result of
these discriminations which I have pointed out have been
mulcted of millions and millions of dollars.

And who has been the beneficiary? Has this money they
have paid gone to the Government in the way of customs dues?
Not at all; but, as was shown in the telegram read a moment
since by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Crayrox], a few
beggarly thousands have gone into the Treasury, but the great
bulk has gone into the coffers of these two trusts which I have
named. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Mr. Chairman,
how long will such outrages be permitted? How long will the
American people continue to permit the pilfering of their
pockets by these protected monopolists?

In my judgment, the day of reckoning is near at hand.

The pending bill shows that the effort of the majority mem-
bers of the Committee on Ways and Means to prepare a tax
measure strictly along proteetive tariff lines has resulted in

on
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failure. At last the pernicious and indefensible policy of pro-
tection is about to break down of its own weight.

Every thoughtful man who has carefully looked over this
bill knows that it will fail to raise revenue sufficient to meet the
character of appropriations the Congress from year to year has
been making, It fails by approximately $40,000,000, and the
deficiency is to be met by the issuance and sale of interest-
bearing certificates of indebtedness, a plan never before re-

sorted to in the history of our country. The gentlemen who.

prepared the bill in effect confess it when they do that which
was never before done in the history of this country, authorize,
in a bill intended to raise revenue to support the Government,
the issnance of bonds or certificates of indebtedness to meet the
current necessities of the Government. Tell me, in the name of
common gense, If you can not provide in this bill revenue suf-
ficient for the Government’s needs, how you are ever going to
pay off these bonds or certificates and at the same time keep
the Government going?

I do not believe that history affords a precedent for the ac-
tion you are attempting. I believe you will gearch in vain the
parliamentary proceedings of the civilized countries of the
world without finding a parallel for this attempt.

Consider how ridiculous this performance really becomes.
Here you are pretending to bring forward a tax measure to
raise revenue to meet the expenses of the Government, and yet
in the same bill, in time of peace, you authorize the issnance
and sale of interest-bearing bonds or certificates of indebtedness
to the extent of $250,000,000 to meet these expenses, in the event
your bill fails to produce enough revenue. If it does fail, and
bonds are sold, how are you at a future time going to provide
in another measure for the payment of these bonds and at the
same time provide the money to meet the expenditures of a
Government which is year by year reguiring increasing appro-
priations to keep it going? This is the problem with which you
are brought face to face.

So long as the Republican party is in power it is idle to talk
about cutting down appropriations. The gentleman from Min-
nesota [Mr. TAwWNEY], the chairman of the committee dealing
with this subject, has pleaded without avail during two Con-
gresses for economy, for retrenchment, for reduction of appro-
priations, and what has been the result? Year by year the ag-
gregate of appropriations has mounted higher and higher until
we have reached the point where, instead of having a billion-
dollar Congress, we are having billion-dollar sessions of Congress.

To repeat, you can not, or will not, reduce the expenses of
government. You can not draw a bill along protective lines
that will raise sufficient revenue to meet these appropriations.
YWhat are you going to do about it?

The tariff beneficiaries, the trusts, are becoming more rapacious
day by day. They will not be satisfied with even what they
formerly admitted was reasonable (?) protection. You are
compelled to acquiesce in their demands; and if you do not in
every particular, the Senate leaders will.

Mr. Chairman, it does not require a prophet to foretell that
when this bill finally ripens into legislative enactment it will
be found that there has been no genuine revision of the tariff.

It is more probable it will bear evidence that once more there
has been a complete surrender to the trusts.

The masses of the people, who have been groaning under the
increased cost of living, were led to believe last fall that the
necessities of life would be cheapened—that they were to re-
ceive cheaper food, cheaper clothes, cheaper boots and shoes.
What answer will you make these people when, outraged by the
fact that instead of the burden being lightened you have made it
heavier, they demand of you to know what influence led you to
their betrayal? This answer must be made and you ean not
avold making it.

Mr. PAYNIE. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on the
amendment and amendments thereto be closed in fifteen min-
utes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York moves that
all debate on the pending amendment and amendments thereto
be closed in fifteen minutes.

Mr. SHERLEY. I move to amend that by making it twenty-
five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky moves to
amend the motion by making it twenty-five minutes.

Mr. PAYNE. I will compromise on twenty minutes. We
must get along with this bill.

Mr. SLAYDEN. I hope the gentleman will not insist on that.
This is one of the most important parts of this bill.

Mr. PAYNE. Ohb, it is not important at all.

Mr. SLAYDEN. The gentleman does not know what he is
talking about.

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman is both polite and distinguished.
Mr. SLAYDEN. The gentleman from New York is neither.
Mr. PAYNE. Praise from that source is praise indeed.

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky insist
on his amendment?

Mr. SHERLEY. I will accept the proposition of the gentle-
man from New York.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York moves
that all debate on the pending amendment and amendments
thereto be closed in twenty minutes.

Mr. DAVIS. Will this preclude any other amendment?

The CHAIRMAN. Not at all; but it will preclude debate.

Mr. DAVIS. I desire to offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman may offer any number of
amendments if this motion carries, but they will not be open
for debate.

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to.

Mr. MANN. My. Chairman, I offered an amendment a few
minutes ago, which the committee adopted. I ask unanimous
consent that the action of the comumittee may be vacated, and
that the amendment which I now send up may be considered.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani-
mous consent that the action of the committee on the paragraph
referred to be vacated for the purpose indieated. Is there ob-
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. MANN. I offer the amendment which I send to the
Clerk's desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Section 8, amend the committee amendment offered by the gentleman
from New York under the articles enumerated in section 2, under the
head of “ Wood,” by striking out, after the word “ including,” the words
* pulp woods,” and insert, after the word * planking,” the words * but
not including pulp woods.”

Mr. PAYNE. There is no objection to that.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed fo.

Mr. DAVIS. On page 1234 of the Recomp I find the fol-
lowing :

Timber, hewn, slded red otherwise than b ing (not less
than 8 Inches sq:nre) :?;d'qrg;nd "*.‘J’,:nbeerl"'ir u’:ed 1?01:- sw‘:::%n building
wharves, ete.

The Clerk read as follows:

Timber, hewn, sided or squared otherwise than by sawinin{not lass
Umnh 8 inches square) and round timber used for spars or bullding
wharves.

Bawed boards, planks, deals, and other lumber of whitewood, syca-
more, and basswood, sawed lumber, not specially provided for in this
gection ; lumber of any sort planed or finished, planed on one side and
tongned and grooved, or planed on two sides and tongued and ved ;
and in estimating board measure under this schedule no deduction shall
be m:lda on board measure on account of planing, tonguing, and
grooving.

l'aang posts, rallroad tles, and telephone, trolley, electric light, and

poles of cedar or other w A
Eo.ra,. The same rate of duty as prescribed by the law In force

a

prl%r I1):13 the passage of this act.

The CHAIRMAN. One moment. There was an amendment
pending. The gentleman from Minnesota will suspend.

Mr. BURLESON. I make the point of order that my amend-
ment is still pending.

The CHAIRMAN. The guestion is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Texas.

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

Mr. BURLESON. Division, Mr. Chairman.

The committee divided, and there were—ayes 142, noes 157.

So the amendment was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr.
Davis] offers an amendment which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Eli-‘tirika out on page 1234 of the REcomp amendment, first column, the
words :

“Timber, hewn, sided or squared otherwise than by sawing (not less
than 8 inches square) and round timber usged for spars or In bullding

wharves,

“* Sawed boards, Dos’la.nks, deals, and other lumber of whitewood, syca-
more, and bassw sawed lumber, and specially provided for in this
section ; lumber of any sort planed or finished, planed on one side and
tongned and grooved, or planed on two sides and tongued and grooved ;
and in estima board measure under this schedule no deduction shall
be made on board measure on account of planing, tongueing, and

grooving.

= Pmﬁng posts, rallroad tles, and telephone, trolley, electrle-light, and
telegraph poles of cedar or other woods.

“{(lapboards. The same rate of duty as prescribed by the law in
force prior to the passage of this act.”

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Chairman, just a word. My understanding
of the language that has been read by the Clerk, and which
I seek to strike out, is this, that if this language remains in
the bill, and becomes a law, then in case any government dis-
criminates or places any duty upon any article which we export,
the Dingley rates will become operative immediately upon all
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classes of material mentioned in the language which I seek to
strike out. If such is the case, I would like to have the House
pass upon that question and see if they desire to have the
Dingley rate restored upon any classes of lumber or timber.

Mr. FORDNEY. I should like to ask just what the sense of
that amendment is. I did not quite get it. Is that to put all
these articles named on the free list?

Mr. DAVIS. Oh, no; it will leave the articles as they now
appear in the pending bill, but in case any government should
disecriminate against any produet, timber or otherwise, of this
country, it would relieve it of the possibility of the Dingley
rate being auntomatically enforced upon timber and the products
mentioned herein.

Mr. FORDNEY.
and that only?

Mr. DAVIS. To strike that out; that is all.

Mr. FORDNEY. I am not familiar with it, and do not un-
derstand that there is a maximum on some of these things.
Therefore I am not in favor of the amendment, and I hope it
will be voted down.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I want fo say a word right
here in reference to this section. Not all the Members of the
House seem to appreciate the fact that sections 1 and 2 provide
minimum rates of duty, section 1 providing the duty on certain
articles and section 2 providing what articles shall be npon the
free list. Section 3 is for the purpose of compelling or per-
suading foreign countries to give us as favorable trade relations
as they give any other country, and therefore the duty is raised
in section 3 upon these articles enumerated in section 1 and
certain articles are taken from the free list in section 2 and
enumerated in section 3, and to bear a duty of 20 per cent.
Now, if every gentleman is to get up here and put in an amend-
ment providing that the articles enumerated one by one or
schedule by schedule in section 3 are to be put upon the same
rate of duty as in section 1, there is no use in having any
section 3.

We might just as well deliver the American people bound
hand and foot to the maximum tariffs which are exacted by
foreign countries. But it is for the purpose of freeing our
people from those maximum tariffs that we have section 3 and
inereasing the duty and creating a maximum tariff. Our maxi-
mum tariff does not increase the general tariff rate anywhere
near to the proportion exacted by France or Germany or other
couniries. We have made moderate increases, generally of 20
per cent of the duty. It is not expected by the committee, and
it is not expected by the American people who have taken the
trouble to examine this bill, that we shall have to impose the
maximum rates, because the nations of the earth will be glad
to get their goods in at our minimum rates. From the very be-
ginning everything coming from Great Britain will come in at
the minimum rate, because Great Britain extends to us every
trade facility that she extends to any other nation in the
world. And that being so, Mr. Chairman, does any man here
suppose that Germany or France is going to keep themselves
and their people out of our markets by imposing an unjust
rate upon us, by putting a maximum duty on imports coming
from this country, or will they be swift to give us the benefit of
the minimum rate, as low and as favorable as they extend to
any other nation on earth? It is, Mr. Chairman, of no avail to
gentlemen to come in here and offer this amendment if they are
in favor, as they profess, of a maximum and minimum rate of
duty. This lumber schedule, for instance, we have imposed as
a maximum rate, not the actual rate of the Dingley bill, as in
the first section, where we supposed there was the least possi-
bility of any criticism upon the bill; but we have gone through
these matters carefully. The bill has been published for weeks;
and, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that any fair-minded person
examining this first section and this substitute is merely put-
ting into words what is in the third section in order that there
might be no misapprehension. It is no change in principle
from the original section 3.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why would not it be just as easy
{0 make the rates in the Payne bill the maximum, and then
trade down with the minimum, as it is to make the rates in the
Payne bill and trade up?

Mr. PAYNE. That question comes pretty late. The gentle-
men who framed the bill started out the other way; they started
out to make a minimumn rate that should be a fair rate to
everybody—our people and the people abroad—and then put in
a maximum rate increasing the rate of duty for trade purposes,
in order that we might get every nation on the earth to give us
favorable rates where we give it to them.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is all very good, but the gen-
tleman does not answer my question.

Your idea is to strike out the maximum,

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman from Missouri had the other

gieiw, _,why has he not presented it before; what has he been
oing? .

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I have been doing a great deal——

Mr. PAYNE. Why did not the gentleman make out a tariff
bill with maximum rates?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
York has expired.

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr, Chairman, those Members in favor of
free lumber should be in favor of the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Minnesota. Let nobody make a mistake as to
that. There are plenty of items contained in the maximum
rates by which we can punish foreign countries discriminating
against us without punishing ourselves by putting a duty on
lumber.

The effect of this amendment is simply this, that if in the
House we put lumber on the free list and this amendment should
carry here in the committee you will not be able, under the
maximum schedule, to put a tariff back on lmmber, and the
American people will get some relief in the way of cheaper
lumber. That is the common sense of it and the legality of the
provision.

The gentleman from New York talks about it being necessary
to have provisions in the maximum rates in order to prevent
other countries discriminating against us. It may be, but it is
not necessary to have every rate in there, and the gentleman
has shown that by not putting every rate in section 3.

There are many items that are not put in the maximum sec-
tion, and we who favor free lumber contend that lumber should
not be one of the things put in. It is well to hit the other man
if he deserves a lick, but it is well to be careful that the blow
you strike does not hurt yourselves more than it hurts him.
I want cheaper lumber, and this is a method toward that end.
[Applause.]

Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Chairman, the gentlemen on the other
side of the House, in discussing this bill, have spoken of the
words “ protection,” * prohibition,” and * maximum rates' as
though they were pure inventions of the Republican party and
all made at this late day. I would like to call attention of the
members of this committee to a report made to the House of
Representatives by no less a Democrat than Thomas Jefferson,
when, as Secretary of State, he was called upon to express his
opinion in reference to the discriminations that were made
against our commerce and our navigation. The report was sent
to the House on December 16, 1703. It answers the very ques-
tion asked by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Crark]. It
ought to have been added to his list of four great national docu-
ments on the tariff. Every line of it glows with the spirit of
patriotic Americanism and rings with the spirit of protection.

I shall put it all in the REcorp, Mr. Chairman, as an appendix
to my remarks; but before this vote is taken I wish the gentle-
men on the other side to listen to these sentiments from the
father of Democracy. After having outlined the discriminations
that were made by other nations against our commerce, he
gays, among other things:

But should any nation contrary to our wishes suPpose it may better
find its advantage by continuing its system of prohibitions, duties, and
regulations, it behooves us to protect our citizens, their commerce and
navigation, by counter prohibitions, duties, and regulations also. FIree
commerce and navigation are not to be given in exchange for restric-
E]Ilt;l:g and vexations, nor are they likely to produce a relaxation of

Again he says:

The following prineiples, being founded in reciprocity, appear per-
fectly just and to offer no cause of complaint to any nation.

1. Where a nation imposes high duties on our productions, or pro-
hibits them altogether, it may {mopur for us to do the same hy
theirs ; first burdening or excluding those productions which they lu'iu{;
here in competition with our own of the same kind, selecting next such
manufactures as we take from them in greatest quantity and which
at the same time we could the soonest furnish to ourselves or obiain
from other countries, imposing on them dutles lighter at first, but
heavier and heavier afterwards as other channels of supply open. Such
duties, having the effect of indirect encouragement to domestic manufac-
tures of the same kind, may induce the manufacturer to come himself into
these Htates, where cheaper subsistence, equal laws, and a vent of his
wares, free of duty, may Insure him the highest profits from his skill
and industry.

Again, he says:

It is true we must expect some Inconvenlence In practice from the
establishment of discriminating duties. But in this, as in so many
other cases, we are left to choose between two evils, These incon-
venlences are nothing when weighed ngainst the loss of wealth and
loss of force which will follow ocur perseverence in the plan of indis-
cerimination. When once it shall be perceived that we are either in the
gystem or in the habit of giving equal advantages to those who extin-
guish our commerce and navigation by duties and prohibitions as to
those who treat both with liberality and justice, liberality and justice
will be converted by all into duties and prohibitlons. It is not to the
moderation and justice of others we are to trust for fair and equal
access to market with our produetions or for our due share in the
transportation of them, but to our own means of independence and the

>
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firm will to use them. N-or do the inconvenlences of discrimination
merit consideration. Not one of the nations before mentioned, perhaps
not a commercial nation on earth, is without them.

Now listen, my Democratic friends, who want to return to
Jeffersonian principles, and vote accordingly:

In our case one distinction alone will suffice ; that Is to say, between
nations who favor our productions and navigation and those who do
not favor them. One set of moderate duties, say the gresent duties for
the first, and a fixed advance on these as to some articles and prohibi-
_tlons as to others, Tor the last,

There, Mr. Chairman, is the original, historie doctrine of the
maximum and minimum tariff. Let us see how many will show
their approval of it by their votes on this bill. [Applause on
the Republican side.]

APPENDIX.
[No. 68, first session, Third Congress.]
COMMERCIAL PRIVILEGES AND RESTRICTIONS.

Report of the Becretary of State on the privileges and restrictions A
4 Jw commerce of the United States in foreign countries. o

PHILADELPHIA, December 16, 1793.

Sir: According to the pleasure of the House of Representatives, ex-
pressed in their resolution of February 23, 1791, I now lay before them
a report on the privileges and restrictions on the commerce of the
United States in fore countries. In order to keep the subject within
those bounds which I supposed to be under the contemplation of the
House, I have restrained my statements to those countries only with
which we carry on a commerce of some importance, and to those articles
also of our produce which are of sensible welght in the scale of our ex-

orts; and even these articles are sometimes grouped together, accord-
to the degree of favor or restriction with which they are received in
each country, and that degree expressed in general terms, without de-
tailing the exact duty levied on each article. To have gone fully into
these minutiz, would have been to co&:ey tariffs and books of rates of the
different countries, and to have hidden, under a mass of detail, those
feneral and important truths, the extraction of which, in a simple form,
concelved would best answer the inquiries of the House, by condensin
material information within those limits of time and attention, whicﬁ
this portion of their duties may justly claim. The plan, inde of mi-
nute details would have been impracticable with some countries, for
e Daparts this t, which was put into Its
ce preparing report, w was pu 0 present form in
time to have been given in to the last session of Congress, alterations of
the conditions of our commerce with some forelgn nations have
place—some of them Independent of the war, some arising out of it.

France has proposed to enter into a new treaty of commerce with us,
on liberal principles; and has, in the meantime, relaxed some of the re-

ts mentioned in the report. Spain has, bg an ordinance of June
last, established New Orleans, I'ensacola, and St. Augustine, into free
ports, for the vessels of friendly nations having treaties of commerece
with her, provided they touch for a permit at Corcubion, in Gallicia, or
at Alicant; and our rice iz, by the same o , exclu from that
country. The circumstances of the war have necessarily given us freer
access to the West Indian Islands, whilst they have also drawn on our
navigation vexations and depredationn of the most serious nature.

To have endeavored to describe all these would have been as imprac-
ticable as useless, since the scenes would have been s while under
description. I therefore think it leave the report as it was

form be! adapted to a partluilar point of time when things were
In their settled order, that is to say, to the summer of 1792.
I have the honor to be, &c. TH: JEFFERSON.

To the SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA.

The Secretary of State, to whom was referred, by the House of Rep-
resentativ the report of a committee on the written message of the
President of the United States, of the 14th of February, 1791, with in-
struction to report to Congress the nature and extent of the pﬂvﬂeﬁu
and restirictions of the commercial intercourse of the United States with
foreign nations, and the measures which he should think proper“to be
adopted for the improvement of the commerce and navigation of the
galul:m, Ituu: hadrtt.he same under consideration, and thereupon makes
'ollowing report : [ .

The countries with which the United States have their chief commer-
cial intercourse are Spain, Portuﬁa.l. France, Great Britain, the United
Netherlands, Denmark, and Sweden, and their American possessions;
and the cles of export, which constitute the basis of that commerce,
with their respective amounts, are:

Breadstuff, that is to say, bread grains, meals, and bread,
to the annual amount of 51, 649, %;
Rice - 1,753,706
‘Wood 1, 263, 534
Salted fish 941, 696
Pot and pearl ash 839, 093
Salted meats 599, 180
Indigo 537, 379
Horses and 1 839, 753
Whale oil 252, 691
Tar, piten d turpenti 337, %3
T, D » AN ntine.
Live provisions 137, 743
Ships
Foreign good 620, 274

To descend to articles of smaller value than these would lead into a
minuteness of detail neither necessary nor useful to the present object.

The prodport:ons of our exports which to the nations before men-
tioned and to their dominions, respectively, are as follows:
Bpain and its dominions - $2, 005, 907
Portugal and its dominions 1, 283, 462
France and its dominions 4, 698, 735
Great Britain and its dominions 9, 363, 416
United Netherlands and their domini , 963, 880
Denmark and its dominions ~ 224,415

Bweden and its dominions 47, 240

Our imports from the same countries are:

S txd 1 Sy e
an ominions 05,

France and its dominions 2, 068, 348
Great Britain and its dominions 15, 285, 42%

United Netherlands and their dominions 1,172, 69
rk and its dominions. 851,
Sweden and its dominions 14, 325

These imports consist mostly of articles on which industry has been
exhausted.

Our navigation depending on the same commerce will appear by the
following statement of the tonnage of our own vessels entering In our
ports from those several nations and their possessions in one year;
that is to say, from October, 1789, to Beptember, 1700, inclusive, as

follows :
Tons.

in 19, 695
= K4
France y
Great Britain 3, 580
United Netherlands 58, 858
Denmark L 14, 655
Sweden 750

receives favorably our breadstuff,
salted fish, wood, ships, tar, pitch, and turpentine. On our meals, how-
ever, as well as on those of other for countries, when rted to
their colonies, they have lately impo: duties of from half a dollar to
£2 the barrel, the dutles being so proportioned to the current price of
their own flour as that both together are to the constant sum of
‘9‘1‘? . b(all'.rELt discourage ri t and pearl ash, salted provis-
ey do no our riee, po a
ions, or whale oil; but these articles, being in small demand at their
markets, are carried thither but in a small degree. Their demand for
rice, howevrgr. is increasing. Neither tobacco nor Indigo are received
there. Our commerce is permitted with their Canary Islands, under
the same conditions.
Themselves, and their colonies, are the actual consumers of what
they receive from us.
gur navigation is free with the Kingdom of Spain, foreign goods be-
ing received there in our ships on the same conditions as If ecarried in
their own, or in the vessels of the country of which such goods are
the manufacture or produce.
n and bread, salted fish, and

Pormqnl reccives ravomb-ly our
other salted provisions, wood, tar, pitch, and turpentine,
utﬁordﬂaxseéad, pot and pearl ash, though not discouraged, there is
emand.
Ogr shl%tm 20 per cent on being sold to their subjects, and are

then free toms. :
Foreign goods (except those of the East Indles) are received on
our vessels as in their own or any others; that is

Of our commercial objects, 8

(
the same footing in

to say, on general dutles of from 20 to 28 per cent and, consequently,
ourh?ﬁvl on is unobstructed by them. Tobacco, rice, and meals are
pro A x

Themselves and their colonies consume what they recelve from us.

These regulations extend to the Azores, Madeira, and the Cape de
Verd islands; exce;lt that in these meals and rice are recelved ly.

]li-‘rance receives favorably our breadstuffs, rice, wood, pot and pearl
ashes

A duty of b sous the &r:intnl, or nearly 4§ cents, is paid on our tar,
piteh, and ntine. r whale oils pa livres the quintal, and are
the only foreign whale oils admitted. r indigo 5 livres the
?nint:nl. their own 23 ; but a difference of quality, still more than a dif-
erence of dut{. prevents its seeking that market. :
Salted beef is received freely for r rtation ; but if for home con-
sumption it pays 5 livres the T;I.nta]. er galted provisions pal{l that
duty in all cases, and salted fish is made lately to pay the prohibitory
one of 20 livres the quintal.

Our ships are free to carry thither all foreign goods which may be

carried in their own or any other vessels, except tobaccos mot of our
own growth; and the&g.rtlclpnte with theirs the exclusive carriage
of our whale oils and ceos.

d‘ thelr former dgovernment our tobacco was under a monopoly
but paid no duties, and our ships were freely sold in their ports and
converted into national bottoms. The first National Assembly took
from our ships this privilege. They emancipated tobacco from its
monopoly, but subjected it to duties of 18 livres 15 sous the quintal,
carried In their own vessels, and 25 livres carried in ours, a difference
more than e%g.nl to the freight of the article.

They and their colonles consume what they receive from us,

Great Britain receives our pot and pearl ashes free, whilst those of
other nations pay a duty of 2 shillings and 8 pence the quintal. There
is an equal distinction in favor of our bar iron; of which article, how-
ever, we do not produce enough for our own use. Woods are free from
us, while thegmga;r:ome duty from other countries. Indigo and
flaxseed are m all countries. Our tar and piteh 11 pence
ste&- the barrel. From other alien countries they pay about a penny
and a more.

Our tobacco for thelr own consumption eru 1 shilling and 3 pence
sterling the pound, custom and excise, besides heavy ses of collec-

on; and rice In the same case pays 7 shillings and 4 pence sterling
the ﬁundredweight; which, rendering it too dear as an article of com-
mon food, it is consequently used in very small quantity.

Qur sa fish and other salted provisions, except bacon, are pro-
hibited. Bacon and whale olls are under prohibitory duties; so are our
grain, meals, and bread as to internal consumption, unless in of
such searcity as may ralse the .frice of wheat to 50 shillings sterling

quarter, and other grains and meals in pl;odportion. :

Our ships, though purchased and navigated by their own subjects,
are not permitted to be used even in their trade with us.

While the vessels of other nations are secured by standing laws,
which can not be altered but by the concurrent will of the three branches
of the British Legislature, in carrying thither any produce or manufac-
tare of the country to which they belong, which may be lawfully ear-
ried in any vessels, ours, with the same prohibition of what is foreign,
are further prohibited by a standing law (12 Car. 2, 18, sect. 3) from
wrﬁ_g&thl er all and any of our own domestic productions and man-
ufac A subsequent act, indeed, has authorized their Executive to

t the earriage of our own productions in our own bottoms{ at its
sole discretion; and the rmission has been given from.year to year
by proclamation, but subject every moment to be withdrawn on that
single will, In which event our vessels having anything on board stand
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interdicted from the entry of all British
tenure which m{ be so suddenly discon
merchants on a late occasion,® when an official notification that this
law would be strictly enforced, gave them just afprshennion for the
fate of their vessels and cargoes dispatched or destined to the ports of
Great Britain. The minister of that court, indeed, frankly expressed
his personal convietion that the words of the order went farther than
was.Intended, and so he afterwards officially informed us; but the em-
barrassments of the moment were real and great, and the possibllity of
their renewal lays our commerce to that country under the same species
of discouragement as to other countries, where it is regulated by a
single legislator; and the distinction is too remarkable nmot to be mno-
ticed that our na\rlg;atlon is excluded from the security of fixed laws,
while that security is given to the navigation of others.

Our vessels %}iy in their ports 1 shilling and 9 ?ence sterling per
ton light and nity dues more than is paid by British ships, except
in the port of London, where they pay the same as British.

The greater part of what they receive from us Is reexported to other
countries, under the useless char; of an intermediate deposit and
double voyage. From tables published in England, and ::o::l:l}mmad1 as is
said, from the books of their custom-houses, it appears that of the indi
imported there in the years 1773, '4, '5, one-third was reexported;

rts. The dlsadvanta% of a
ued was experienced by our

and from a document of autherity we learn that of the rice and to- |

bacco imported there before the war four-fifths were reexported. We
are assured, indeed, that the quantities sent thither for reexportation
since the war are considerably diminished, yet less so than reason and
national interest would dictate. The whole of our grain is reexported
when wheat is below 50 shillings the quarter, and other grains in

roportion.
. ’IP!?e United Netherlands prohibit our pickled beef and ?ork. meals
and bremi! of all sorts, and lay a prohibitory duty on spirits distilled
from n.

All %lt-?ier of our productions are recelved on varied duties, which may
be reckoned, on a medium, at about 3 per cent.

They consume but a small proportion of what they receive. The resi-
due is partly forwarded for consurlr-l‘ption in the inland parts of Europe,
and partly reshipped to other maritime countries. Cn the latter por-
tion they intercept between us and the consumer so much of the value
as is absorbed by the charges attending an intermediate deposit.

Foreign goods, except some East India articles, are received in ves-
sels of any nation. .

Our shl!‘pa may be sold and naturalized there, with exceptions of one
or two privileges which somewhat lessen their value.

Denmark lays considerable duties on our tobacco and rice earried in
their own vessels, and half as much more If earrled In ours; but the
exact amount of these duties is not perfectly known here. They lay
such as amount to prohibitions on our indigo and corn.

Sweden receives favorably our grains and meals, salted provisions,
indigo, and whale oil. .

They subject our rice to dutles of 16 mills the poundweight carried
in thelr own vessels, and 40 per cent additional on that, or 224 mills,
carried In ours or any others. Being thus rendered too dear as an
article of common food, little of it is consumed with them. They con-
sume some of our tobaccos, which they take circultously through Great
Britain, levying heavy duties on them also; their duties of entry, town
duties, and excise being $4.34 the hundredwelght if carried in their
own vessels, and of 40 per cent on that additional if carried in our
own or any other vessels. :

They prohibit altogether our bread, fish, pot and pearl ashes, flax-
seed, tar, pitch, and turpentine, wood (except oak timber and masts),
and all foreign manufactures. -

Under so many restrictions and prohibitions our navigation with
them is reduced almost to nothing.

With our neighbors an order of things much harder presents itself.

Spain and Portugal refuse to those parts of America which they gov-
ern .all direct Intercourse with any geople but themselves. The com-
modities in mutual demand between them and their neighbors must be
carried to be exchanged in some port of the dominant country, and the
Han;opt:;rtation between that and the subject State must be in a domes-

c om.

France, by a smndlnphlaw, Permltx her West India possessions to
receive directly our vegetables, live provisions, horses, wood, tar, pitch,
and turpentine, rice, and maize, and prohibits our other breadstuff ; but
a suspension of this prohibition having been left to the colonial legisla-
tures, in times of scarcity it was formerly pended ionally, but
latterly without interruption.

Our fish and salted Frovlslons (except pork) are received in their
islands under a duty of 3 colonial livres the quintal, and our vessels
are as free as their own to carry our commodities thither, and to
bring away rum and molasses,

Great Hritain admits in her islands our vegetables, live provislons,
horses, wood, tar, pitch, and turpentine, rice and breadstuff, by a

roclamation of her Executive, limited always to the term of a year,

gut hitherto renewed from year to year. She prohibits our salted fish
and other salted provisions. She does not permit our vessels to carry
thither our own prod Her v 1s alone may take it from us and
bring us in exchange rum, molasses, sugar, coffee, cocoanuts, ginger,
and pimento. There are, indeed, some freedoms in the island of
Dominiea, but under such eircumstances as to be little used by us. In
the British continental colonies, and in Newfoundland, all our produc-
tions are prohlbited and our vessels forbidden to enter their ports.
Their governors, however, in times of distress, have power to per-
mit a temporary importation of certain articles in their own bottoms,
but not in ours.

Our citizens can not reside as merchants or factors within any of
the British plantations, this being expressly prohibited by the same
statute of 12 Car. 2, c. 18, commonly called the navigation act.

In the Danish American possessions a duty of 5 per cent iz levied
on our corn, cornmeal, rice, tobaceo, wood, salted fish, Indigo, horses,
mules, and live stock, and 10 per cent on our flour, salted pork, and
beef, tar, piteh. and turpentine.

In the Amerlcan islands of the United Netherlands and Sweden our
vessels and produce are recelved, subject to duties, not so heavy as to
have been complained of ; but they are heavier in the Dutch possessions
on the Continent.

To sum up these restrictions, so far as they are important:

First. In Europe—

Our breadstuff is at most times under prohibitory duties in England,
and considerably dutied on reexportation from Spain to her colonies.

Our tobaccos are heavily dutied in England, Sweden, and France, and
prohibited in Spain and Portugal.

e April 12, 1792,

m1::',;:1.:11- rice is heavily dutied In England and Sweden, and prohibited
ortu?.l.

Our fish and salted Fprovlslons are prohibited in England and under
prohibitory duties In France.

Our whale oils are prohibited in England and Portugal.

F And our vessels are denled naturalization in England and of late in

‘rance.

Becond. In the West Indles—

All intercourse is prohibited with the possessions of Spain and
Portugal. -

Our salted provisions and fish are prohibited by England.

Our salted pork and breadstuff (except maize) are received under
temporary laws only, in the dominions of France, and our salted fish
pays there a weigh dut{.

hird. In the article of navigation—

Our own carriage of our own tobacco is heavily dutied in Sweden and
lately in France.

We can carry no article, not of our own production, to the British
ports in Europe. Not even our own produce to her American pos-
sessions.

Such being the restrictions on the commerce and nnvl%ation of the
United States, the question is, In what way they may best be removed,
modified, or counteracted?

As to commerce, two methods occur. 1. By friendly arrangements
with the several nations with whom these restrictions exist; or, 2. By
the separate act of our own legislatures for countervailing thelr effects.

There can be no doubt but that, of these two, friendly arrangement is
the most eligible. Instead of embarrassing commerce under piles of
regulating laws, duties, and prohibitions, could it be relieved from all
its shackles in all parts of the world; could every coun be employed
in producing that which nature has best fitted it to produce, and each
be free to exchange with others mutual surpluses for mutual wants, the
greatest mass possible would then be produced of those things which
contribute to human life and human hapgelness; the number of mankind
would be increased, and their condition bettered.

Would even a single nation beﬁln with the United Btates this system
of free commerce, it would be advisable to begin it with that nation;
gince it is one by one only that it can be extended to all. "Where the
circumstances of either party render it expedient to levy a revenue, by
way of impost, on commerce, its freedom might be modified, in that
partic]u.;lnr. mutual and equivalent measures, preserving it entire in
all others.

Some nations, not yet ripe for free commerce In all its extent, might
gtill be willing to mollify its restrictions and regulations for us, in

roportion to the advantages which an intercourse with us might offer.

E’artlcularly they may concur with us In reciprocating the duties to be
levied on each side, or in compensating any excess of duty by equiva-
lent advantages of another nature. ur commerce is certainly of a
character to entitle it to favor in most countries. The commodities we
offer are either necessaries of life, or materials for manufacture, or
convenlent subjects of revenue; and we take In exchange either manu-
factures when they have received the last finish of art and industry or
mere luxuries. BSuch customers may reasonably expect welcome and
friendly treatment at every market. Customers, too, whose demands,
increasing with their wealth and population, must ver shortl{ give
full employment to the whole industry of any nation whatever in any
line of nupp? they may get into the habit of ealling for from It.

But should any nation, contrary to our wishes, augimse it may better
find Its advantage by continuing its system of prohibitions, dutles, and
regulations, it behooves us to protect our citizens, their commerce, and
navigation by counter prohibitions, duties, and regulations, also. Free
commerce and navigation are not to be given in exchange for restrie-
tions and vexations, nor are they likely to produce a relaxation of them.

Our navigation involves still higher considerations. As a branch of
industry it is valuable, but as a resource of defense, essential.

Its value, as a branch of industry, is enhanced the dependence of
so many other branches on it, In times of general peace It multiplies
competitors for employment in transportation, and so keeps that at its
proper level; and In times of war—that is to say, when those nations
who may be our principal carriers shall be at war with each other, If
we have not within ourselves the means of transportation our produce
must be exported in belllgerent vessels at the increased expense of
war freight and insurance, and the articles which will not bear that
must perish on our hands.

But it is as a resource of defense that our navigation will admit
neither. neglect mor forbearance. The position and circumstances of
the United States leave them nothing to fear on their land board, and
nothing to desire beyond. their present rights. But on their seaboard
they are open to injury, and they have there, too, a commerce which
must be protected. This can only be done by possessing a respectable
body of citizen-seamen, and of artists and establishments Iin readiness
for shipbuilding.

Were the ocean, which is the common propert
industry of all, so that every person and vessel should be free to take
employment wherever it could be found, the United States would cer-
tainly not set the example of approFriuting to themselves, exclusively,
any portion of the common stock of occupation. They would rely on
the enterprise and activity of their citizens for a due gnrtic[pat!on of
the benefits of the seafaring business, and for keeping the marine class
of citizens equal to their object. But if particular nations grasp at
undue shares, and, more especlally, If they seize on the means of the
United States to convert them into aliment for their own strength and
withdraw them entirely from the support of those to whom they belong,
defensive and protecting measures become necessary on the part of the
nation whose marine resources are thus invaded; or it will be dis-
armed of its defense, its in'oductlons will lie at the mercy of the nation
which has possessed itself exclusively of the means of carrying them,
and its politics may be Influenced by those who command its commerce.
The carriage of our own commodities, if once established in another
channel, can not be resumed in the moment we may desire. If we
lose the seamen and artists whom it now occupies, we lose the present
means of marine defense, and time will be requisite to raise up others,
when disgrace or losses shall bring to our feelings the error of havin
abandoned them. The materials for maintaining our due share of navi-
Eﬂtlon are ours In abundance. And, as to the mode of using them, we

ave only to adopt the principles of those who thus put us on the
defensive, or others uivalent and better fitted to our circumstances.

The following principles, being founded in reciprocity, appear per-
fectly just, and to offer no cause of complaint to any nation:

1. Where a nation Imposes high duties on our productions, or pro-
hibits them altogether, it may roper for us to do the same by
theirs ; first burdening or excluding those productions which they bring

of all, open to the
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here in competition with onr own of the same kind: selecting next,
gich manufactures as we take from them in test quantity, and
which at the same time we could the soomest furnish to ourselves or
obtain from other countries; imposing on them duties, lighter at first,
but heavier and heavier afterwards, as other channels of supply open.
Such duties having the effect of indirect encourag t to d tie
manufactures of the same kind, may induce the manufacturer to come
himself Into these States, where cheaper subsistence, equal laws, and a
vent of his wares, free of duty, may insure him the highest profits from
his skill and industry. .mu!y here, it would be in the power of the
state governments to cooperate essentially, by opening the resources of
encouragement which are under their control; extending them liberally
to artists in those particular branches of manufacture for which their
soll, climate, population, and other circumstances have matured them ;
and fostering the precious eforts and progress of household manufac-
ture by some patronage suited to the nature of its objects, guided by
the local Informations t.hei_ possess, and guarded against abuse by their
presence and attentions. he oppressions on our agriculture, in foreign
ports, would thus be made the occasion of relieving it from a dependence
on the counsels and conduct of others, and of promoting arts, manu-
factures, and population at home.

2. Where a nation refuses permission to our merchants and factors
to reside within certain [}:ll‘is of their dominions, we may, if it should
be thought expedient, refuse residence to theirs in any and every part
of ours, or modify their transactions.

3. Where a nation refused to receive, in our vessels, any productions
but our own, we may refuse to receive, in theirs, any but their own
productions. The first and second clauses of the bill reported by the
committee are well confcrmed to effect this object.

4, Where a nation refuses to consider any vessel as ours which has
pot DLeen built within our territories, we should refuse to consider as
theirs any vessel not built within their territories.

H. Where a nation refuses to our vessels the carriage even of our
own productions to certain countries under thelr domination, we might
refuse to theirs of every description the carringe of the same produc-
tions to the same countries. ut, as justice and good neighborhood
would dictate that those who have no part in imposing the restriction
on us should not be the victims of measures adopted to defeat Iits
effect, It may be proper to confine the restriction to vessels owned or
navigated by any subjects of the same dominant power other than the
inhabitants of the country to which the sald productions are to be
carried. And to prevent all inconveniece to the said Inhabitants, and
to our own, by too sudden a check on the means of transportation we
may continue to admit the vessels marked for future excluslon, on an
advanced tonnage, and for such length of time only as may be supposed
necessary to provide against that inconvenlience.

The establishment of some of these principles by Great Britain, alone,
has already lost us in our commerce with that countrz and its possessions
between eight and nine hundred vessels of nearly 40,000 tons burden,
according to statements from official materials in which they have
confidence. This involves a proportional loss of seamen, shipwrights,
and shls)hulldim;, and is too serious a loss to admit forbearance of some
effectual remedy.

It is true, we must expect some inconvenience in practice from the
establishment of discriminating duties. But in this, as in so many
other cases, we are left to choose between two evils. These incon-
veniences are nothing, when weighed against the loss of wealth and loss
of force which will follow our perseverance in the plan of indiserimi-
nation. When once it shall be perceived that we are either in the
gystem or in the habit of giving equal advantages to those who extin-
gulsh our commerce and navigation by duties and prohibitions as to
those who treat both with liberality and justice, liberality and justice
will be converted by all into duties and prohibitions. It is not to the
moderation and justice of others we are to trust for fair and equal
access to market with our productions, or for our due share in the
transportation of them; but to our own means of Independence and
the firm will to use them. Nor do the inconveniences of discrimination
merit consideration. Not one of the nations before mentioned, perhaps
not a commercial nation on earth, is without them. In our ecase, one
distinction alone will suffice ; that is to say, between nations who favor
our productions and navigation and those who do not favor them. One
set of moderate duties, say the present duties, for the first, and a
ilixcq:lt hndwl.'ance on these as to some articles, and prohibitions as to others,
or the last.

8till, i1t must be repeated that friendly arrangements are preferzble
with all who will come into them ; and that we should earry into such
arrangements all the liberality and spirit of accommodation which the
nature of the case will admit.

France has, of her own accord, proposed negotiations for improving,
by a new treaty, on fair and equal prineiples, the commerclal relations
of the two countries. But her internal disturbances have hitherto
prevented the prosecution of them to effect, though we have had re-
peated assurances of a continuance of the disposition.

Proposals of friendly arrangement have been made on our part, by the
resent Government, to that of Great Britain, as the message states:
but, being already on as good a footlng in law, and a better in fact,
than the most favored natlon, they have not, as yet, discovered any
disposition to have it meddled with.

‘e have no reason to conclude that friendly arrangements would be
declined by the other nations with whom we have such commercial
intercourse as may render them important. In the meanwhile, it would

rest with the wisdom of Congress to determine whether, as to those

nations, they will not surcease ex parte regulations, on the reasonable
presumption that they will concur ?n dolng whatever justice and mod-
eration dictate should be done.
: TH. JEFFERSOX.

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has clogsed on the amendment,

The question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Minnesota, being an amendment to the amendment of the
gentleman from New York.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr, Davis) there were—ayes 134, noes 199.

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers.

Tellers were ordered, and Mr. Davis and Mr. PAYNE were
appointed tellers.

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 134,
noes 194,

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected
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Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out the words beginning with the word “
with the word “act,” just before the words * upon
jute on the free list.”

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I will say that that is on page
1234 of to-day’s REcorp, in the second column, and it seeks to re-
move the duty on bagging,

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Alabama,

The question was taken.

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers.

Tellers were ordered, and Mr, CrayroN and Mr, PAYNE were
appointed tellers.

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 130,
noes 170.

So the amendment fo the amendment was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE],
as amended.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I now offer the following
committee amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to
have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Paragraph 227, on 62, line 8, strike out the word *“fifteen"
and insert in lleu thereof the word * twenty-four.”

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mryr. Chairman, this is an amendment which
relates to the farm product of barley, and the effect of this
amendment, if adopted, will be to raise the rate of tariff on
barley from 15 to 24 cents a bushel. That is all I care to say,
unless some gentlemen desire to ask some questions.

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say a word
on this. This amendment certainly is a surprise. It was only
yesterday that, in answer to the convincing eloquence of the
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, showing the
evident propriety and necessity that the duty on barley should
not exceed 15 cents a bushel, that the majority, by adopting the
views of the committee, made its obeisance to the wisdom of
the chairman of that committee. This morning, after an in-
terval of twenty-four hours, a motion is presented, not by the
gentleman himself, but by one of his associates, again raising
the duty to within 1 cent of the amount voted down on yester-
day. 1 only wish to suggest to the members of the committee
the argument suggested by my distinguished friend and ecol-
league from New York, in which he said, and no one can con-
tradiet him, that the result of this duty has been to entirely
destroy the barley indusiry of New York. My friend and my
colleague alluded to the fact of the demands made upon him,
They have been made upon me in like manner by the farmers of
the State of New York, who say that this duty on Canadian
barley, imposed with the idea of helping the farmer, has done
harm to the farmer. They show that the malt houses, which
are the only businesses which consume barley, have been closed
as a result of this injudicious tax.

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit an interruption?

Mr. PERKINS. I have only five minutes.

Mr. TAWNEY. The question I desire to ask is, If this is not
because they could not get the Canadian barley?

Mr. PERKINS. They closed because the production of New
York barley was not enough to furnish the demand for the first-
class malt, which must be made from No. 1 barley in order
to produce No. 1 malt. I said that this certainly could be of
no benefit to the farmer. Two things have resulted from the
raising of this duty: One was that a large number of malt
houses had been closed, and, therefore, the demand for barley
had been diminished; another thing was that the average price
of barley in Buffalo, which used to range from 60 to 70 cents,
had for a period of ten years been between 40 and 50 cents,

Now, furthermore, Mr. Chairman, the House was infiuenced
by consideration of the gentleman from Kansas, who believes
that the consumption and the production of malt should cease,
who claimed with pride that in all the State of Kansas no man
knew what the inside of a saloon looked like and no man conld
drink a glass of beer. There is little reason that he should ask
a duty the result of which would increase their power to sell
a commodity, to wit, malt, which could only be used in the pro-
duction of a thing which did bharm to many. Certainly, Mr.
Chairman, the law says that the receiver of stolen goods is quite
as guilty as the man who steals. It does not lie in the mouth

ng " and endi
ute bagging an

of my friend from Kansas fo say that it is a pernicious thing
that a glass of beer should be made or drank and then come
before this House and try to drive, to keep out all of the barley
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raisers of New York in order that he may raise in his State an
article to be turned into this pernicious purpose. I hope, Mr.
Chairman, that the House will still remember the arguments
of the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, and will
to-day, as it did on yesterday, vote in favor of that gentleman’s
argument.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman——

Mr. PAYNE. Will my colleague yield for a moment for me
to make a motion to close debate?

Mr. HARRISON. I shall only consume two or three minutes.

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to make a motion to close debate
in five minutes. [Cries of “ No; ten minutes!”]

Mr. PAYNE. Well, ten minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York moves to
close debate on this amendment and all amendments thereto in
ten minutes.

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the ayes
seemed to have it.

Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia. Division, Mr. Chairman.
- The committee divided; and there were—ayes 192, noes 16.

So the motion was agreed to.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, this is an attempt to raise
the rate on barley from 15 cents a bushel to 24 cents a bushel.
I am opposed to the amendment. I shall not go into the matter
deeply at this moment, because the matter has been thoroughly
thrashed out already in the House of Representatives.

Mr. Chairman, this is a barefaced attempt to do under the
crack of the party whip what these gentlemen were unable to
do in the House day before yesterday. I hope that gentlemen
on that side of the Chamber who voted against such a preposi-
tion two days ago will be independent enough to retain their
own judgment upon this proposition and vote down this attempt
to-day.

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, the amendment which has been
offered which seeks to increase from the rate of 15 cents, as
recommended in the pending bill, to 24 cents the duty on barley,
I wish most vehemently to protest against. In addition, I wish
to protest against the bringing in at this time of this amend-
ment. The matter has already been considered thoroughly by
the Committee on Ways and Means and by the Committee of
the Whole House, and the opinion of both ecommittees is ex-
pressed in the 15-cent rate. The rate has previously beéen 30
cents per bushel. So far as this change in the Payne bill is a
reduction, Mr. Chairman, it meets my hearty approval, and for
the same reasons that this amendment should fail I should be
in favor, not of raising the duty on barley, but of abolishing it
entirely.

Under the Dingley bill the importations of barley in 1908
were only 11,915 bushels, valued at the paltry sum of $6,000.
The importations show a falling off from 1895, wlien the im-
portations were 2,062,152 bushels. The insignificant amount of
importations under the existing rate show that the 30-cent rate is
praetieally prohibitive, and that the reduction to 15 cents might
at least stimulate the importations and therefore be in the in-
terests of the revenues of the Government.

Barley is used in a legitimate industry and one recognized in
this country, the product of which is consumed by a large part
of our people. It is an admitted fact that in Canada there is
raised a higher quality of barley than is raised in this eountry.
The reduction of the duty on this important staple would allow
the importation and use of this higher grade, and its importa-
tion is therefore in the interest both of the revenues of the
Government and the health of our people.

It can not be claimed that an increase in the rate suggested
by this bill will be in the interest of the farmers of our country.
On the contrary, such information as the committee has re-
ceived from the representatives of the grange associations shows
a strong feeling on the part of the farmers against any -duty
higher than 15 cents per bushel. It is important to recognize
in this connection that the American farmer can not afford to
buy even seed barley from Canada under the Dingley rate of
30 cents, so that the higher rate not only deprives the consumer
of the best quality of article, but fails utterly to stimulate the
growth of Ameriean barley. It is even argued that the 15 cents
duty will not be low enough to encourage the importation of
Canadian barley. I strongly urge, Mr. Chairman, that all re-
striction be removed from the importation of this valuable food
product.

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Mr. Chairman, there is a
humorous side to this proposition. The House on yesterday
voted down a 25-cent duty on barley, and now my friend from
Washington [Mr. CusaMAN], representing the Ways and Means
Committee, and in behalf of that committee, offers an amend-
ment raising it to 24 cents without offering a single reason for
so dolng.

Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia. Will the gentleman per-
mit a gquestion?

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Yes.

Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia. Does he state that this is
a committee amendment?

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. This is a commlitiee
amendment.

Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia. After the statements
made on yesterday?

Mr. BUTLER. It only has the committee's indorsement; it
does not mean anything.

Mr, ALEXANDER of New York. The gentleman from Wash-
ington [Mr. Cusasmax] has not the temerity to present a rea-
son for this sudden change of front. He simply said, * Change
15 to 24, and asked for a vote. There were good reasons pre-
sented yesterday showing that 15 cents was absolutely pro-
hibitive. We have the word of the distinguished chairman of
the Ways and Means Committee for that. Now, why does my
friend froma Washington, representing the Ways and Means
Committee, ask that it be 24 cents? Why this change of front
in a pight? For what reason does he and his committee turn
a somersault? What does he want?

Mr. MANN. Tree lumber.

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. No; he wants lnmber pro-
tected. And if 15 cents on barley is prohibitive, why is he not
satisfied? What joker is concealed in this amendment? What
is the inducement that prompted him to do this thing? He
may be satisfied to change his vote, but I challenge him to give
a reason for the increase which will convince this committee
that it must change its mind as expressed yesterday by an
overwhelming vote.

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman complains
because the rate of 15 cents will be prohibitive. If that is true,
aecording to the gentleman’s own logic, he is not injured by the
raise in this bill.

Now, as a matter of fact, the existing Dingley law protects
all agricultural products and, among others, the grain schedule.
There was no other single cereal that was interfered with ex-
cept this particular product of barley, and the men from the
great West, who raise this produet in their States, have come
here and asked that the same measure of protection which we
have granted in this bill to the gentleman's own beloved in-
dustries, be extended to this agrieultural product.

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Will the gentleman yield
for a question?

Mr. CUSHMAN. Now, then, I wonder why the gentleman did
not raise his voice against the inerease in the glove schedule,
gloves being manufactured in his own State?

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Your committee gave me
no opportunity if I had desired to do so.

Mr. CUSHMAN. It has been here for a number of days.

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. I asked the gentleman if
he would yield for a question.

Mr. CUSHMAN., When I get through; yes. Mr. Chairman,
I do not pretend to talk for the entire committee, but I can
state what my sentiments are. As I said on this floor the other
day, I am a protectionist and a high pretectionist, and I do
not apologize for that, When I lift my voice for a high degree
of protection on other articles, including manufactured articles,
I am willing te extend that same degree of protection to agri-
cultural produects, and if it would relieve the gentleman's mind
any, I might say that I made the motion in the committee to
raise this rate on barley.

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Will the gentleman now
yield for a question?

Mr. CUSHMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Then I understand that
your only reason for doubling the prohibitive tariff on barley
is because the tariff on wheat and other agricultural products
has not been increased.

Mr. CUSHMAN. Not by any sort of means.

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Have you any other rea-
son? Let us have it. You have not given it yet.

Mr. CUSHMAN. The Members on the floor who have the
right to speak for their constituents have pressed upon this
committee the necessity, in their mind, for a further increase of
the duty. Now, then, if they do not have knowledge suflicient
to speak for the industries that they represent, that is their
fault.

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. But that is not a reason
for doubling a duty already prohibitive. I ask the gentleman
from Washington for his reason.

Mr. GRONNA. Have not the western members shown to
the Ways and Means Committee that the duty of 15 cents per
‘_bushel on barley would not be prohibitive?
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Mr. CUSHMAN. In my judgment it is.

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Then, if 15 cents is pro-
hibitive, what is your reason for doubling it? Will the gentle-
man kindly tell us? Let us see how much you know about barley.

Mr, CUSHMAN. It has been insisted by gentlemen who are
pressing this upon the committee that in lowering that rate from
the Dingley rate we were endeavoring to favor the American
brewer at the expense of the American farmer. [Applause.]
Now, let us see on what side of that line you stand?

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. I will answer the gentle-
man. I am speaking in the interest of the New York farmer.
For the last ten years the duty on barley has cut off his privi-
lege of securing seed from the Province of Quebec. I represent
a district of 25 towns in which farmers reside, and I also speak
for the farmers of my State who want barley for seed purposes.

Mr. CUSHMAN. I can see by looking at the gentleman that
he is a farmer. [Laughter.]

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. And if the gentleman had
ever seen a farm, he would know more about barley.

Mr. GRONNA. I want tq state to the gentleman from New
York

Mr. JAMES, Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that
the debate was to close in five minutes.

Mr. GRONNA. I want to state to the gentleman from New
York that I am perfectly willing to furnish barley at the price
that they can get it from Canada, and as good as they can.

The CHATRMAN. The debate was limited to ten minutes, and
the time has expired. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that
the ayes seemed to have it.

Several MemBERs. Division!

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 163, noes 120.

So the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Paragraph 228, page 62, line 10, strike out the word “ twenty-five ”
and insert thereof the word * forty.”

Mr. CUSHMAN. This likewise, Mr. Chairman, refers to the
subject of barley. It increases the duty on malting barley, the
product of barley, from 25 cents to 40 cents per bushel.

Mr. PERKINS. For whose benefit is that?

Mr. CUSHMAN. For the benefit of the farmer.

Mr. PERKINS. How can this benefit the farmer?

Mr. CUSHMAN. It benefits the farmer through the in-
creased price that he gets for his barley, and the malt is made
out of the barley. What dees the gentleman believe—that the
doctrine of protection is general, but is not effective as to this?

Mr. PERKINS. It is for the benefit of those who change the
barley into malt.

Mr. CUSHMAN. On the contrary, this amendment simply is
for the benefit of the men who raise barley in this country, and
it restores the relative rate between the barley and the malt.
We have just adopted an amendment to raise the tariff on bar-
ley from 15 to 24 cents per bushel, and we ought now to adopt
this amendment to raise the tariff on barley malt from 25 to 40
cents per bushel,

Mr. PARKER. I make the point of order on the parliamen-
tary proceeding of this question that the committee voted on
the subject of barley, and that having been settled by the com-
mittee, no further amendments to this section can be offered.

The CHAIRMAN. The subject having been debated, the
point of order is too late.

Mr. PARKER, It was not too late when I rose,

Mr, FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I am very much inter-
ested in the very peculiar sitoation which has arisen here.
The day before yesterday the gentleman’s colleague [Mr.
HuumpHREY ] offered an amendment to put barley on the free list.
To-day the gentleman from Washington says that there is such
a necessity for the protection of barley that he offers an amend-
ment now to increase the duty from 15 to 25 cents per bushel.
His colleague stated that he was anxious to have barley on
the free list, in the interest of 300,000 persons in his district
who used barley in their daily life. In whose interest, let me
ask either of the gentlemen from Washington, is he so deeply
interested that he should raise the rate of duty which the
chairman of the committee himself has already confessed is
prohibitive? I will watch with somewhat peculiar interest the
vote upon that side of the House on the lumber schedule. [Ap-
plause.] I imagine, although I am not in the confidence of
either gentleman from Washington, that not only will they
vote to-day for the increased duty on lumber, but that they are
tumbling over themselves to vote this concession to those who
heretofore have been advocating free lumber. It illustrates,

Mr. Chairman, the agility of the gentleman from Washington.
He stands on one foot to-day, in favor of free barley, and shifts
to the other foot, in favor of a higher protective tariff on bar-
ley, indifferent, as a matter of fact, to what the duty will be
on barley, so long as his sacred lumber interests are protected.
Never before in the history of a tariff legislation has the greed
of the special interests been exhibited as they are right at this
time in this House. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.]
The gentleman ig indifferent to those who consume barley in
his district, all of theé people, so long as that proportion who
are enriching themselves at the expense of all of the people
of the country are permitted to do so under this pernicious
Republican tariff.

I am delighted—if that word is still in use in this country—
that the gentleman has been so frank to concede that, over-
night, in response to the fresh light that has broken from the
heavens, he has been able to see that his people do not need
cheap bread, so long as they are able to rob all of the people
in enriching themselves; and I congratulate him upon the fact
that he is so successful in bringing the people of his district
into the ranks of the plutocrats of the country, who are indiffer-
ent to everybody else so long as their pockets are stuffed with
the earnings extracted from the poor under the operations of
such a bill.

Mr, Chairman, perhaps what I have said is sufficient to illus-
trate that I am opposed to this amendment. I can imagine the
gentleman will say that I am opposed to it because I am speak-
ing on behalf of the brewers. But let me say to him that
whenever questions affecting taxes that may concern the brewers
directly come before this House, I will not attempt by any secret
midnight trades to protect any particular industry or any par-
ticular class at the expense of the great mass of the American
people, and I will cheerfully go on record upon any question
that may be presented to the House. I hope, Mr. Chairman,
that the gentleman may be disappointed to-day and that lum-
ber will go upon the free list in spite of the efforts to keep it
highly protected. [Applause.]

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking
out of the Payne tariff bill sections 19, 20, and 21, which read
as follows:

Bec. 19. That a diseriminating duty of 10 t ad ]
addition to the dutles Impgneﬂngy lnv{', 0:;Imll lgs?ed.acol‘;:}:gzsl.nhrlg
paid on all goods, wares, or merchandise which shall be imported in
vessels not of the United States, or which, belng the production or
manufacture of any forelgn country not contiguous to the United States,
shall come into the United States from such contiguous country; but
this discriminating duty shall not apply to goods, wares, or merchan-
dise which shall be imported in vessels not of the United States entitled
at the time of such importation by treaty or convention to be entered
in the ports of the United States on payment of the same dutles as
shall then be 8n{able on goods, wares, and merchandise imported in
vessels of the United States, nor to such foreign products or manufac-
tures as shall be imported from such contiguous countries in the usual
course of strictly retail trade.

Sec. 20. That no goods, wares, or merchandise, unless in cases pro-
vided for by treaty, shall be imported into the United States from
any forehfn port or place, except In vessels of the United States, or in
such fore vessels as truly and wholly belong to the citizens or sub-
Jjects of that country of which the goods are the growth, production,
or manufacture, or from which such goods, wares, or merchandise can
only be, or most usually are, first shipped for transportation. All goods.
wares, or merchandise imported contrary to this section, and the vessel
wherein the same shall be imported, together with her cargo, tackle,
apparel, and furniture, shall forfeited to the United States; and
such goods, wares, or merchandise, ship, or vessel, and cargo shall be
liable to be seized, prosecuted, and condemned in like manner, and un-
der the same regulations, restrictions, and provislons as have been
heretofore established for the recovery, collection, distribution, and re-
mission of forfeitures to the United States by the several revenue laws.

Sec. 21. That the gmed[ng section shall not s?ply to vessels or
goods, wares, or merchandise lmﬁorted in vessels of a forelgn natlon
which does not maintain a similar regulation against vessels of the
United States.

And insert in the place thereof the following:

“Sec. 19. That a rvebate of duties shall be allowed and de-
ducted on all foreign goods, wares, and merchandise to the ex-
tent of 5 per cent ad valorem in cases where the specific and ad
valorem duties together amount to less than 25 per cent of the
value of the articles, and to the extent of 10 per cent in cases
where the specific and ad valorem duties together amount to
more than 25 per cent of the wholesale value of the articles in
the market of the port where the same may be brought in by a
vessel of the United States.

“And in cases where minimum or reciprocity duties are im-
posed by law on goods, wares, and merchandise imported, a re-
bate shall be allowed and deducted to the extent of 2} per
cent ad valorem in cases where the specific and ad valorem du-
ties together amount to less than 20 per cent of the value of the
articles, and to the extent of 5 per cent ad valorem in cases
where the specific and ad valorem duties together amount to
more than 20 per cent of the wholesale value of the articles in
the market of the port where the same may be brought in by a
vessel of the United States.
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“ 8ec. 20. That no .other or higher duties than those imposed
as regular by law shall be levied, collected, or paid on any goods,
wares, or merchandise imported direct by a vessel of the coun-
iry, its colony, or possession, which produced the same, or of a
country through which said merchandise is necessarily passed
to reach a market; but on all goods, wares, and merchandise
imported direct by a vessel not of the United States and not
belonging to the country, its colony, or possession, where said
goods, wares, and merchandise were produced, an additional
duty of 10 per cent ad valorem shall be levied, collected, and
paid; and on all goods, wares, and merchandise imported in di-
rect by a vessel not of the United States from any country, its
colony, or possession, not that of the production and original
exportation of said merchandise, the additional duty as afore-
said shall be 15 per cent ad valorem.

“ And in cases where no duties are imposed by law on certain
goods, wares, and merchandise imported, and the same have
been brought in by a vessel not of the United States direct from
its own couniry, colony, or possession where the same were pro-
duced, there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of 4
per cent ad valorem; but if such goods, wares, and merchan-
dise shall be brought direct from a country to which the im-
porting vessel does not belong, but which was the place of pro-
duction, then the duty as aforesaid shall be 8 per cent ad valo-
rem ; but if such goods, wares, and inerchandise so imported be
brought from a country that did not produce the same, then
and in that case the duty as aforesaid shall be 12 per cent ad
valorem, valued in all cases in the market of the port of entry.

“ And in cases where minimum or reciprocity duties are im-
posed by law on goods, wares, and merchandise imported, there
shall be levied, collected, and paid full rates of duty, if the same
shall be brought in by a vessel not of the United States or not
of the reciprocating country from which such merchandise has
been exported ; or if the same, not being the growth, production,
or manufacture of a country contiguous to the United States,
shall be brought across the line from such country.

“And the additional duties imposed under this section shall
apply also to all cases where goods, wares, and merchandise
may have been transferred from a foreign vessel or land ve-
hicle, at any place, to a vessel or land vehicle of the United
States, for the purpose of convenience, or to evade the provi-
sions of this section.

# gpgo, 21. That a duty of 20 per cent ad valorem, in addition to
the duties imposed by law as regular, and also to the additional
duties required by the foregoing section, shall be levied, col-
lected, and paid on all goods, wares, and merchandise imported
by a vessel not of the United States from a country to which
the importing vessel does not belong, unless the importation
shall be the growth, production, or manufacture of a country at
peace with the United States.

“That all goods, wares, and merchandise imported by a vessel
not of the United States, that shall be admitted to storage in
bonded warehouse with lawful tariff duties unpaid for a period
exceeding five days, shall be charged and pay an additional
duty of 15 per cent ad valorem, but a rebate of 5 per cent shall
be allowed in all cases where such merchandise shall be reex-
ported and cleared outward in a vessel of the United States.
This section and the two preceding sections shall take effect in
thirteen months after their passage.”

Mr. Chairman, I urged the Ways and Means Committee when
it was making up the Payne tariff-tax bill to do something for
the restoration of our shipbuilding industry; to do something
to recover our deep-sea trade along the lines of a gradunated
system of tonnage taxes on foreign ships, but I am sorry to say
the committee has done absolutely nothing for these important
industries. The sections I now move to strike out of the Payne
bill are copied verbatim from the Dingley law, and during the
twelve years they have been on the statute books they have
done nothing for our merchant marine on account of the favored-
nation clanse in all existing treaties. If my amendment pre-
vails, something will speedily be done to revive our languishing
shipbuilding industries, restore our merchant marine, and se-
cure for us our share of the deep-sea carrying trade of the
world.

I am in favor of immediate action by Congress for the resump-
tion of the shipping policy which prevailed under the first five
Presidents of the Republic, and which brought forth and main-
tained the best merchant marine on the ocean without the cost
of a cent to the American people. I denounce the Republican
party for its willful neglect of our shipping in the foreign trade,
having done nothing whatever for its revival since the civil war,
except to connive at the passage of vicious subsidy bills, utterly
. useless for the object in view, and really in the interest of for-

eign nations.

I am willing to go as far as any man in this country to legis-
late for the restoration of the American merchant marine to all
its former glory and to secure for the American people their
just share of the over-seas carrying trade of the world. I
know, and every man who has investigated this subject knows,
that our loss of deep-sea commerce is due entirely to the in-
iquitous legislation and shortsighted policies of the Republicans
in the National Legislature. If the American Congress would
legislate intelligently regarding this subject, we could restore
our merchant marine, increase our revenues, and secure nine-
tenths of all our commerce on the high seas, exports and im-
ports, without a ship subsidy and without taking a single dollar
from the pockets of the taxpayers to give bounties to favored
shipowners.

This whole subject is a very simple matter when reduced to
an intelligent business proposition. We do not need to take
a dollar out of the Treasury of the United States to revive
our shipbuilding industries or restore our merchant marine.
All we need to do is to legisiate intelligently, repeal the re-
strictive laws against our deep-sea shipping now on our statute
books, put in their place laws similar to the navigation laws
that were enacted by the early statesmen of the country—Ilaws
that built up our merchant marine in those historic days, laws
that placed our flag on the high seas and gave us nine-tenths
of our entire over-seas carrying frade—and we would do it if it
were not for the greed and the selfishness of the shipping trust,

Mr, Chairman, in the House of Representatives in 17904 James
Madison said:

“As early as the year succeeding the peace (1784) the effect
of the foreign policy (British) which began to be felt in our
trade and navigation excited universal attention and inquietude.
The first step thought of was an application of Congress to the
States for a grant of power for a limited time to regulate our
foreign commerce.

“This effort failing, the States next endeavored to effect their
purpose by separate but concurrent regulations. Massachu-
setts opened a correspondence with Virginia and other States
in order to bring about the plan. Here again the effort was
abortive. Out of this experience grew the measures which ter-
minated in the establishment of a Government competent to the
regulation of our commercial interests and the vindieation of
our commercial rights”

The president of the Constitutional Convention was General
Washington. In transmitiing the Constitution to the Confeder:
ated Congress he remarked:

“The friends of our country have long seen and desired that
the power of making war, peace, and treaties, that of levying
money, and regulating commerce, and the corresponding execu-
tive and judicial authorities should be fully and effectually
vested in the General Government of the Union.”

One of the five principal objects of the “closer union ™ being
the * uniform ™ protection of shipping, as thus declared, it was
natural that this sentiment should be general in the convention.
Every plan for a Constitution included the regulation of our
commerce, by wise national laws in lieu of state statutes—un-
like and conflicting. The only question raised and settled by
debate was whether or not a * two-thirds vote” should be re-
quired for the passage of shipping bills, Mr. Gorham, of Mas-
sachusetts, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, in closing
the debate, submitted the ultimatum of New England as follows :

“If the Government is fo be so fettered as to be unable to
relieve the Eastern States, what motive can they have to join
it, and thereby tie their own hands from measures which they
could otherwise take for themselves? The Eastern States were
not led to strengthen the Union by fear for their own safety.
He deprecated the consequences of disunion, but if it should
take place, it was the southern part of the continent that had
the most reason tc dread them. He urged the improbability of
a combination against the interest of the Southern States, the
different sitnations of the Northern and Middle States being
a security against it. It was, moreover, certain that foreign
ships would never be altogether excluded, especially those of
nations in treaty with us.”

Because of this nltimatum the motion for a two-thirds restric-
tion was lost and the majority rule adhered to nem. eon. In
pursuance of this action, clause 3 of section 8 of Article I of
the Constitution not only empowers, but its inclusion makes it
the duty of Congress, in perpetuity, “to regulate commerce with
foreign nations.”

Necessarily, the several States were divested of power to con-
tinue their diseriminating duties of tonnage and of tariff,
either for revenue or for protection. (See sec. 10 of Art.
I.) Thus was the protection of shipping given up by the States
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and taken over by the General Government, on condition that the
protection desired and necessary should always be given. The
action of the convention was afterwards ratified by the States
and the people through the adoption of the Constitution. By
this adoption the States were relieved of their natural duty to
protect & most important industry, and the United States, in
virtue of the compact described, promised and undertook the
stipulated duty with no right reserved ever to discontinue it.

Though the truth of this statement may be acknowledged, it
will be well to offer some facts for its support.

The founding of our Government was not the simple thing
imagined by many citizens of the present day. Thirteen sov-
eraign States, varying greatly in territory and population, differ-
ing considerably in laws and institutions, had to be united under
a general government in such a way as to merit and receive the
assent of each and of all. Of necessity, the Government had
to be founded in the confidence and affections of the people and
be constructed so as to obtain the popular vote. Compromises
had to be made on several perplexing questions, and in certain
States only the utmost efforts of the friends of the Union, in
the legislatures and before the people, were sufficient for its
accomplishment. That we have trade regulations for ship
protection provided in the Constitution is no wonder at all
The States had it and thought it vital to their commercial
independence. The only object in turning it over to a general
government was to increase its efficiency and to complete its
power. From the debate in convention, especially from the
closing speech, it is clear that the third “ enumerated ” power
was one of the “bonds and conditions” of the Union, just as
much as allowing each State—big or little—two Senators in
Congress, or that reserving certain rights and spheres of gov-
ernment to the States, or that coneerning the President’s na-
tivity, or that limiting his term of office—just as much, in fact,
as any provision of a fundamental character. In fact, a charter
for a national government would be incomplete without a power
ol industrial protection, such as that for the regulation of com-
merce. The first “enumerated” power—that authorizing the
laying of duties on imports for revenue—contains no element
for industrial protection, save as incidental. A power distinct
from that of revenue, to enable the Government to exclude
goods, or by duties to equalize home and foreign prices, or to
cause preference for homemade articles, was deemed absolutely
necessary for national development. The shipping trade is an
industry that is highly susceptive of protection by tariff duties.
Tonnage and tariff duties, taken together, were the means of
ship protection in use by the States from 1785 to 1789. They

were the means recognized in the compact, and applied by

in 1780. They are the only expedient, effective, and
" constitutional means at the command of Congress to-day.
Mey been unprovided for, the Union could not have been
& :

There can be no doubt of this. Massachusetts had most
shipping, but Pennsylvania, New York, Maryland, and Virginia
had growing fleets in 1787 under protection of state regulations.
As Mr. Gorham intimated, not one of these States would join a
government unable to protect its marine, or that would protect it
for a little while and then “ suspend ” it, as, in fact, the Federal
Government did in 1828—to the gradual ruination of the vessel
interest in the foreign trade. The people in this trade are now
in this situation: The States can not protect their shipping,
and the General Government has “ suspended ™ its law for so
doing. Had it been suspended also as to the domestic trade,
that, too, wonld now be in a ruined state, not a vessel in build-
ing for it, but our entire water-borne commerce, an immense
and vital interest, would have been placed to our detriment in
the grasp of foreign nations. We would now be standing on
the sea with both legs cut off, crippled for life in every part of
the national body, as we are weakened in many parts now.

When the question of adopting the Constitution was before
the Btates, no little of its merit was shown to be the power
which Congress would have to regulate our foreign commerce.
g:i!dilslgn, Hamilton, and Gouverneur Morris were eloquent on

s line.

That the compact for the regulation of commerce was promptly
acknowledged by Congress, through proper legislation, is a fact
well known. The very first tariff bill, by Madison, contained
protection not only for factories but for navigation. The first
shipping regulation adopted in Committee of the Whole was
that of Fitzsimmons of Pennsylvania. He moved a list of dis-
criminating duties on Asiatic goods calculated to secure the
trade of the Far East for American ships. He stated that
under similar legislation by his State we were already com-
manding the direct commerce with China and India, and the
General Government would, of course, continue the policy then
so useful. On

goods brought by foreign vessels or indirect

(via Europe) the duties were nearly double the rates by Amer-
fcan ships coming direct. Before this bill was passed it was
amended to provide for a drawback of 10 per cent of the duty
on all goods imported in American vessels. In 1794 this pro-
vision was changed to an extra duty of 10 per cent on goods by
foreign ships. A separate bill for tonnage-tax diserimination
soon followed the first tariff measure, and in 1804 the tonnage
discrimination was varied from 44 to 94 cents per ton.

That the President, the House, and the Senate rightly inter-
preted the commerce-regulating clause is indisputable. Presi-
dent Washington had been the presiding officer of the conven-
tion; 7 Representatives and 9 Senators, 17 in all, had been
delegates. They knew perfectly well all that was intended,
expressed, and implied in the “ regulation of commerce.” They
knew also of a certainty that their duty as Members of Con-
gress was to carry out all the compacis of the Constitution.
The proceedings of the convention were not made public while
any of the delegates lived, but in various debates in Congress they
could direct the majority. The debate on the “ Madison reso-
lutions " brought out clearly the purpese of the third “ enumer-
ated ” power. Concerning this, in his work on the “ Debates of
Congress,” Senator Thomas H. Benton remarked as follows:

“In the House of Representatives, 1794, occurred one of the
most interesting and elaborate debates which our Congress has
furnished. It grew out of the clause in the Constitution con-
ferring power ‘ to regulate commerce with foreign nations,’ and
gives the interpretation of its authors, which is wholly differ-
ent in its nature, and also distinet from the power to lay and
collect import duties. The latter was to raise revenue, the
former to make such discriminations in trade and transporta-
tion as to protect our merchants and shipowners from the ad-
verse regulations and devices of our rivals, While the lack of
power to regulate foreign commerce was a primary defect of the
Confederated Government, and the necessity for its exercise so
great as to form a chief cause for creating the Federal Govern-
ment, it is singular that Congress has always overlooked it, or
confounded it with the impost or revenue power. Though not
now exercised, it is a power which has found a need for its ex-
ercise, and will find it again.”

Mr. Chairman, Senator Benton wrote shortly before the civil
war, when it was gquite apparent that the suspension of our ship
protection would ultimately prove ruinous. He could safely
predict that the commerce power would find “a need” for its
emcim “ ”

That this proposition is true needs little argument. One of
the bonds and conditions of the Union being the encourage-
ment and protection of navigation, and the regulation of eom-
merce being the specific provision therefor, it follows, necessarily,
that there is no other way that can be taken. If this is not the
case, why was the debate in the convention confined to trade
regulations? Why were not other ways alluded to? Why was
a specific way laid down? Clause 3 of section 8 of Article I of
the Constitution was provided in answer to the demand for
“navigation laws,” which are enactments coneerning vessels.
The power is given for specific purposes; this logically and
legally precludes all other methods of ship protection. This
grant of power for specific uses, vital to national integrity,
industrial development, commercial independence, and strength
upon the seas constituted a trust in perpetuity, and Congress
has no more authority to “ suspend ” or discontinue its exercise
than to pass a bill making a foreign prince eligible to the Presi-
dency or to change the number of United States Senators from
two to ten for the populous States. It is not loyalty to the
Constitution that has destroyed our foreign-trade marine, and
without honoring its compact for Iife-sustaining regulations
our last ship is bound to perish in the course of time.

Sir, notwithstanding the ease with which we may resume the
effectual protection of our shipping trade, we have those among
us who accept the foreign sentiment, that we should forbear to
do so and bear our ills a little longer, or, at the most, adopt a
*“ subsidy ” plan, as done abroad. I submit Congress should eon-
sider the following points: .

(1) Our shipbuilding industry being essential to the survival
of a marine in the foreign trade, we must return to-our former
policy or relinquish the sea,

(2) The equities, if any there were, in the “ reciprocity con-
ventions ” for unprotection, now extant, have long since been
dissipated by changes in conditions and no longer exist; the
duty of the Government is, therefore, to terminate them and to
resume our liberty as to ship business.

(8) The Federal Government is under a compact, more sacred
than any “treaty,” with the States that gave up to it their
right to protect their shipping, on condition that it should do it,
and fail not, -through trade regulations. Congress should per-

form its duty, or else release the States from their obligation to
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cease laying discriminating tonnage duties. (See sec. 10 of
Art. L)

(4) The Constitution—just as binding now as ever it was—-
confers no power to raise and appropriate money to “aid” the
carrying trade or any other business. No such power has ever
been pointed out as belonging to the Government. Its exist-
ence is in the States severally. - Nor is it probable that they
would ever consent to such an amendment of the Constitution
as would be necessary to the adoption of a *ship-subsidy”
policy.

Mr. Chairman, it is a fact, and a most deplorable fact, and
every man who has investigated the subject knows it, that we
have less registered tonnage for ocean carrying trade to-day
than we had one hundred years ago. In 1806 the United States,
with a population of less than 7,000,000 inhabitants, owned
more registered tonnage for ocean carrying frade than the
United States in 1909, with a population of over 835,000,000.
The American tonnage in 1806 was over 900,000, and it is
now less than 800,000, and, what is worse still, it showed an
actual decrease of more than 6,000 tons last year. In 1806
American ships, flying the American flag and manned by
American sailors, carried over 90 per cent of our deep-sea trade
and a great part of that of all the countries of Europe. To-day
we carry very little of our own trade and practically none of
other countries, notwithstanding the fact that we should be
the foremost maritime power in the world. More than nine-
tenths of our once great and powerful deep-sea fleet has
vanished, and not one new keel for an ocean-going ship is being
laid to-day on either our Atlantic or Paecific coast, while the
vessels of foreign nations throng our ports and monopolize more
than nine-tenths of all our import and export commerce.

In 1806 over 92 per cent of our export and import trade was
carried in American bottoms; in 1906 less than 8 per cent of
our imports and exports were carried in American ships. The
United States pays to the owners of foreign deep-sea vessels
for conveying our freight and passengers over $200,000,000 a
year, and much of this vast sum of money goes to the owners
of foreign steamers which are regularly enrolled on the mer-
chant cruiser lists of European governments, manned by naval-
reserve officers and sailors, and available for immediate service
against us in case of war. The British Empire has 14,800,000
tons of merchant shipping ; Germany has 4,960,000 tons; France,
1,680,000; Norway, 1,460,000; and Italy, 1,280,000. The larger
part of all these great deep-sea fleets is engaged in the ocean
carrying trade, but the Government of the United States, which
produces and exports more merchandise than any other nation
on earth, has a fleet registry of deep-sea commerce of less than
800,000 tons.

Mr. Chairman, I see my time is nearly consumed and I must
conclude ; and in doing so I want to say that my amendment is
not a makeshift, It is not a temporary expedient, It is not
new. It is the plan and the policy of the fathers of the Re-
publie, and should never have been abandoned. It is a per-
manent remedy, and again adopted and upon the statute books it
would continue in favor for years and years to come, until the
American people possessed the greatest merchant marine in all
the world ; and I therefore say in conclusion that from a careful
study of the whole subject-matter I sincerely believe that the
adoption of this amendment, in my opinion, will speedily restore
our ocean carrying trade, revive our shipbuilding industries,
give employment in our shipyards to thousands and thousands
of men in all parts of the country, bring about an era of pros-
perity such as we have never known before in our shipping trade
and deep-sea commerce, place our flag on ships on every ocean
and in every port, and make the American sailor what he was
in the historic days of the Republic—the pride of the American
people and the master of the seas.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York
has expired, and the amendment is out of order under the rule
heretofore adopted. :

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, all I want to say is that it
seems to me too bad I can not get a yea-and-nay vote on this
proposition; but sooner or later public opinion will compel
legislation along these lines to restore the merchant marine and
revive our shipbuilding industries. I ask unanimous consent
to print as part of my remarks an amendment, somewhat similar
to the one now offered by me, presented in the Senate on June
20, 1804, by Senator FryE, of Maine, to the Wilson tariff bill, and
his remarks thereon; also, copy of bill I have had pending in
Congress for years for a revival of our merchant marine.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? ' [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none, and the reguest is granted.

THE FRYE AMENDMENT AND THE DEBATE IN THE SENATE JUNE 20, 1904,
FOLLOWS @

Mr. FrYE. I desire to offer amendments to sectlons 14, 15, and 16.
As the amendments have but one purpose, I shall offer them as one
amendment after the three sections have been read.

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

The Becretary read as follows: ¢

“ 8EC. 14. That a diseriminating duty of 10 per cent ad valorem, in
addition to the duties imposed by law, shall Le levied, collected, and
pald on all goods, wares, or merchandise which shall be imported in
vessels not of the United States; but this discriminating duty shall
not apply to goods, wares, and merchandise which shall be imported
in vessels nmot of the United States, entitled, by treaty or any act
of Congress, to be entered in the ports of the United States on payment
of the same duties as shall then be pald on goods, wares, and mer-
chandise imported in vessels of the United States.

* Bec. 15. That no goods, wares, or merchandise, unless In cases pro-
vided for by treaty, shall be imported into the United States from a
foreign port or place, except in vessels of the United States, or in su
forelgn vessels as truly and wholly belong to the citizens or subjects
of that country of which the goods are the growth, production, or
manufacture, or from which such goods, wares, or merchandisescan
only be, or most usuallg are, first sblrr?ed for transportation. All
goods, wares, or merchandise imported contrary to this section and the
vessel wherein the same shall Imported, together with her cargo,
tackle, apparel, and furniture, shall be forfeited to the United States;
and such goods, wares, or merchandise, ship or vessel, and cargo shall
be liable to be seized, prosecuted, and condemned in like manner, and
under the same regufatlons, restrictions, and provisions as have been
heretofore established for the recovery, collection, distribution, and
remission of forfeitures to the United States by the several revenue

aws.

“ BEC 16. That the preeedlnf sectlon shall not apply to vessels or
goods, wares or merchandise mPorted in wvessels of a foreign nation
which does not maintain a similar regulation against vessels of the
United States."”

Mr, FrYe. Mr. President, I offer the amendments which I send to
the desk as one amendmenf, because together they effect one purpose.

The PreEsiDiNG OFricER. The amendments will stated.

The SEcrETARY. It i3 proposed to amend section 14 by addlng thereto
the following :

“Until after January 1, 1896, and notice of this provision shall be
given all natlons before the 31st day of December next.”

To amend section 15 by Inserting after the word “ treaty,” in line 2,
the words : =

“ Hereafter made and ratified.”

To amend section 16 by adding thereto the words:

“ Until after January 1, 1896, and notice of this provision shall be
given all nations before the 31st day of December, 1804,

Mr. FarYr. Mr. President, section 14 of the pending bill provides
for a discriminating duty of 10 per cent on certain goods which are
brought in in American bottoms. It has been a l.;!'Jhmv sion of the law
for a great many years, but is to-day of no earthly account because
we have given away every advantage we ought to derive from it by
reciprocal legislation and by treaties. Undoubtedly, I suppose, the
Secretary of the Treasury to-day would say that he did not know
of an instance in the last five years when such provisions as those
contained in this section 14 had been applicable, and there had been
a diseriminating duty allowed.

The pending amendments if agreed to will have this effect: To give
notice to all the nations of the earth of a discrimina duty of 10
per cent in favor of all goods brought into the country in American
vessels ; and that notice will abrogate all treaties hitherto made which
to-day stand in our way, and repeal all reciprocal legislation; and it
is for the purpose of mnklng another attempt to revive our marine on
the ocean that I offer these amendments.

The fathers seemed to understand this question perfectly, and in the
first tariff act ever passed in the United States, approved .]’uly 4, 1789,
the following diseriminating duties were im on teas per pound
Imjﬁorted in American v -

eas imported from China or India bore duties as follows: Bohea, 6
cents ; Bouchong, 10 cents ; Hyson, 20 cents ; other green teas, 12 cents.

Imported from Europe: Bohea, 8 cents; Souchong, 13 cents; Hyson,
26 _cents; other green teas, 16 cents.

If the teas were imported in American bottoms, these duties were
imposed, but If they were Imported in foreign-owned and foreign-bullt
ships, then the duties were doubled, Bohea tea helng 15 cents, Souchong
22 cents, Hyson 45 cents, and other green teas 27 cents, practicall
doubling the duties on teas imported here in forei bottoms. On all
other goods Imported from China or Indla in forelgn ships there was
a 12 per cent ad valorem dutg.

The same law provided a discount of 10 per cent on all duties on
other goods imported in vessels bullt and owned in the United States
as described above.

Thus there was a discerimination of 50 per cent on all teas, and a
diserimination of 10 per cent on all other goods brought into the United
SBtates In American bottoms.

But that did not quite satisfy the fathers. In the act of January 29,
1795, instead of making a discount of 10 per cent of the duties, the;
rovided for an addition of 10 per cent to all dutles on goods Imgort
@tmmi‘?dvmh' except in cases where such additional duty had been

ore lald.

Again, the act of March 27, 1804, imposln.f more specific duties on
certain articles, provided for 14 per cent additional ad wvalorem upon
importations of such articles in foreign vessels. The same act also
provided that a duty of 50 cents per ton, to be denominated * light
money,” should be levied and collected “on all ships or vessels not
of the United States, which, after the aforesald 30th day of June next,
mag enter the ports of the United States.”

y the act of July 20, 1789, the following duties or taxes were im-
posed on all vessels:

On vessels bullt In the United States and belonging to citizens there-
31. ortbuilt atliroad and owned by such citizens on May 29 of that year,

cents per ton.

On all vessels thereafter bullt in the United States belonging to for-
elgners, 30 cents per tomn.

On all other vessels, 50 cents per ton.

United States vessels In the coasting trade to pay tonnage but
once a4 year and foreign vessels employed in our coastlng trade to
50 cents per ton at each entry; which was an enormous duty.

hat was the trouble which made the fathers provide all these
diseriminating duties for American ships? It was that in 1789, when
the first law was pa , we had but 124,000 tons of shipping engaged

in the forelgn ecarrying trade; we carried only 17 per cent of our im-
sorts and 30 per cent of our exports; and the wise men of that day
etermined that we should ecarry our own imports and our own ex-

ports in American-built vessels. 8o they pa that law. What was
the effect? In 1795 we had 529,600 tons of these ships, and earried
92 per cent of our lmports and 88 per cent of our exports. In 1800
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we had 667,000 toms. We then carried 91 per cent of our
and 87 per cent of our exports. In 1810 our tonnage had reached
1,060,000, and we were carrying of our imports 93 per cent and of our
exports 90 per cent.

he wise men of that day had done well. They had transferred
from Great Britain the earrying trade of the United States, which
when they entered ug«m this crusade was 85 per cent, and given it to
us; and we carried 93 cent of our own, and it was done by these
laws discriminating in favor of American vessels and against foreign
vessels; it wns done by men who believed that they ought to look
out for thelr own household first, who loved their own country more
than any other and dared legislate as this love Pmmpted.

How much tonnage have we to-day in the o'relgn - % trade?
In 1810 we had 1,000,000 tons, and were cﬂrg&l)ng 3 per cent of our
exports and imports. To-day we have 938, tons, about 100,000
tons less than we had in 1810; and to-day, instead of carrying 93

er cent, we are carrylng but 12 cent of our own exports and
mports, and are paying Great Britain $§175,000,000 every year to
do our own can?'!ng trade for us.

5 nGE. If it would not Interrupt the Senator, I should like to
ask him, In that connection, if Great Britain has not pursued by in-
direction the same methods—that s, by the rates on Insurance at
Lloyds, and by premiums on iron steamships—of discriminating in
favor of her own tonnage down to the present day?

Mr. Feym. Mr. President, the most persistent, continued effort on
the part of Great Britain to prevent our vessels getting any of the
carrying has pursued always from the very beginn down
to now. The Lloyds will rate our vessels second rate when they
ought to be rated even above a first-rate British ship to-day, and the
Lloyds control the entire marine insurance of the world, at any rate
g0 far as that of Great Britain and the United States are concerned.
Thelr companies are controlling all the marine insurance in our coun-

, and are discriminating aga our vessels.

r. PERKINS. It has been also shown to-day in debate that Eng-
land will not permit salt to be ecarried from En, to the East Indies
from her own provinces in any o vessels except those of English
build and fiying the English flag.

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator allow me a question?

Mr. Frye. Certainl

Mr. PEFFER. or from Maine is unqguestionably as well
informed wpon this subject as any Member of t : wish he
would give the Senate the benefit of his views as to how the Tnited
States can recover the lost carrying trade. What ought we to do?

Mr. Frye. Mr, President, I ve just offered an amendment to
the pending bill which will beyond any manner of question, if it be
adopted and the bill become a law, restore the American merchant
marine to the old position it occupted in 1810

Mr. PErFER. 1 am to blame doubtless for not having heard the
amendment.

Mr. Frye. It provides a discriminating duty.

Mr. PEFFER. To what effect?

. FryE. In favor of all goods imported Into the United States

A qB:eatlon, becanse this Is a very 1m§gnrtnnt
matter, and I hope the nator will pardon me. Does the ator
belleve that that polﬁ would be sufficlent to overcome the fact that
ships, ship tackle, and shipping outfits are all regarded as pr
taxable under state laws? .Then, further, will it not be necessary
in the end for the United States in some way to relieve the shipping
trade of state taxation? .

Mr. Frys. Mr. President, under the Constitution the United States
ean not relieve ships from state taxation; but I am happy to inform
the Senator from JKansas that many of the States do now relieve
them from this burden. New York does.

Mr. PEFFER. Does Pennsylvania?

Mr. FrYE. I do not know about P but
course, is the great important owner of ships. I think Massachuseits
relleves them from taxation.

Mr. R. Another point. If the Government of the United
States were to relleve American shipmasters and American ships from
nll other burdens except those which are necessarily thrown upon
them by the difference in rates of Interest on money prevalllng in
England and the difference In the rates of ::ﬁel P between
the English seamen and ours, would that be cient to overcome the
difficulty, or if we were to make ships and give them as a t to
Amerienn seamen and let them run them on the seas free o lh‘l:ﬂ,
free of all cha either from the State or National Government,
therg not enmough of difference in the rate of interest of money In
Great Britain and the United States and in wages of labor to run the

Ivania, New York, of

American shi%ashon and out of business?

Mr. Fryn. . President, the Senator has opened up a wide
subject. The rate of interest is a small matter, and would not make
any great difference. The difference in w in the running of British

ages

and Amegican ships Is very Important, I admit, and also the cost of
living on board a British sh:z) as c::épared with that on an American
ship favors tly Great Britain, go of all foreIEn nations. But
the most ous thing we have to contend with.is that our ships on
almost every line of the earrying trade are compelled to compete with
foreign ships which are subsidized by Great Britain, Germany, France,
Sgsln, and Italy. - The result is that where it costs us to-day $7 or
a ton to carry goods, it does not cost them over $5. They have

hat advantage of us, and we have no advantages to offset. We are

competing o ¥y with them, left absolutely alone and unprotected and
unencouraged.
The provisision which I offer is one of immense protection.

I have

no doubt it would revive our carrying trade upon the ocean. For

twenty years I have been
r. Lixpsay. 1 ask the Senator, with his permission. when these

preferential laws in favor of American ships were repealed?

Mr. Fr We made treaties with Great Britain and with Sweden

. FrYE.
in 1815. We acts of Congress in 1817—in 1828, accepted by
Great Britain 1849—providing for reciprocity, by which all protec-

tlon to our ships in the foreign trade was gradually removed and the
right to w[n encourage by discriminating duties and tonnage taxes
surre! T
Mr. LixpsaY. 1 will ask the Senator, with his permission, another
ﬂ:ﬂﬂon. and that is, if the American shipowners did not maintain
e supremacy of the American trade until about 180607
Myr. Frye. Just so long as the trade was carried on in wooden ships
the United States could and did hold Its own with the world, and that
was the reason our wise fathers thought that in 1815, 1826, and
1828 they could give these privilezes away. that we compete with
Great Britain even, and bulld ships for her. We were all right,

we | DOW,

th t, just as Great Britain thought when she adopted free trad
Shmle\red that she was in cond{tlgn to stand it, a.mg whether oth:::
nn%!onst mnltd or not Ish; did not care.

or twenty years ave been trying to restore this American shi
ping lntzresg to the place to whlc{ it is entitied. We have here :It:;
powerful a Nation as there is in the world, as rich a Nation, and more
seaboard than any other. We have as good sailors and shipbuliders
and as energetic men as can be found anywhere. i no earthl
reason why our should not be seen in every port in the wide world‘;
e mot Bolag. b 1he. et

am not going question as to what has caused our deen
because that wonld necessitate a s h of two hours in length u’«i

y anything of the kind. aimpl

I do not propose to delay this bill
wish to get a vote on this proposition to discriminate—as section 1
recognizea the prineiple—against all natlons in favor of American shi
and give them notice a year in advance that we intend to do so, a
thus restore ourselves to our former eondltion. :

I was remarking, when the Senator from Kentucky interrupted me,
that for twenty years 1 have been making this fight. 'That we have
galned immensely in that time there is no doubt, in some respects,
We have relieved our ships from an enormous number of burdens,
amounting to millions of dollars every year. We never have been able
to go the one step further and do what other nations do, put them
on an equality by subsidies or by bounties. The Democratic party is
committed against bounties and subsidies, but by no vote anywhere
committed n%imt a diseriminating duty. There is no Democratic
vote in the whole history of the country where the party is committed

nst such a duty. Here is sectien 14, which provides for a diserim-

inating duty, which has had the vote of every Senator on this floor.

Mr. President, I believe and have always believed that the true
method of revival is through discriminating duties, that the fathers
were right; but I have always been restrained by these treaties.
of our treaties have done us immense harm. The Ni Can
would have been to-day built If It had not been for the Clayton-Bulwer
treaty, and if that spook had not been shaken In our faces here in
the ate; and the Ameriean merchant marine would have been
where England's is to-day if it had not been for the treaties we have
made with those countries and our accepted reel‘:rom legiglation. A
treaty is no more sacred than a law, and I am in favor of one more
trial and of the Democratic party voting for discriminating duties, they
having entered upon the race this very day in section 14, which they
knew meant practically nothing.

Mr. CarrErY. I should like te ask the Senator from Malne a ques-
tion. I understood him to u& that down to 1860 the United States
maintained her supremacy in the carrying trade because she had good

ghi and because she could bulld those ships cheaper than Engiand
bulilt theirs. If the eonditions were changed, and if the United States
could build ships as cheap if not cheaper than the English, could she

not regain by that the su&remnq of the seas?

Mr. FrYe. No; she could not. 1 did not mean to say that we re-
talned supremacy down to 1860. We did not. I did not notice the
Treution which the Senator asked me. e maintained our supremacy
or a good many , but not down to 1860. We an to lose very
largely our mrryglg trade along in 1856, 1857, and 1858, and during
those years lost more than at any other time except during the war.

Of course we lost more then, for reasoms any Senator can compre-
the war we could do nothing for our marine, and after*
Or seven years we were powerless, because our currency.
was so disturbed, Great Britain had commenced building the iron
steamships and had invented the triple and compound engines, and all
that sort of thing, and away she went out of our sight. e let her stay
%fsm. We never have in earnest tried to catch her from that day to
Mr. StEwanT. Before 1860, by subsidizing her mail ships on the
ocean, England drove the American lines off. -

Mr. FrYE. Oh, yes: her whole history has been one of subsidy.

Mr. BrAckBueN. Will the Semator from Maine allow me to ask
him a question? .

Mr, YE. With pleasure.

Mr. BLackBURN. Did I understand the Senator from Maine to say
a moment ago that we lost more heavily In foreign commerce during
the four years of war than ever before?

Mr. FrYE. In our carrying trade.
cul:rthnmcxnnm. Does the Senator mean to exclude or include the

se

trade ?
Mr. Ferye. Exclude it
Mr. BracksurN. I should like to have the figures in support of
that statement. Whilst it i1s true that the foreign earrying trade
of this country was not increased from 1861 to 1865. it is equally
true that it was substantially as heayy in tonnage in 1865 as it was in
1861. It did not shrink; it simply failed to increase.
Mr. Frye. The tor from tucky, I think, does mot know lo%\r:ute
so much about this as I do. Pardon the immodesty of the remark.
I am used to that from the Senator from Maine.
® , but where was it? It was tled up at
the wharves, because Brl eruisers were crossing the ocean and
capturing it wherever they could lay bhands on it, and we did not dare
go to gea. Our ships were t,onnaxuilbut they were not earrying freight.
{f the Senator from Kentucky will look at the reggrts, e will find
that we lost in the four years of war 38 per cent of the carrying trade,
we before the war, in from 1856 to 1860, inclusive, about 15
cent of the carrying trade. We have been losing from that time
own to last year, and last year it Improved just a trifle. But the
tonnage does not tell the story, as the Senator will see. We were
afraid of you. We feared you would capture our ships.
Mr. BLACKBURN. There was no occasion for that.
Mr. FrYE. We were afraid you would take our men, force them into
your army, and make them ﬂggt us; and so we stayed at home, at our

wharves.

. 1 should to ask the Senmator from Maine a question
before he yields the floor. Is it mot true that one of the reasoms for
the fallure to develop the American shipping is owing to the fact
that the American people have been engaged in expending their enerE'
and money in the great internal development of the country of the
United States, by Its immense rallway systems? 1 desire to ask the
Senator from Maine whether that is not a great reason for the failure
to undertake exploiting the business of carrying the commerce of the
world outside of the %nited States? Has not the eminrgil;ﬁ of our
raflroad systems and metheds of transportation in the United States,
and the dev ment of our far Western region been such as to oceupy
the eapital the energy of the people of the United States? But
t having been dome to the extent it has gone on, we are better

————
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rrepared than we have been before to undertake the business of carry-
forclgn commerce.

r. I’eyB., ‘The Senator from Washington 18 unquestionably right.
The Se¢nate will pardon me for not undertaking to go Into these ques-
tlons. 1 did not !)roFoee to make an argument or give a history of
our decline in shipping. As the Benator underitands, we are ver
limited in time. At some other time or on some other occasion I shall
be very hnlppy to discuss the question and go into it thoroughly., It
is impossible to do it now. But the grincipal reason why we can not
compete is that wages of foreign nations are lower than ours and
that under the American flag an Italian or any other forelgn sailor
demands American wages. Another reason is that our sailors live 40
per cent better on board ship than any sailors on the face of the earth.
Another reason s that every maritime nation on earth pays bounties
or subsidies to its ships and ours pays none. We have allowed this
to be done year after year without undertaking to save our own vessels
except to a very limited degree two years ago in establishing a postal
service.

Mr. Higgins. Mr. President, my extreme anxiety that the amend-
ment of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Fryr] shall be adopted leads me
to say a few words, 1 hope that the amendment will be considered
by our friends on the other side of the Chamber as a matter a
from the general policy of the bill. I wish to call the attention of
the members of the Finance Committee who sit on the other side and
the Senators generally to a matter that was a great surprise to me,
that the discriminating duty provided in sections 14 and 135 of the bill
is no novelty. 1 was surprised to know that there was such a provi-
gion in the bill. But It Is time honored. It has come down In our
tariff statutes as an inheritance from the founders of the Government.

I presume it is the very language in which such a discriminating
duty was put In the first statute of this country. and which con-
tributed so much to the building up of our merchant marine. The
language of section 14, In the first four lines, is as follows :

* That n dlscrim{nntinﬁ duty of 10 per cent ad valorem. in addition
to the duties imposed by law, shall be levied, collected, and paid on all
goods, wares, or merchandise which shall be imported in vessels not of
the United States.”

The remaining provisions of the section only supplement what is
gald there. It was under such a provision that our merchant marine
was built up to its great extent before 1856 and 1857 and the disasters
of the war. Great Britain finally accepted in 1849 the legislative
offer which we had made them of a treaty to abandon those diserimi-
nating doties after they had in 1846 repealed the corn laws and gone
to the principle of free trade. Then for the first time she abandoned
her policy of holding for herself the trade of her own colonies, and
also of maintaining discriminating duties in favor of her own ships. If
ghe had done as we did, stopped there, the conditions in that respect
between the two nations would have been equal, but when she and the
United States together at the same time by treaty took off the discrimi-
nating duty against the ships of the other country, respectively, Great
Britain, if she did not then begin, at least kept up and maintained,
and has maintained from that time to this her system of bounties,
We have not done so. We have therefore been glayim; against loaded dice.

We on this side thoroughly understand that the Democratic party
{s commlitted in its policy against the principle of bounties, and that
a vote in favor of such a policy could not be had.

object in saying anything at all is to ask our friends on the other
gide of the Chamber whether they can not restore to the sections,
14 and 15, their original broad character and applieation by adopting
the amendment of the Senator from Maine authorizing the Executive
to terminate these treaties by notice, and thereby vivify these sections
and restore these great means of support to our marine in the future.

If that is done, I think we will have taken by far the longest step
toward the restoration of the American merchant marine. It ean not
be restored slmply by the ability to build ships cheaper. That alone
will not do it. It will scarcely contribute toward doing it. Neither
can we hope to equalize the conditions between the merchant ships of
the two countries by any expectatipn that the American sallor will
accept as low wages and as poor living as the forelgn sallor. As I
have already said, we can not hope for a bounty to meet the subsidies
of forelgn natlons; but here is this good old Amerlcan remedy against
which the Democratic party is not committed, and by which they can
give a great boon to the peogie of the United States, in all parts and
in all sections, and to our whole country.

Mr. HawLeY. Mr. President, I wish to touch upon_ a single feature
of this case, and to eall attention to a single conslderation. hear
an implied reproach to this country is that it has not its proper nu-
merleal proportion of shipping. I am not troubled about it at all
The American Nation has used its capital and put forth its power where
it could be done to the very best advantage.

The Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire] has referred to this.
We are not upon the ocean in our numerical proportiom, because in
that we are following the free-trade doctrine—that is to say, we take
where we can get a thing cheapest. The earrying can be done cheaper
by Norwegians and Italians and other seamen, at a third of what
Americans will work for, and the men who build those foreign ships
are working for abeut one-half or two-thirds what the American ship-
builders will work for. So the ships are cheaper, the wages are
cheaper, the food and clothing given sailors are cheaper, the officers
are paid figures which make you ashamed when you ask them on ship-
board what they get.

What have we done? Where are we using our power and our money
in that general field of commerce? We have about 171.000 miles of
railway. By Poore’s Manual they are worth $11.000,000,000. The fig-
ures are beyond the capacity of the human intellect to properly grasg
and appreciate. Say that our railways carry freight at twice the spee
of a mercantile marine: I am told by Mulhall in his Dictlonary of
Statistics, by which I have just refreshed my memory, that British
merchant steamships cost from £16 to £24 per ton. We will average
it at $100 a ton. The ten thousand million dollars, then, divided by
€100, gives us the money equlvalent of 100,000,000 tons of ahin!n i
Great Britain has 7,000,000 tons of shipping., Converting our railroa
into shipping, we have fifteen times as much as the mercantile marine
of Great Britain. .

Mr. SquiRg. In tonnage?

Mr. ITAwWLEY. In tonnage. Our railways represent in tonnage fifteen
times as much and freight trains run twice as fast as the average
merchant ships sail. Ounr rallways ref;esent practically thirty times
the mercantile tonnage of Great Britain upon the seas. That is the
reason we are not upon the sea with our ships; we are doing better.
While we are worry f ourselves over the statistics of international
commerce, much exploifed and vastly magnified in importance, we are

adding fifteen or eighteen millions of inhabitants to our population in '

this decade, and adding within ten
sand miles of rallway to our splendid system.

The United States is not fooling awaf its time in this country, sir.
We are far and away the most powerful and magnificent Nation.

Mr. Squire. If the Benator from Connecticut will allow me, I will
ask him whether he does not think it is about time now for us to com-
mence to agitate the question of going into foreign commerce ?

Mr. HawLey. I should be very glad if we had more shipping; but
you can not force the American when he is making 6 per cent in one
pursuit to change to another and be satisfied with 3 r cent. Ounr
time will come, probably, to take our share of international carrying.
We could have a great deal more of it now if we followed the course
of other nations, notably free-trade Great Britain, and protected our
shipp. by bounties and otherwise. Great Dritain, as I have said
many es, is the most violently protective country in the  world
when you come to pmper]f understand her policy. In the matter of
salt, I gave an example of it in previous remarks.

Mr. DGE. Mr, President, there always seems to be In the popular
concegtlon of this subject freat confusion between the shipbuilder and
the shipowner. We hear it ::t:m;tm:ltl{l sald upon the stump that we
have been giving protection to our s t&pins or all these years and
yet see the manner in which it has declined. The remedy preposed on
the other side, by the free trader; is to give us free ships, to allow us
to buy ships wherever we choose. =

Now, the shipbuilder is one person, the shipowner is another. We
have always given protection to our shipbuilders. From that follows
no protection to the shipowner, and we have given no protection to the
shipowner. If you were to bave free ships to-morrow it would not
affect the shipowner particularly, because he would still have to com-
pete with the high protection which is given by all other countries,
and particularly by England, to the shipowners of their countries.
When England entered uiwn her policy of free ships, which was a
crude and merely nominal move, most of our tonnage was in wood,
and the result of her free-ship policy at that time was to transfer
very largely the building of ships to this country. k that act
was passed about 1849, and by 1852 60 per cent of the new English
wooden tonnage was built in this countr{.

The question that is involved here is a wholly different ome. It
has nothing to do with shipbuilding or with free ships. It is a ques-
tion whether we shall give to our shipowners the same advantages that
all other countries give to theirs. We do protect them in the coast-
wise trade, and that trade is enormous. But aside from that we give
our shipowners absolutely no protection, nelther aulmldd);, discriminating
duties, nor discriminating rates of insurance as Lloyds does, nor pre-
miums on iron nhiPs. We give them nothing. With the hlgimr wages
which they are obliged to pag to their seamen, they are simply driven
from the sea. Here in the bill is a c¢lause giving distinctly diserimi-
gai;][ng duties in favor of the American ship and the American ship-

whner,

Every man in the Senate will vote for that clause, and yet I sup-
pose the Democratic party will decline to vote for the amendment of
the Senator from Maine which alone can make that clause efficient or
effective in any way. In other words, all of us, Democrats and Re-
publicans, recognize the traditional principle of the country in that
clause, and we do not allow ourselves to make it effective. "The ques-
tion of free ship or protected shlphui:ding is one thing; the guestion
of protecting shipowning is another. This involves the question
whether we shall encourage our merchant marine as it has been the
traditional poliey of the country always to do.

The Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] pointed out how we hegan it
In the beginning of our Government, and how the tonnage rose under
it.” After the war of 1812, which, of course, had the effect of breaking
up our merchant marine very largely and breaking up our carrying
trade, we returned to our old discriminating policy, and our proportion
of the carrying trade rose by leaps and bounds again, just as it did
after the Revolution. We had f\ren it away by these treaties, and
other countries, while they had given us the samwe thing by the treaties,
had been very careful to ¥mvide similar discriminations for their own
merchant marine by subsidies, by bounties, or by discriminations at
%.Ilo , which have already been pointed out by the Senator from

aine.

Mr. President, it seems to me that when all of us are prepared to
vote for the l[]Jrlnc{ le, we ought also to be prepared to vote for the
amendment which shall make the ?rlncl le effective.

Mr, STEwART. Mr. President, I like the principle of this amendment.
I believe there is mo party committed against it. A similar proposi-
tion, precisely the same in effect, will be found in the acts of the First
Congress of the United States. It worked well then, but we gave it
away by treatles. These treaties have Dbeen substantially violated.
We are under no obligation in consequence of those treaties, because
all of the important nations which entered into them have subsidized
their carrying trade, which is a violation of the principle, and we ought
to take some notice of it at least.

I think the granting of a subsidy by foreign countries to their car-
rging trade is a violation of the treaties which were made to abrogate
this differential duty, use it is the same in principle. They having
taken another mode of reaching the same result, I think it is the duty
of the United States to return to the original proposition. At alil
events, it ought to apply it at once, without regartf to notice, to those
nations which have subsidized their carrying trade and subsidized their
Bh:l: lng,tbie;:ause they have violated the treaty. It is another way of
getting at it.

The carrying trade is a very Important matter. It is very impor-
tant to the country now. It amounts to about §200.000.000 a year, I
sul)pose. I do not know the exact amount. We are paying now In
this eountry a very In{ge amount for carrying on our foreign commerce,
If we are opposed to the principle of subsidies, it seems to me that we
ought to return to the principle establisbed in the First Congress of
the United States, which worked well, and which we have glven away
b‘v treaties of which foreign countries have taken advantage by sub-
sidizing their lines. Our passenger ships nmnln;i across the ocean
a half century ago were driven off the line by British subsidies. The
British have obtained and maintained control of the carrying trade,
which is exceedingly important. Two hundred million dollars a year
is a great drain on cur people, and If it can be recovered by legitimate
legislation I think it ought to be done.

No one will pretend that the fathers of the Constitution, many of
whom were in the First Congress, would violate the spirit of that
instrument. I think to return to the teachings of the fathers is a very
good thing in many cases. 1 think the departure from the principles
which they laid down in the beginning in the legislation they started
has produced most of the calamities from which we are now sufferin
in many respects. If the Senator from Maine will modify his amend-
ment so that it shall apply to all countries subsidizing the vessels con-

ears past from thrz2e to ten thou-
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ducting thelr carrying trade it might go into effect at once. It is not
in bad faith, It is bad faith in them, however, after we made treaties
with them giving up the differential duty, to adopt another mode of
obtaining an undue advantage. I hope the amendment will be adopt
but if it is not adopted as it is, I hope the Senmator from Maine wil
modify it so that it shall apply to those countries which subsidize their
carrying trade.

The ESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment of the Senator from Maine [Mr. FrYE].

Mr. Cunrosm. 1 should be very glad to have the amendment stated

again.

The PrESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be again stated at the

request of the Senator from Illinois.
he SECRETARY. At the end of section 14 add the following:

“ Until after January 1, 1806, and notice of this provision shall be
given all nations before the 31st day of December next.”

In section 15, line 2, after the word “ treaty,” insert:

“ Hereafter made and ratified.”

At the end of section 16 add:

* Until after Janvary 1, 1896; and notice of this provision shall be
given all nations before the 31st dag of December, 1894.”

Mr, SpermaN, I should like to have the sections read as they will
read if amended.

Mr. FrYE. 1 will state to the Senator from Ohio that the amendment
zim{;ly has one effect, and nothing more. It provides that the discrimi-
nating duty provided for in section 14 shall extend to all goods im-
ported in foreign vessels, one year’'s notice being given for the purpose
of terminating existing treaties in that regard. That is all there is to
the amendment.

The Presipixg OrFricER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment of the Senator from Maine [Mr, FryYr]., [Putting the question.]
Thte nwe:d nppent r to have it. The ncoes have it, and the amendment is
not agr 0.

Mr. Frye. I ask for the yeas and nays. I wish to say to the Senator
from Ohio that there are very few treaties, indeed, to be affected;
that the greater portion has been yielded by legislation. We enacted
certain legislation which should become law when certain other nations
accepted it. Great Britaln accepted the final legislation in 1849, and
the amendment provides a discriminating duty where no legislation or
treaty prevents it.

The Senator from Ohlo will not find many treaties to be affected.
Then, I think it only gives notice for repealing this particular clause,
After the vote has been taken, if the amendment is not adopted, and
I suppose it will not be, I shall have the amendment go before the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine [Mr. Fryr] de-
mands the yeas and nays on the amendment.

Mr. ¥ryn, I withdraw the request for the yeas and nays.

The PresiDING OFFICER. The demand is withdrawn. The amend-
ment has already been declared not adopted.

ME, SULZER'S BILL TO PROMOTE THE AMERICAN MERCHANT MARINE.

A bill to regulate commerce with foreign nations, so as to equalize the
footing of American vessels with foreign, to make preference for the
use of American ships in our own trade, to extend the postal service
by American steamships, and to promote the commercial independence
of the United States.

Be it enacted, etc., That the law relating to vessels, to the duties laid
upon tonnage, and to the ocean mall service in force when this act
ghall be approved, be, and the same is hereby, supplemented and
amended as follows:

Parr 1.—ToxNaGE DUTIES.

BEcrioN 1. That all vessels not of the United States arrlving at an
port under the jurisdiction of the United States, after this act shall
take effect, shall be liable for, and shall pay, additional, or extra ton-
nage duties, except as provided in section 2, for the purpose of equal-
izing the footing of American ships with those of other countries, whose
vessels, as a rule, cost much less to builld and especially to navigate,
that there may be fair and equitable commerce with all countries,
pr({ger competition between our own vessels and those of the nations
with whom we trade, and a chance for the survival of the marine of
the United States.

DIRECT TRADE.

BEC. 2, That no vessel coming direct from her own country, its col-
ony or Dgoascssian. not stopping at a port of another country, laden with
the uctions of its own country, or with passengers, in excess of one-
third of her burden or capacity for freight or for Jmssengcrs, to be
landed in the United States, shall be charged with additional or extra
tonnage duty, except in cases where the country to which she belongs
and whence she sailed direct, charges additional or extra tonnage duty,
or an equivalent thereof, to vessels of the United States; and in such
cases, if any there be, the extra duty of the vessel's country so charge-
able shall be added to the extra duty of the United States under this
act, and the sum go found shall be the full charge per ton for additional
or extra duty to be collected; but if the country to which the vessel
belongs, so laden and coming, shall hold out to its vessels by law the

ayment of bounty, subsidy, or subvention of some sort, whether for

Rurldlng or running, in consideration of making voyages like the one in
question, then, and in that case, three-fourths of the amount of the
gratuity payable as aforesaid, shall be charged and collected as counter-
vailing duty in addition to the regular and the extra duty otherwise
chargeable and to be collected : Provided, however, That a steamer under
postal contract, earrying the mails regularly, shall pay no extra ton-
nage taxes, unless her country charges such taxes to the mail steamers
of the United States, or unless she comes indirect, or unless there be
no mail steamers of the TUnited States running to such country, in
which case an t-tiulvalont of such tax shall be charged up and collected
from her, as additional or cnuntcrvallln'g duty.

Clause 1. Every vessel not of the United States that shall arrive
direct from her own country, its colony or possession, in ballast, or with
merchandise produced there, or with Passengers, in a less proportion
than one-third of her burden or capacity for frelght or passengers, as
aforesaid, shall pay a duty on the gross admeasurement, in addition to
the regular duty Imposed by law, as follows: On all vessels not exceed-
ing 4,000 toms, 23 cents per ton; on all vessels between the sizes of
4,000 and 8,000 tons, 50 cents per ton; on all vessels between the sizes
of 8,000 and 12,000 tons, 7O cents per ton; on all vessels between the
sizes of 12,000 and 16,000 tomns, $1 per ton; on all vessels between
16,000 and 20,000 tons, $1.25 cents per ton ; on all vessels exceeding the
slze of 20.000 tons, $1.50 per ton.

Clause 2. But if a vessel not of the United States shall arrive direct
from her own country, its colony or on,. in ballast, or with
merchandise of its production, or with passengers, in a less proportion
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than one-third of her burden or capacity for frelght or passengers, as
aforesaid, and the country of sald vessel holds out to Its shipowners by
law the payment of bounty, subsidy, or subvention of some sort, whether
for buil or running, in consideration of making voyages like the one
in guestion, then in addition to the re?lar and the additional duties
found as provided in clause 1, there shall be added a countervailing
dluty. qhich shall amount to one-half the additional duty provided in
clause 1.

Clause 3. Burveyors of tonnage shall ascertain and certify to the
collector the proportion of earrying ability or capacity occupled by
passengers, by rrelght. and by ballast of any kind, respectively, and no
vessel so laden and coming shall be discharged of cargo, except upon
aceceptance of the report of the surveyor by the master or agent of the

Wi g

Clanse 4. Every vessel coming from her own country, but bringing
cargo the whole or a portion of which has been produced In another or
foreign country, shall be considered as engaged in direct trade, unless
nine-tenths of her eargo, in welght or value, ghall be of home production,
and she shall be liable to payment of duties under the provisions of
section 3, according to size tonnage admeasurement.

INDIRECT TRADE.

Sgc. 3. That a discriminating tonnage duty, based upon the gross ad-
measurement in all eases, in addition to the regular duty imposed on
vessel tonnage by law, shall be levied and collected from all vessels not
of the United States fhat shall arrive with merchandise, BSengers, or
mails to be landed in the United States from countries, colonies, or pos-
sessions where the said cargo, In whole or in part, was laden, but to
:shlfdil! country, colony, or possession said vessel or vessels do not belong,

OlIOWE

Clause 1. On all vessels exceeﬂinﬁ 4,000 tons, the additional du
shall be $1.25 per ton until the 1st day of January, 1910, after whi
date it shall be $1.50 per ton until the 1st day of January, 1912, after
which date it shall be $1.75 per ton.

Clause 2. On all vessels between the sizes of 4,000 and 8,000 tons,
the additional duty shall be $1.50 per ton until the 1st day of Jan-
uary, 1910, after which date it shall be £1.75 per ton until the 1st day
of January, 1912, after which date it shall be $2 ger ton.

Clause 3. On all vessels between the s of 8,000 and 12,000 tons,
the additional duty shall be $1.75 until the 1st daf of .In.ntm?'. 1910,
after which date it shall be $2 per ton until the ist day of January,
1912, after which date it shall be $2.50 per ton.

Clause 4. On all vessels between the sizes of 12,000 and 16,000
tons, the additional duty shall be $2.25 per ton until the 1st day of
January, 1910, after which it shall be $2.75 per ton until the 1st day
of January, 1912, after which date it shall $3.25 per ton.

Clause 5. On all vessels exceeding the size of 16,000 tons, the addi-
tional duty shall be ?.50 per ton until the 1st day of January, 1910,
after which date it shall be $4 per ton until the ist day of January,
1912, after which date it shall per ton. Any vessel violatin,
this section or refusing to rlmy duties under its provisions as a.toresals
shall not be permitted to load or clear with cargo in a port of the
United States on penalty of seizure and confiscation.

Sec. 4. That a discriminntlnﬁ tonn. duty, based on the gross ad-
measurement in all cases, In addition to the regular duty imposed on
vessel tonnage by law, shall be levied and collected from all vessels not
of the United States that shall arrive In ballast without merchandise,
passengers, or malils to be landed in the United States from countries,
;r:olllonuasi or possessions to which said vessel or vessels do not belong, as
OlLOWS D

Clause 1. On all vessels not exceeding 4,000 tons, the additional duty
shall be 75 cents per ton until the 1st day of m‘m?' 1910, after
which date it shall be $1 per ton until the 1st day of January, 1912,
after which date it shall be $1.25 per ton.

Clause 2. On all vessels between the sizes of 4,000 and 8,000 tons,
the additional duty shall be $1 g:r ton_until the 1st day of January,
1910, after which date it shall 1.25 per ton until the 1st day of
January, 1912, after which date it shall be $1.50 per ton. :

Clause 3. On all vessels between the sizes of 8,000 and 12,000 tons,
the additional dutﬁlshall be $1.25 per ton until the 1st day of Janu-
ary, 1910, after which date it shall be $1.50 per ton until ‘ll‘.{ae 1st day
of January, 1912, after which date it shall be $1.75 per ton.

Clause 4. On all vessels between the sizes of 12,000 and 16,000 tons,
the additional duty shall be $1.50 per ton until the 1st day of Janu-
ary, 1910, after which date it shall be £1.75 per ton until the 1st day of
January, 1912, after which date it shall be spz per ton. ;

Clause 5. On all vessels exceeding the size of 16,000 tons, the addi-
tional duty shall be $2.50 per ton until the 1st day of January, 1910,
after which date it shall be ?3 per ton until the 1st day of Jyanuar A
1912, after which date it shall be $4 per ton. Any vessel violating this

sectlon or refusing to pay duties under its provisions as aforesaid shall

not be permitted to load or clear with cargo in a port of the United
States on penalty of selzure and confiscation.

EC. 5. That a discrlminating tonnage duty, based on the gross ad-
measurement in all cases, in addition to the regular duty imposed on
vessel tonnage by law, shall be levied and collected from all vessels not
of the United States, but of a country that holds out to its vessels by
law the payment of bounty, subsidy, or subvention of some sort, whether
for building or running, in consideration of making voyages like
the one In question, that shall arrive in ballast without merchan-
dise, passengers, or malles to be landed in the United States,
from countries, colonies, or possessions to which sald vessel or vessels
do not belong, as follows: Provided, however, That in no case ghall
the additional duty amount to less than the bounty, subsidy, or sub-
ventI?n b‘git:tu,alty payable by the government of the country to which the
yesse ongs.

Clause 1. On all vessels not exceeding 4,000 tons, the additional du
shall be $1 per ton until the 1st day of January, 1910, after whic
date it shall $1.26 per ton until the 1st day of January, 1912, after
which date it shall be $£1.50 per ton.

Clause 2. On all vessels between the sizes of 4,000 and 8,000 tons,
the additional duty shall be $1.25 per ton until the 1st day of January,
1910, after which date it shall be $1.50 per ton until the 1st day of
January, 1912, after which date it shall be $1.75 per ton.

Clause 3. On all vessels between the sizes of 8, and 12,000 tons,
the additional duty shall be $1.50 per ton until the 1st day of January
1910, after which date It shall be $1.756 per ton until the 1st day of
January, 1912, after which date it shall be $2 per ton.

Clause. 4, On all vessels between the sizes of 12,000 and 16,000 tons,
the additional duty shall be $1.76 per ton until the 1st day of Janu-
ary, 1910, after which date it shall be $2 per ton until the 1st day of
January, 1912, after which date it shall be $2.25 per ton.

Clause 5. On all vessels exceeding the size of 16,000 tons, the addi-
tional duty shall be $2.76 per ton until the 1st day of January, 1910,
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after which date it shall be $3.50 per ton until the 1st day of Innunr'{.
1912, after which date it shall be $§3 per ton. Any vessel violating th
section, or refusing to Fny duties under its provisions as aforesaid,
ghall not be permitted to load or clear with cargo in a port of the
United States on penalty of seizure and coniiscation.

8ec. 6. That a discriminating tonnage duty, based on the gross ad-
measurement in all cases, In addition to the regular duty imposed on
vessel tonnage by law, shall be levied and collected from every vesesl
not of the United States that shall arrive from a country to which
it does not belong, whether with or without cargo, passengers, or
mails, but under ment to load mrg:l,mﬁlassengers. or mails
for another country than its own, or that effect such engage-
ment after arrival at a time and while there shall be one or more
vessels of American registry in port listed at the custom-house as
ready and offering fo engage for the same or a similar voyage, as
Tollows :

oC!mu:e 1. On all vessels not exceeding 4,000 tons, the additional dut
ghall be $2 per ton until the 1st day of January, 1910, after whic
date it shall be $2.25 per ton until the 1st day of January, 1912, after
which date it shall be $2.50 per ton.

Clause 2. On all vessels between the sizes of 4,000 and 8,000 tons, the
additional duty shall be §2.75 *:»er ton until the 1st day of January, 1910,
after which date it shall be $3 per ton until the 1st day of January,
1912, after which date it shall be $3.25 per ton.

Clanse 3. On all vessels between the sizes of 8,000 and 12,000 tons,
the additional duty shall be §3 g:r ton until the 1st day of January,
1910, after which date it shall 23.50 per ton until the 1st day of
Janvary, 1912, after which date it shall be $4 per ton.

Clause 4. On all vessels between the sizes of 12,000 and 16,000 tons,
the additional duty shall be $3.25 per ton until the 1st of January,
1910, after which date it shall be $3.75 per ton until the 1st day of
January, 1912, after which date it shall be $4.25 fnr ton.

Clanse 5. On all vessels exceeding the size of 16,000 tons, the addi-
tional duty shall be $3.50 per ton until the 1st day of Janus.rly, 1910,
after which date it shall be §4 per ton until the 1st day of January,
1912, after which date it shall be $5 per ton.

Clanse 6. But if, in addition to coming as aforesald, under engage-
ment or making it after arrival, as above, a fore! vessel shall have
held out to her by law the payment of bounty, subsidy, or subvention
of some sort, whether for bu or running, in consideration of mak-
ing voyages like the one in guestion, then, and in such case, a dutg' of
25 per cent over and above the rate per ton stated in clauses 1, 2, 3, 4,
a 5 of this section shall be levied and collected : Provided, however,
That if there be no vessels of American register listed at the custom-
hounse at the time of arrival, or of engagement afterwards, as ready and
willing to engage for the same or a similar voyage, then tonnage duty
ghall be payable under section 2, or 3, or 4, according to the cireunm-
stances described therein. Any vessel violating this seetion or rerusuéﬁ
to ¥ duties under its provisions as aforesaid shall not be permitt
to l?;:d or clear with cargo in a port of the United States on penalty of
sefzure and confiscation.

8ec, 7. That all vessels not of the United Btates, mnuilﬁiunder
bounty, subsidy, or subvention of some sort, arriving at the G ris
of the United gtates from the Atlantic poris, or vice versa; or arrivin
&t the Pacific ports of the United States from the Atlantic or Gul
ports, or vice versa; or arriving at any g:rt of the insular possessions
of the United States, or vice versa, in ballast and without freight or
passengers, seeking cargo, shall pay additional tonnage duties for the
privilege thus enjoyed, as follows: On arrival from Atlantic to Gulf
ports, or vice versa, 30 cents per ton; on arrival from Atlantic or Gull
ports to Pacific ports, or vice versa, §1 per ton; on arrival from any

rt of the mainland to any port of the insular ons of the United
gotatcs. or vice versa, s:gdper ton, gross measurement in_ all N
vessel, not of the United States, shall dis or
passengers without a permit from the collector each and every case.
Any vessel violnﬂn%ed is section or refusing to pay dutles as aforesaid
shall not be permit or allowed by the collector load cargo or pas-
sengers in a port of the United States.

Src. 8. That a duty of 50 cents per ton on the gross admeasurement,
In addition to the regular duty imposed on vessel tonnage by law, shall
be levied and collected from every vessel that shall enter a port of the
United States from a port of her own country, either with or without
cargo, passengers, or mails, if she has not come direct, but has called
or ntopiped onﬂt::l:e way ag; port ‘::‘:!.1 a country not her own and E‘ﬁﬁ'
either in or o port, rece merchandise, passengers, or .
and the same shall be Janded in the United States, unless said vessel
has been built in the United States, or is owned by citizens of the
United States, to the extent of 40 g?’r cent, to be afroved to the satis-
faction of the collector and the district attorney any United States

art.
msrsc. 9. That a tonnage duty, to be termed I.Ig‘l:;.l tax, of 3 cents gel:
ton on the gross admeasurement of every merchant vessel, not of the
United Btnbeah that shall enter a port of the United States, shall be
levied and collected, in addition to duties required by p g sec-
tions, before clearance for sea, except in case such vessel shall clear in
ballast, or may have made port In distress, or was built in the United
tat

Btates,

Sec. 10, That a tonnage duty, to be termed race tax, of 14 cents per
ton on the gross admeasurement of every merchant vessel not of the
United States, that shall enter a port of the United States and therein
discharge merchandise, passengers, or malls, shall be levied and col-
lected, in addition to the duties ired by preceding sections, if such
vessel, belonging to a country of Iurope or America, shall be manned
to an extent exceeding 10 per cent of the crew by persons belonging to
any African or Asiatic country, or il said persons of the prew belong
to a different race of men from the owners of such vessel.

Sec. 11. That the re%ular tonnage tax referred to in preceding sec-
tions shall be gujd by all vessels in the forelgn trade, whether Ameriean
or. for , and bé hereafter collected on each and every entry at the
custom-house and computed on the admeasarement. The present
tates shall be increased from 6 cents to 10 cents per ton, and from 3
cents to § cents per ton, respectively. American steamers carrying mails
shall pay tonnage tax t once a year.

" PART 2,—EXPORT PREMIUMS.

8pc. 12. That all collections of tonnngo duties and
sort against vessels of every kind, whe
countervailing duties, light, r‘?&dmd tax, entrance and
clearance fees, and permits ed by this and former acts to be
levied, collected, and d at custom-house, and all fines, penalties,
and forfeitures paid into the courts from violations of the navigation
and revenue laws of the United States, this act included, shall, after the
motﬂﬂsnct.beset:purtinthe‘l‘reuur;asanpedulimtwm

of every
her regular, or additional, or

which to pay, first, for the support of marine hospitals for seamen sail-
ing in vessels of the United States; and, second, for the payment of
premiums to exporters of merchandise for giving preference in the em-
ployment of vessels to those of the United States not in fact owned b
themselves. No part of this fund shall be covered into the Generayl
;I‘Drensury, but the unpaid portion of it shall be carried over from year

ear.

1C. 18, That on and after fifteen months from the passage of this
act there shall be paid, out of the special fund in the Treasury pro-
vided for by section 12 of this act, to the bona fide owners and exporters
of merchandise the growth, production, cr manufacture of the United
States, to foreign countries not adjoining the United States, in vessels
of the United States registered pursuant to law and not owned in fact
bg themselves, as follows: A preminm of one-fourth of 1 per cent on
the cash valuation of each shipment direct to a port not less than 65
miles from the tidal or national boundary of the mainland of the United
States; and a premiom of one-half of 1 per cent on the cash valuation
of each shipment direct to a port not less than 400 miles from the port
of departure in the United States; and a premium of three-fourths of
1 per cent on the cash valuation of each ghipment direct to a port not
less than 1,000 miles from the port of degarture in the United States;
and a preminom of 1 per cent on the eash valuation of each shipment
direct to a gort not less than 2,000 miles from the port of departaore in
the United States; and a premium of 1% per cent on the cash valuation
of each shipment direct to a port not less than 3,000 miles from the port
of departure in the United States; and a premium of 13 per cent on
the cash valuation of each shipment direct to a port not less than 4,000
miles from the port of deBartum in the United States; and a premium
of 17 per cent on the cash valuation of each shipment direct to a port
not less than 5,000 miles from the port of departure in the United
States; and a preminm of 2 per cent on the cash valuation of each ship-
ment direet to a port not less than 6,000 miles and upward from the
port of departure in the United States. These premiums to an exporter
shall be payable to his order upon report of the clearance of the
with a statement of the collector of the port fixing the value of the
shipment, which must be sworn to by an appraiser for the United
States, within ten da{s, according to such regulations as the Secretary
of the Tren.mg shall prescribe, distances between ports to be deter-
Elns:g :'Hu the Hydrographic Office of the Navy Department and stated

es,

ParT 3.—MaA1L CARRIAGE.

SEC. 14, That the postal act approved March 3, 1891, be, and it is
hereby, amended to provide and to read as follows:

Clause 1. That the Postmaster-General shall as often as once in each
year advertise for informal propoesals for the carriage of mails by sea in
American vessels between such ports of our own and other countries

as to exporters may seem advantageous. The advertisements shall be
inserted four times weeki{ in a paper printed in Boston, New York,
Philadelphia, Baltimore, New Orleans, Galveston, Norfolk, Charleston,

Savan , Mobile, S8an i-‘mncisco. Portland, and Seattle, describing the
service as that of mall and naval vessels adnpted to promote the
commercial, and naval interests of the United States and to subserve
those of their owners as well. Proposers will state the size and speed
of vessels, number of trips yearly, remuneration required, time when
service could be begun, and such other particulars as may seem useful
for the Government to consider.

Clause 2. That within one month after receipt of Informal proposals,
the Sacretarr of the Navz and the Postmaster-General shallp together
consider their contents, the wants of the navy and the needs of the
postal service, and fix upon a schedule of requirements that will satisty
both interests. The Secretary of the Navy will control the plans for
the vessels, and the Postmaster-General will decide upon Eost&l

rogramme, and the two ther shall advertise formally to let con-
racts for the running of
shall be inserted in the same papers that called for informal proposals
four times weekly, describing the route, the cter of the vessels
the size and the number of trips yearly, the times of sailing, an
the time when the service shall begin. These requirements shall not be
such that bidders can not be found. The Navy Department shall 1;:um;r
the cost of formal advertising. The letting of such contracts sghall be
the same as prescribed by law for the letting of inland maill contracts,
go far as shall be applicable to_vessels. Every contract must have the
approval of the President, and none shall exceed the limit of thirty
years; but the President may require improved service every ten years.

lause 3. That the vessels employed under any contract made under

this act shall constitute a line which shall have a sailing day or dnl.f:é
at most, as often as three times a week, but no line shall monopo
the carriage of mails to any foreign port.

Clause 4. That the owners of lines contracting for mall carriage may
be persons or corporations, but if the latter, the contract must be with
the individuals of the board of directors, who must be citizens of the
United States and at all times prepared to swear that not more than
40 per cent of the capital stock the corporation is held by aliens,
and that a citizen manages the line, under penalty of forfeiture of the
contract, which, in such case, the President of the United States s
hereby authorized to declare. No line shall combine or consolidate with
another, under the same penalty.

Clause §. That the vessels employed under this act shall be com-
manded by citizens, and at least two officers and two engineers of each

be citizens of the United States, and on each departure
a portion of the crew, Inclusive of firemen, shall owe alleglance to the
United States, to wit: During the first year; one-eighth thereof; during
the next two years, one-fifth; during the fourth and fifth years, one-
fourth : during the sixth and seventh, three-tenths ; during the remalnder
of contract time, one-third thereof. But no mail carrier shall be
layed In sail to obtain a crew in above proportion until ten years
at’t’er the pa e of this act. It may be stipulated that mails may be
brought from abroad, foreign country payin%efor the service; also
that fnnsen{ers ‘and baggage and freight mnfv carried both w
After July 1, 1912, -the mails shall be sent foreign by wvessels of t
United States and no others, without express consent of Congress; and
in ecases of need, when private enterprise fails to undertake or carry on
the mail service at reasonable or lawfal rates of remuneration, the Bec-
retary of the Navy shall have authority, and it shall be his duty, to
furnish suitable vessels of the navy in which to send mails foreign or
bring them home, until the further order of Congress.

Clause 6. That all vessels in the postal service and hereafter bullt
for it shall be prepared to receive arms for immediate use as cruls
scouts, or transports in time of war; and in future their plans an
specifications shall be agreed upon by and between the owners and the

tary of the Navy, the stren and stability to Dbe sufficient to
carry armament required In naval service, and the materials of hull
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and machinery to be such as will command the highest classification
iven by American inspection of vessels. And all such vessels hereafter
ﬁullt shall be constructed under the inspection of a naval officer detailed
by the Secretary of the Navy, to whom he will report Iin wrltinF the
rogress made monthly, whether or not the contract is being well per-
ormed, and when the trial trip may be made; and no vessel not ap-
proved by the Secretary as fulfilling the contract, as to bull and ma-
chinery, shall be accepted for the service.

Clause 7. That the compensation to be agreed upon and paid for
guch service as may be contracted for under this act shall be reasonable
and as low as responsible bidders will perform the same, having regard
to the encouragement to vessels provided by this aect, to the commercial
circumstances in each case, and to the rate of compensation for similar
service pald by other countries. Where a bid may be deemed too high,
the programme may be modified or the route readvertised, payment for
gervices to be made at the end of each round voyage. 1f the contract
shall fail to be fulfilled for six months, the President may declare it
forfeited, and thereupon the route shall be readvertised and let to an-
other bidder, but on no account shall the service be abandoned to other
gountlt;ie:t:. Readvertising shall be done in a paper printed in Washing-

on, 3 .

Clause 8. That upon each mall vessel the United States shall have
transported, free of charge, one messenger, whose duty shall be to re-
ceive, sort, take In charﬁ. and deliver the malls to and from the
United States, and who shall be provided with suitable room for him-
self and for the malils, -

Clause 9. That officers of the navy may volunteer for service on mall
vessels, and when accepted by the contractors be assigned to such duty
by the Secretary of the Navy whenever in his opinion such assignment
can be made without harm to the service, and while in said employ-
ment they shall receive furlough pn{ from the Government and such
other compensation from the contractors as may be agreed upon: Pro-
;:ideg, Thatithey shall be required to perform only such duties as pertain

o the service.

Clause 10. That said vessels shall carry as cadets one American bo
under 21 years of age for each 2,000 tons gross measurement, who slmil
be taught the duties of the service as seamen or engineers, rank as
petty officers, and receive reasonable remuneration from the contractors.
Clause 11. That said vessels may be taken and used by the Govern-
ment as cruisers, sconts, or transports at any time, on anment to the
owners of their fair, actual value at the time of the taking, either for
service by the voyage, by the month, or year, or may be purchased out-
right; and If there shall be a disagreement as to the rental or value,
then the same shall be settled by two appraisers, one appointed by each

arty, they selecting the third, who shall act in case the two disagree.
n the event of breaking up a line by taking its vessels, the Govern-
ment shall give the contractors the time necessary to provide other
vessels for carrying out their contract when opportunity offers, or the
contract may be terminated by mutual consent.

Clause 12. That all vessels, not of the United States, coming with
passengers from a country to which said vessels do not belong, shall
pay to the collector of the port where landed an immigrant tax of 10
cents for each nautical mile of distance from port to port, for each and
every passenger brought from such country, who shall be landed with
his or her effects.

PART 4.—GENERAL PROVISIONS,

8ec. 15. That marine underwriters or insurance companies of all
countries, in person or through agencies in the ports of the United
States, may Issue policies on hulls or cargoes in conformity with state
regulations, where such have been made, on voya outward or In-
ward ; but an; discrimination made by them or thelr agents, either in
the clauses of policies, in the ?remlum rates, or effected through in-
spection or classificatlon of hulls or otherwise, which shall tend to
favor the employment of forel vessels or tend to disfavor, embarrass,
or inhibit the engagement of vessels of the United States, shall be
deemed a misdemeanor, punishable by a fine as a penalty in a distriet
court of the United States. Baid fine for the first offense shall not ex-
ceed $5,000 nor be less than $3,000; for a second offense sald fine shall
not be less than $10,000, and for the third offense and each one after-
wards said fine shall be not less than $15,000 nor more than
$25,000, and suits shall be prosecuted by the attorney of the court
aforesaid for each and every violation of this section that may be
brought to his notice. In any such suit it shall be no defense that the
-orders or directions of any person, or the rules and regulations of any
assoclation of underwriters, shipowners, merchants, marine surveyors,
or their agents, whether citizens or aliens, or that the inspection or
classification of any wvessel ll{ any person, society, or authority what-
soever, can be claimed to justify the diserimination that may have been
the subject of complaint, and which is not to be justified on any
grounds. A refusal to insure goods, wares, and merchandise under this
act to be carried by American vessels shall forfeit the privilege of
doing business in American i)orts, or make the parties finable as above,
to be decided by the court, in a suit brought for the forfelture of said
privilege, which is to be enjoyed under this act only.

Sgkc, 16. That in a time of peace it shall not be lawful for any officer
of the Government to receive tenders of service or to make contracts to
be performed by vessels not of the United States, and in all contracts
for the performance of public work it must be provided that water
transportation shall be performed by vessels of the United States. And
the trnnsgﬂrtation of passengers, mails, goods, wares, and merchandise
between the United States, its Territories and possessions, and the ports
and places of the Panama Canal Zone is hereby declared to be reserved
for vessels of the United States under the coastwise laws.

8gcC. 17. That in a time of war it shall not be lawful for vessels not
of the United States to import or land anywhere in the United States,
its Territories or possessions, any , wares, or merchandise, the

wth, production, or manufacture of a country not at ce with the

nited States. And all goods, wa and merchandise imported by a
vessel not of the United States admitted to storage In bonded ware-
house is hereby llmited to a period of ten days, within which time the
lawful duties and charges must be paid, whether entered for consump-
tion or reexportation. In cases where minimum or reciprocity duties
are tmposede%y law on goods, wares, and merchandise imported there
shall be levied, collected, and paid full rates of duty, notwithstanding
any convention, if the same shall have been brought in by a wvessel not
of the United States, or not of the reclpmcatlgf country from which
such goods, wares, or merchandise were exported; or if the same, not
being the growth, production, or manufacture of a country contiguous
to the United States, shall have been brought across the line from such

18. That on and after the passage of this act it shall be lawful
for the space of thirty months, but no longer, for any bona fide citizen,

citizens, or domestic corporation engaged in, or intending immediately
to engage in, the carriage of merchandise, mails, or passengers in the
foreign trade of the United States, to import and enter at the custom-
house, stating the foregoing facts under oath, for his or their own use,
and that of no other person or persons in sald trade, and not to be
held for sale or sold to other citizens, and not to be employed in the
domestic trade more than two months in the year, any vessel or vessels
suitable therefor, of size not-less than 2,000 tons gross, and of age
not more than 5 years, and have the same duly registered as a vessel
of the United States, but upon the following conditions, nevertheless,
to wit, that all vessels imported in the first six months of the term of
thirty months, as aforesaid, shall pay a duty of $4 per ton gross meas-
urement ; those imported in the second six months shall pay a duty
of §5 per gross ton; those im{;rted in the third six months shall pay
a duty of §6 per ton; those imported in the fourth six months shall
pay a duty of §7 per ton; those imported in the fifth six months shall
pay a duty of $8 per ton fgrosa measurement, on all vessels less than
1 year old. A deduction of duty may be made on all vessels accordin
to age beyond 1 year, to wit, of 5 per cent on those between 1 and
years; of 10 per cent on those between 2 and 3 years; of 15 per cent
on those between 3 and 4 years; and of 20 per cent on those between 4
and 5 years of age. The Treasury Department may allow credit on du-
ties for imported tonnage to the extent of six and twelve months' time
on secured notes of owners with interest at 2 per cent per annum.
And it shall be unlawful upon penalty, as for a misdemeanor, punish-
able by fine of not exceeding $1,000 in a district court of the United
States, for the master, owner, or agent of any forelgn-built freighting
vessel or yacht not dulg registered, enrolled, or licensed to fly the flag
of the Union from or abaft of the aftermost mast, spar, or pole, except
as a signal of distress.

SEc. 19. That the making or offering to make a contract for the ex-
clusive carriage of goods, wares, or merchandise, either to or from for-
elgn countries, conditioned partly on the shipment of same in the future
by no other vessel or line of Is, and promising or making of pay-
ment of rebates of freightage thereon, in consideration of making such
contract, by an owner or agent of any vessel or line of vessels, 1s herchy
declared a misdemeanor, punishable by fine in a district court of tle
United States of not less than 83,00(’} or more than $10,000 on each
conviction of such owner or agent of any such offending vessel or line

of vessels, and if under fo! registry such vessel or line of vessels
shall not thereafter be permit either to land or to load cargo in the
United States. Where it may become known to, or suspected by, the

collector of any port that rebates of freizhtage are offe
paid in an endeavor to engross the carri
wares, or merchandise, he shall forthwith place the facts, or his in-
formation and belief, before the district attorney, who shall take proper
steps to ascertain the truth and to break up the practice. And for the
prevention of frauds that might be attempted und‘ér this act in indirect
carrying, tore!pfn vessels not built in the country of reﬁistry shall un-
dergo a probation of three years before bLeing adjudged by the collector
as belonging in good faith to the country of registration, unless built
in the United States.

Sec. 20. That nothing in the act to regulate commerce, approved Feb-
ruary 4, 1887, or in the act to protect commerce against I:.lrl‘]lawfu! re-
straints and monopolies, appro Jul; 2, 1890, or in any act amenda-
torir of either of said acts, shall hereafter apply to the establishment of
railroad rates or to the changing or publication of the same with re-
sgect to foreign commerce, if carried in vessels of the United States: or
shall prohibit any agreement or reasonable act with respect to inter-
state transportation that is not in restraint of commerce with foreign
nations or among the several States; or shall hereafter authorize fines
for any violation of such acts.

SEc. 21. That after the Ist day of January, 1910, it shall be unlaw-
ful to transport merchandise that has been imported, or that is designed
for export, at a less rate than is charged between the same points for
the transportation of domestic interstate commerce of like character,
unless earrled in vessels of the United States inward or outward.

SEC. 22. That after the passage of this act it shall not be lawful
for any officer of the Government to issue a register, enrollment, or
license for any vessel built abroad, except such as have been captured
in war and condemned as prize, or such as have been forfeited for a
violation of the laws and bought at marshal's sale, or may have be-
!oup{'od to a country that has come under the Government of the United
States, or has become entitled to registry by compliance with this act.

Sec. 23. That the regular dutles of tonnage, computed on the gross
admeasurement in all cases, and the usual passenger tax shall be paid
allke by vessels of the United States and foreign vessels on each and
every arrival, in Ioreifn trade, when entry of vessel is made. Imml-
grant tax shall be paid when permit is ngen for the landing of pas-

gers from v Is, not of the United States, brought from countries
to which said v Is do not bel . All additional tonnage duties and
the light and race tax shall be paid before ladtng permit is issued, but
if loading be delayed, then, at least, at the end of two months from
date of entrance. American vessels carrying crews of which one-eighth
the number are citizens, or owe ane%lance to the United States, shall
have rebate of tonnage tax to the extent of 20 per cent: if one-fourth
of the crew be citizens, the rebate shall be 30 per cent; if three-eighths
of the crew be citizens, the rebate shall be 40 per cent; if one-half the

» promised, or
of export or import goods,

crew be citizens, the rebate shall be 50 per cent; If five-elghths of the
crew be ci , the rebate shall be 75 per cent; and if three-fourths
of the crew be citizens, the rebate shall be 100 per cent. The United
States shipping commissioner shall ascertain and certify to the col-

lector the proportion of citizens or persons owing alleglance in each
crew where rebate of tax may be demanded. Regular apprentices, as
seamen or engineers, if citizens, shall count as men in computing rebate
of tax. In trade to and from tropical countries, where [F may not be
gracticab]e to find any but natives of such regions to fill vacancies in

e crew of vessels, permits may be issued, on applications under oath
of the owner or agent, by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor for
one year, or while necessary, to carry a crew partly such as it may be
practicable to engage in any given place. In all eases where vessels
may be fined in accordance with the statutes, for infractions of law,
it shall be unlawful for the Secretary of the Department to remit an
portion thereof without an order of court du]{ recorded ; and it shall
also be unlawful for the Commissioner of Navigation to order refunds
of tomnage taxes that have aid to a collector without trial and
judgment of the case by a court of the United States.

Sec. 24, That for twelve years from the passage of this aet it shall
be lawful for the judge of any district court of the United States to
gl"‘ant final papers of naturalization to any seaman of a country in

rope or America who can speak and read the English language on
his taking the oath of allegiance preseribed by law, and swearing also
that he has salled one or more years in vessels of the United étatea,
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naming them, and that he intends so to do in the future, naming the
vessel umt he will sail in next.

Sec. That sections 12, 14 15. 16, 18, 19, 20, 22, 24, and 25 of
tms act shall take effect u assage, and sections 1, 2. 3, 4, b,

6,789, 11, 13, 17, 2 and 2 in one year and thirty days there-
after ; and nfl acts or provisions of law in conflict herewith are hereby
repenled also any and all articles or clanses 1n exist‘lng nmritime Tec-
iprocity ‘conventions or in treaties, whose fixed has expired, that
are in contravention herewith, are hereby annulled and ahroguted in
conformity with the stlpulntlons and equities of said ents and
the rights of the United States; and the formal notice of {he Congecess
of the United States is hereby giwn all countries concerned that, in
one year from the approval of this aet by the I’resident. all dipiomntlc
agreemegnts for the suspension of commercial regu tions, or for the
forbearance to enaet them, so far as the aforesai nts are ter-
minable by notice, are receded from on the rt of the United States,
and all enactments to earry out sald sgreements are by this act repealed,
Any agreement, as above, not yet terminable by notice, may be obseryed
until its term expires, but not longer.

Mr. PAYNE. I move that all debate on this amendment and
all amendments thereto close in five minuntes.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe there is any
trade or bargain between those who are in favor of a high tariff
on barley and those who are in favor of free lumber, and I hope
that the Members on this side of the House, as well as those on
that side of the House, who have been in favor of free lumber
will stand in favor of free lumber regardless of what position
the House may take on the subject of barley.

Mr., Chairman, I deny that there is any trade on barley. I
trace the origin of this amendment to another source. The
other day the amendment was offered by my distinguished
friend from Kansas [Mr, Mirier] in behalf of prohibition. It
is very evident that the prohibitionists have been exeeedingly
busy, and the distinguished gentleman from Washington [Mr.
CusaMAN], himself an example of the way beer makes men fat
[laughter], is now proposing a fresh attack upon the beer in-
dustry. I know that he would not make a trade. He is only
urging that the price of malt and beer be raised in behalf of
the sentiment in the country in favor of prohibition and temper-
ance, It would be idle to suppose that the gentleman's State
ig interested in the subject of barley. It would be idle to sup-
pose that he had engaged in conversation with the insurgents
of the House from the districts where they raise barley con-
cerning the tariff on lumber or even the tariff on barley. The
gentleman’s sole motive is a temperance motive. Sordid con-
siderations do not affect him.

Mr. CUSHMAN rose.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to
the gentleman from Washington?

Mr, MANN. Always, with pleasure and profit.

Mr. CUSHMAXN. In all seriousness, I can state to the gentle-
man that no Member who has talked with me in relation to
this barley schedule——

Mr. MANN. That is just what I sald a moment ago.

Mr. CUSHMAN (continuing). Has talked to me in reference
{o the lnmber schedule as connected with the barley schedule,

Mr, MANN. That is what I said. The gentleman bears out
my words, and I am glad to see the gentleman serious for once
on the floor of the House. [Laughter.]

Mr. CUSHMAN. I am not only serions, but sober. [Laugh-
ter.]

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, it is not usual for the gentleman
to be serious on the floor. I hope—I Ekmnow—it is not unusual
for him to be sober. [Laughter.]

The CHAIRMAN, The guestion is upon the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Washington [Mr. Cusmaax].

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr., GAINES. 1 offer the following committee amendment.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from West Virginia offers
a committee amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

I’nrns;raph 182, on page 40, line 15, strike out the word ** ferro-
manganese,’” and, In line 17, after the word * ferrosilicon,” insert the
words * containing more tlmn 15 per cent of silica;* and, in line 20,
after the word * valorem,” change the period to a semieolon and in-
gert after the semicolon “ferrosilicon conta.lning not more than 15 per
cent of silica, and ferromanganese, $4 per ton.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following committee
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Paragraph 138, on page 27, lines 1, 2, 3, and 4, strike out the follow-
inq. Rg;‘la‘i: cold drawn, cold hammered, blued, brightened, tempered, or
polished in any way in addition to the ordinary process ‘of hot rolling

or hnmmerlnf and insert in lieu thereof * hammered, blued, brightened,
tem[._\ered, {shed. or treated in any way in addition to cold rolling to

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, that amendment simply corrects
an erroneous classification and puts it back to the classification
in the Dingley bill,

Mr, HARRISON. And it reduces the duty.
Mr. HILL. It reduces it from what it would be if it stayed
in the wrong place.
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.
Mr. PAYNE., Mr, Chairman, I offer the following committes
amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:
s.trike out section 4 and insert the following In lieu thereof :
“ 8eC. 4. Whenever mﬁ country, province, dependency, or colony ad-
mm each lmd evar'_r cle lmt})o into sald ecountry, pmvinee de-
colony from the Btates, or a possessions
t’lw Philippine Islands), the _[frow'th or proguct. in wlmle or in
part, o:t the goil or industry of the United States or any of its posses-
sions (except the Philippine Islands] upon paivhment thereon of duties,
imposts, excises, or taxes whiech sh excess of those levied
upon like articles imported from y other country, tprovinoe. depend-
eney, or colony, admits such arttcles on terms as favorable as those
accorded to any article imported from any other country, é)rovlnce. de-
pendenc, {mor colony, there shall be levied, collected, and paild upoen
articles mrted into the United States and any of its possessions (ex-
cept the Philippine Islands) from such country, province, dependency,
or colony, the growth or prodact of the soil or industry of such country,
gl_:oﬂnce, dependency, or colony, and whether such articles are shipped
om the ports of sneh eoun r{&provlnce, dependency, or colony, or From
any other for the rate of duty prescribed in section 1
of this act; an 1.n I]I:e cases the articles mentioned in section 2 of this
act shall be u.ﬂmltted free of duz
* Whenever on or after sixty days after the passage of this act any
country, province, dependency, or colony dlscrlminstes against any arti-
¢le imported rmm tho United States, or ody ts possessions (except
the Philippina Island.s). the growth or product, Ln whole or in part, of
the soil or industry o e United States, or any of its possessions (ex-
cept the Philippine Islnnﬁs) by levying duties, im

excises, or taxes
thereon in excess of tb

posts,

ose levled upon similar articles imported from
any other ccruntr: ero eg or colony, or in any way fails
to admit an rted trom e United States, or any of its
ons e:mept hilippine Islands), on terms as favorable as

ose accorded to any art cle imported from, and the products of any
other coun province, mdeﬁc or colony, there shall be levied,
collected, an pa.ld npon all artlcles Port\ed into the United States, or

any of its 5
Dradact of Eﬁ:””; OF {adualry Of moch OGNty Proviics, dagendency,
or colony so disc ngnga.lnst an{ article imported from the United
States rates of duty gection 3: Provided howcever,
That these provisions for addlttmt duties shall not ap%ly to the cases
where the preferential duties are those which are give and between
a province, dependeney, colony, or the mother country only.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from New York.

Mr. GARRETT rose.

The CHAIRMAN., Does the gentleman from Tennessee de-
sire to be heard?

Mr. GARRETT, No; I desire to hear the gentleman from
New York.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to that
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Before the word * article,” in the sewnd paragraph of the amend-
ment, insert the word “slml!a.r. B0 as to read, * any similar article
imported from the United Sta ' ete.

The CHAIRMAN, The qnestlon is on the amendment to the
amendment.

The question was taken, and the amendment to the amend-
ment was agreed to.

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, this amendment as nmended
seems to me a repetition of words. I would like to ask the
gentleman from New York what the effect of it is?

Mr. PAYNE. Due to a mistake in printing the original para-
graph alluding to the United States, it =aid “ or any territory
belonging thereto.” The committee substituted the words “ or
any of is possessions.” They meant to substitute it all the way
through, but in redrawing it it was left out, and this change
is made to put it back again. Although the proviso was
changed in the original section, it would probably except from
the provision of this section concessions between the mother
country and the colonies, and would not relate to those made by
the colonies to the mother country and other divisions of gov-
ernment between themselves, and this makes it so that it ex-
cepts any relations between the mother country and any of its
colonies and other forms of government, and between the col-
onies or other forms of government themselves belonging to the
same country.

Mr. PERKINS. I notice that you have inserted the words
“ except the Philippine Islands.” What is the object of that?

Mr. PAYNE. Because our tariff laws do not provide for im-
portations into the Philippine Islands from foreign countries,
We have a separate tariff law for such importations, which was
passed three or four years ago, and so it was only fair to them
to except them from the operation of this section.

Mr. LOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment to the amendment offered by the gentleman from New
York, which I send to the desk. I offer to substitute the lan-
guage which I send to the desk for the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

‘Whenever on or after sixty days from the pma&e of this act it
shall appear to the satisfaction of the President that any country,
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rticle
DTS o the lintied. Stoces, ox tny tereiiary Delongog there
to, the growth or product, in whole or in part, of soll or
industry of the United States or any territory belonging thereto,
through the operation of duties, imposts, excises, taxes, or other re-
strictive measures; or that an{ country, provfnee, dependency, or
colony is, in effect, unfairly exe udlnﬁ by any means any article of
commerce exrﬁorted from the United States or any territory belon
thereto, he shall have the power, and it shall be his duty, to suspen
by gro_cla,nmtion to that effect the imposition and collection of the rate
of duties provided for in sections 1 and 2 of this act on such articles
g0 exported to the United States from such country, provinee, de-
pendency, or colony, and in such case and during such suspension there
ghall be levied, collected, and paid upon such articles so imported into
the United States or any territory belonging thereto the growth or
product of the soll or industry of such country, province, dependency
or colony maintaining such restrictions, the rates of duty prescribeé
in section 3 of this act.

Mr., MANN. Mr Chairman, will not the gentleman modify
his amendment so as to use the same proviso that the gentle-
man from New York did?

Mr. LOWDEN. I was going to suggest that myself. The
latter clause of that amendment may be stricken out, and then
the language that is used by the chairman of the committee
would take the place of it in that respect.

Mr. MANN, Strike out the proviso and amend down to the
grm];iso of the amendment offered by the gentleman from New

ork.

Mr. LOWDEN. That is exactly what I suggest now.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois desire
to be heard?

Mr. LOWDEN. Yes.

Mr. Chairman, the amendment involves the manner in which
the maximum and minimum provisions of the Payne bill are to
be applied. The Payne bill, with the amendment which has
just been offered by the chairman of the committee, seeks to
make the maximum and minimum provisions absolutely auto-
matic, so as to dispense with the intervention in any way of the
executive department of the Government. I want to call the at-
tention of the committee to the fact that the very purpose of the
dual tariff system, which we have adopted in this country for
the first time, is to give us an opportunity to negotiate with
foreign countries so as to get rid of unfair discriminations,
whether those diseriminations are in the schedules themselves or
whether in the form’ of sanitary or other domestic regulations.
The fact is that nearly every substantial diserimination which
has been directed against us during the last few years by other
nations has been a discrimination which would not be overcome
in any way by the adoption of the provision submitted by the
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means.

To illusirate, Germany excludes in a large degree our meat
products- from her markets, but the adoption of this provision
would not prevent a continuance of this practice on her part,
for Germany does not upon the face of her tariff treat our
meat products any differently than the meat products of other
countries. She permits us to ship beef carcasses to her ports
just as she does Belgium and other neighboring countries. She
requires in all cases that such carcasses must be shipped with
the viscera of the carcasses intact and in place. The effect of
this is to absolutely exclude from her markets American beef
in the carcasses, for though Belgium and other neighboring
countries can comply with this regulation, it is, of course, prae-
tically impossible for American meats to be shipped such a
distance in this condition, they being spoiled before they reach
their destination. This diserimination, which does not appear
upon its face to be such, is none the less a real and prohibitive
discrimination against this form of beef exports from the
United States. Germany need not change this regulation or
any other in order to secure for herself the minimum duties
provided for in the Payne bill. Of course I shall not have time
to discuss this subject with anything like thoroughness. To
those who are interested, I desire to call attention to a speech
which I made during the general debate upon this provision
of the bill and which can be found upon page 611 of the
Recorp,

My amendment authorizes the President to put the maximum
rates into effect as against any foreign government whenever
he is satisfied that such foreign country, in effect, diseriminates
against some peculiarly American product, whether such dis-
crimination is effected by schedules, rates, sanitary, or other
domestic regulations or unfairly excludes by any means any
article of commerce exported from the United States. My
amendment simply applies the principle contained in section 3
of the McKinley law and section 3 of the Dingley law. It puts
it in the power of the President to say, in effect, that until any
foreign country shall have extended us equivalent concessions,
such country can not expect from us the benefits of our lowest
duties. You will recall that only two years ago, when we were

threatened by Germany with a trade war, President Roosevelt

had only section 3 of the Dingley law with which to avert that
war. He sent a commission to Germany, and limited as was the
number of articles upon which he was permitted to make con-
cessions, he was enabled by an agreement to avert the injury
threatened to American commerce.

I do hope, Mr. Chairman, the gentlemen of this committee
will realize that we can not have an automatic maximum and
minimum tariff which will take the place of negotiation by the
executive department of the country. The world's way to trade
peace is through trade agreements in which reciprocal conces-
sions are given and received. We have declared for the prin-
ciple of the dual tariff. Let us so provide for the administra-
tion of that tariff as to be able to accomplish this purpose. We
can only do this by conferring upon the President the power to
use the differences between our highest and lowest rates in
negotiations with foreign powers.

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. LOWDEN. Yes.

Mr. SHERLEY. Does the gentleman’s amendment enable the
putting into effect of a given number of the schedules in the
maximum list, or does it require that all of them are to be
put into effect?

Mr. LOWDEN. My amendment, as submitted, requires that
all of them be put into effect, if any are. I should prefer that
-some way be found of authorizing the President to put any or
all the maximum duties into effect unless we are granted equiv-
alent concessions by those to whom we offer our minimum rates.
I have found, however, that many eminent authorities doubt our
power, under the Constitution, to confer this authority upon the
President. The whole question is very elaborately discussed
in the case of Field v. Clark (143 U. 8.). While I have not been
persuaded that this decision is authority for the constitutional
objection, I do find that it is so regarded by many eminent law-
yers. I have preferred, therefore, in framing this amendment to
avoid any constitutional question; because with the adoption
of my amendment we would have a situation where we could
begin to negotiate; where we could begin to say, * If you expect
our lowest duties, do not give us tariffs and sanitary regulations
that upon their face are just as good as those extended to other
countries, but which in effect are directed absolutely against
American exports.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Illinois to the amendment offered by the
gentleman from New York.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
Payng) there were—ayes 73, noes 126.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman——

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman
rise?

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to get some information from
the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means.

Mr. PAYNE. Before I yield, Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer
another amendment to the amendment, which I send to the desk
and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Before the word * article” and after the word * any,” in the first
paragraph, insert the word * similar,” so as to read, * accorded to any
similar article."

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York now
yield to the gentleman from Alabama for a question?

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the gen-
tleman’s attention for information concerning an amendment
which he offered yesterday to paragraph 324, page 91, as follows:

Paragn&h 324. On page 91, line 8, after the word * value,” insert

the following :
“And Jacquard fi goods, in the piece or otherwise, suitable for

use as upholstered goods, or as draperies or covers, composed wholly or

3 piece ‘:f.lue of cotton or other vegetable fiber, made in looms, dyed in
& yarn.

Now, that includes the certain character of goods which I
hold in my hand, and I would be very glad for the chairman
to state to the committee what the increase on those cotton
goods is; and I desire, in this connection, Mr. Chairman, if you
please, to read the following letter while the chairman is
examining these samples.

The letter is as follows:
A. L. Remm & Co.,

s New York, April 6, 1909.

Hon. WILLIAM RICHARDSON.

DEeAR Sie: The American manufacturers, who seem to be running
things =so successfully for the Ways and Means Committee in the
House, 1 see by reports in paper have succeeded in introducing in
aragraph 324, under cotton goods, the wording, " Jacquards, or all
acquards, or Jacquard goods." This wounld put a duty of 50 per cent

on all such goods as inclosed, known to the trade as ‘* Jacquards * or
“ brocades,” and used for women's wear.
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These samples are mercerized 1a\fooﬂa. and we are now psyh:E 4 cents
a square yard on No. 325 and No. 39. It would certainly shut them
out of the market if 50 per cent was asked. It would also affect bed
quilts made in England and Germany, which now pay 25 per cent to 40
er cent, according to value and count. In these goods, it would, I

‘feve, cut importations more than half. The American maker is
well protected on these lines and has difficulty In filling orders.

The southern mills are not afrald of any bed quilts coming from
Burope at present rates.

A L Remn & Co.,

Yours, truly,
By A. L. R,

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, the difficulty is, the people
who sent these samples in that communication had not read
the amendment that was put into the bill. That amendment
does not refer to these goods in the slightest particular.

Mr. RICHARDSON. You say “ Jacquards.”

Mr. PAYNE. But the others are made from chenille, those
are——

Mr. RICHARDSON.
“ Jacquards.”

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, well, the Jacquard loom is used on silk,
cotton, and various other things, for various kinds of goods.
My amendment does not increase the duty on those goods a
penny; not a farthing.

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is no addition to the Dingley law?

Mr. PAYNE. It does not increase them at all, except a
cent a yard on the mercerized goods.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is this true? I am asking for informa-
tion without reflecting upon anybody now—— :

Mr. PAYNE. I do not take it that way. !

Mr. RICHARDSON. I know you do not. Is it not true that
the Dingley schedules on cotton cloth were expected to remain
the same, even up to and after the Ways and Means Committee
ceased its publie hearings, and that it was upon the statement
of the Arkwright Club, of Boston, after the hearings closed,
that these duties were increased in the Payne bill?

Mr. PAYNE. The intention was and they do remain the
same, substantially, in the bill before the House as they were
in the Dingley bill. The addition to this is a cent a yard, be-
cause those goods were mercerized, a process which I described
to the House the other day when we had more time, and the
Honse was satisfied that that was a proper rate of duty for the
new process.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, under section 321, which I called
to your attention last night——

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.
The question is on the amendment to the amendment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN, The gquestion now is upon the amendment
of the gentleman from New York as amended by his amend-
ment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment
to the drawback section.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sectlon 29, on page 197, between lines 10 and 11, insert the following

These are marked in his samples as

aragraph :
P No l:;rawtmck shall be allowed upon the exportation of naretg article
manufactured or produced in whole or in part of grain ral in the

United States unless such article shall have been manufactured or pro-
duced in the same city or town as the article manufactured or produced
from the imported grain, and only upon such articles as are manufac-
tured or produced from grain harvested prior to such importation: And
provided, That the exportation shall be made within twelve months
after the importation of the grain used or checked against: Provided
further, That no drawback shall be allowed under this section upon
domestic material except upon due proof that the imported material
upon which the drawback allowed has actually entered into manu-
facture.

Mr. POU. Mr. Chairman, I offer a substitute for the section
as amended—for the whole section as amended by the gentle-
man's amendment.

Mr, PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
against that.

The CHAIRMAN.
Chair thinks.

Mr. POU. Then I offer this amendment as an amendment
to the gentleman’s amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out the last 19 words of the amendment, which words are as
tOI’l'DI";:t:'ept upon due proof that the imported material upon which the
drawback is allowed has actually entered into manufacture.”

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from North Carolina
desire to be heard?

AMr. POU. Mr. Chairman, I simply desire to say this: This
is that famous section 29 which nobody understands, and if my
amendment be adopted it eliminates domestic articles from the

That is not in order at this time, the

drawback clause. My, Chairman, this is really one of the most
important sections in the entire bill, If adopted as reported by
the committee, it will be difficult to compute the amount it will
take from the Treasury, and if adopted I venture the predic-
tion that the day will come when gentlemen who are respon-
sibtlle for this radical change in existing law will regret their
action.

Mr. PAYNE. That is a very insidious amendment. It might
be called a “ joker” if it was applied to anything else except to
this section and was not offered by the gentleman from North
Carolina [Mr. Pou] and he was allowed to name it. It nulli-
fies the provision of the section and prevents getting any draw-
back on the manufactures manufactured from material bought
in this country, although, under the provision of the section,
the manufacturer had imported material equal in value for
manufacturing, and so forth, and paid the duty on it and manu-
factured the foreign material to go into the domestic trade.
In other words, it restores all the evils of the present draw-
back law, which is so hard to execute, and renders it so diffi-
cult to manufacturers to get back the duties which they have
paid. They must keep separate accounts and keep separate
the manufactures made from the domestic and from the im-
ported articles.

Mr. POU. I merely want to say that if my amendment is
adopted it leaves the drawback clause exactly like it was
under the Wilson bill and under the Dingley bill, and I think
that is broad enough.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman from
New York [Mr., PayNe] allow me to ask him two or three ques-
tions?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. PAYNE. I do.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I would like to ask the
gentleman from New York this question: A great deal of un-
manufactured tobacco is imported into this country which goes
into manufactures. Presumably there will be a rebate check
against it. We export a great many cigarettes. Do I under-
stand that under this amendment and under the drawback
clause, the amendment which I saw in the Recorp this morning,
that any manufacturer of cigarettes, merely by proving that the
tobacco he is checking against as a matter of fact actually en-
tered into manufacture, can go and draw from the Treasury a
drawback to the amount of duty on the cigarettes?

Mr. PAYNE. If he proves that he has imported the same
amount in manufacturing value of tobacco and pays the duty
on it and has manufactured the imported material to go into
domestic consumption, he can get back 99 per cent of the duty
he has paid upon exporting either the product of what he had
imported or the product of domestic tobacco.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Now, that is the way I
understood it. I ask the gentleman if there are any figures
from the Ways and Means Committee showing the enormous
strain that this drawback provision as drawn is going to be on
the revenues of the Government? Has it occurred to the gen-
tleman, for instance, that a great deal of unmanufactured wood,
or partially manufactured wood, is imported into this country,
wood of the same quality that we put into furniture and into
cars—of the “same manufacturing value,” which I think are
the words you use in the drawback clause? Now, if the law is
enacted in its present shape, and the drawback certificates taken
out, every manufacturer of cars—Pullman ecars, or anything
else—who uses wood in manufactures will buy those certificates.
They will go to the Treasury and take that money out. More-
over, is it not going to be the same thing in the case of refined
sugar and crude sugar? Is not every bit of the crude sugar
that comes in here going to have a drawback certificate taken
out on it; and then when it is exported in the form of refined
sngar, or chocolate, or confectionery, or refined molasses, is
there not going to be an enormous drain on the United States
Treasury under this drawback provision?

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say to my friend from Massachu-
setts that, as the law is to-day, if they import sugar and manu-
facture it into confectionery and export the confectionery, they
can get a drawback of 99 per cent of the duty paid.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetis. If they can identify it?

Mr. PAYNE, If they can identify it. That is the present
law. It has worked satisfactorily in a great many cases, but it
is found to be hard work, because a factory can not keep sepa-
rate the domestic sugar—to use that as an illustration—and
the sugar that is imported, and they are not able to get the
drawback. Now, the whole theory of this law is that we may
be allowed to get raw material from abroad without paying the
duty, and have our people perform the labor and the manu-
facturing, and sell it abroad and so get into the markets of the

world.
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Mr., GARDNER of Massachusetts. I understand that per-
fectly well. I understand, of course, the difficnlty which has
arisen. It has arisen in the shoe trade in getting a drawback
on sole leather. -

The trouble- is that if the law is enacted in its present shape
it will put a premium on a man getting his raw materials
abroad. Of course, if it is going to add just so much to our
export trade, and will allow us to import so much additional
raw material and export it in manufactured form, it might be
different; but I am sure you are going to put a premium on
men getting their raw material abroad if you pass the clause
in its present shape. What is more, you are going to cut into
the revenunes to an extent of which the House has no suspicion.

Mr. PAYNE. I think the gentleman's apprehensions are ill-
Ffounded in this respect, because they can not get a drawback
on this raw material unless they export the manufactured arti-
cle. They have to do that; and that helps the laboring men in
this country. They can not export any more than there is a
market for abroad.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Can not they import and
get a drawback?

Mr. PAYNE. In that case they can import and manufacture
the imported goods inte domestic product and sell at home, and
by manufacturing our domestic raw material, so to ecall it, and
export it, they can get the drawback; but it only gives them a
drawback on what they sell abroad.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I understand.

Mr. PAYNE. It increases these manufactures to that extent.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Well, in default of figures
to the contrary, I anticipate a tremendous draft on our revenue
if this clause goes into effect unamended.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.
The gentleman from North Carolina desires to slightly modify
his amendment. Without objection, it will be considered as
modified, and the Clerk will report the amendment as modified.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike ouf, in the last three lines of the amendment, the words * ex-
:ii that ithe imported material wu wbigh ;&e druri

cept u ue egroot

back ig allow has actually entered into man

"W‘hlc!g_ is hereby medﬂcal{r excepted from the operation of this
on,

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from North Carolina.

The guestion was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

Mr. HANNA. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment:

se:iqg' after the word * grain,” wherever it occurg, the words “ of flax-

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to be heard on
his amendment? i

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. Chairman, I want to state to the commit-
tee that this proposed amendment simply is, that wherever the
word “grain” appears that “ flaxseed ” shall be inserted after
it. Flaxseed is not considered as grain. I think it has been so
decided by the courts, and that is all that this amendment of
my colleague does.

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that
the amendment was rejected.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I demand a division.

The CHAIRMAN. A division is demanded.

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I hope the Members will accept
the amendment of the gentleman from North Dakota, and in-
clude flaxseed as grain.

The CHATRMAN. Without objection, the Chair will again
put the guestion.

The question was again taken, and the amendment was

to.
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment:
The Clerk read as follows:

A:&%ud by inserting at the end of line 19, page 195, the following
OV. 4

“That no drawback shall be allowed or paid on account of duties
on importations of live animals.™

Mr, PAYNE. What is the necessity of that? Where is the
manufacture of live animals?

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I know that some members
‘of the commiftee are of the opinion that the drawback clause
does not apply and would not apply to products such as might
be produced or manufactured from Imported live animals, but
from a careful reading of the clause it seems to me that it is
clear that the drawback clause would apply. It provides that
it shall apply on exportations of articles * manufactured” in
the United States, either in whole or in part of imported mate-
rials. Well, canned beef is a manufactured article on which
the drawback might be claimed—* or exportations of articles

a

‘produced’ in the United States.” Canned meats are produced
in the United States. Carcasses exported are prodnced in the
United States, so that both canned and preserved meats and
fresh meats would clearly come within the provisions of the
drawback clause. The result would be this: The duty on live
animals, which now largely keeps the cheap cattle of Mexico
out of Texas and all the range States, would be practically
abrogated, and an enormous business would be built up by the
packers importing live animals into Texas, finishing them in
Texas and the northern range States, canning them at Omaha
and Chicago, and demanding a drawback on the exportation of
their canned meats and fresh meats whether produced from the
imported cattle or not.

Now, if there be any question in regard to this, surely the law
ought to be made clear; and there can be no harm in the accept-
ance of an amendment which makes clear the view of the com-
mittee, that the drawback clause does not apply to the duties
paid on importations of live animals.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas., Will the gentleman allow me fo
ask him a question?

Mr. MONDELL. Certainly.

Mr, STEPHENS of Texas. I desire to ask the gentleman
what is the objection to the Mexican steer being brought into
the United States for the purpose of finishing them by feeding
them?

Mr. MONDELL. That involves the entire question of the
tariff.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It would be of great benefit.

Mr. MONDELIL. They can raise calves cheaper in Mexico
than you can in Texas or anywhere else.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I am talking about the finishing
of steers. .

Mr. MONDELL. I do not care to discuss the question of the
tariff with the gentleman. We have a duty on cattle, which
duty ought to be protective, and that duty will be wiped out and
done away with in effect, and the benefit will acerue to the
packers’ trust, if there be any such truost; and certainly there
should be no objection to the acceptance of this amendment,
which makes it clear beyond all question or controversy that
the drawback clause does not apply to duties paid on importa-
tions of live animals. ‘

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I do not think it makes any
particnlar difference whether this amendment is in or out.

Mr. MONDELL. Let it go in, then.

Mr, PAYNE. I do not think this section provides anything
of that kind, or that it would be possible to get a drawback.

Mr. MONDELL. Then I hope the gentleman will not object.

Mr. PAYNE. If it gratifies the gentleman, I will not object.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr, VREELAND. I offer the following amendment, Mr,
Chairman.

The Clerk read as follows:

Provided further, That crude mgetro!eum and its products shall be
exempt from the provisions of t! section.

Mr, VREELAND. Mr. Chairman, I wish to address the
House upon this proposition briefly. I offer this amendment
at this time as a matter of good faith.

Mr. SHERLEY. I reserve a point of order on the amend-
ment.

Mr. VREELAND. Representing the producers of oil in the
United States, and the 60 or 70 independent refineries, I have
endeavored in this House to have an ad valorem duty of 25 per
cent levied upon the importation of petroleum and its products.
n’l‘:te House has decided otherwise, and has placed oil on the free

No intelligent reason has been offered by any advocate ‘of
this proposition as to how it will benefit the Standard Oil
Company fo have a duty on oil, or to refute the claim of the
producers and of the independent refiners that it is a blow
struck at their interests as competitors of the Standard Oil
Company. The excuse has been made upon this floor that by
reason of this clause in the drawback the Standard Oil Com-
pany could bring in oil from Mexico, could export it and receive
back 99 per cent of the duty paid. That proposition is true.

During my remarks in this House last week I gave notice
that I should offer this amendment when the proper time ar-
rived. During my remarks in offering the amendment day
before yesterday, I again stated to the House that I should
offer this exemption feature, exempting petrolenm from the
drawback clause when the time came to offer it upon this
floor, and I do it now as a matter of good faith, and to show
the sincerity of the men whom I represent in their position.
Any man on this floor could have offered this amendment if I
failed to do so.
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This House has decided as a blow to the Standard Oil Com-
pany, as they believe, that oil shall be put upon-the free list.
I am not criticising the action of the House. I am not as-
suming that it is not intellizent, but we believe that you are
simply giving the Standard Oil Company the benefits of cheap
raw material, which they will use in preference to that pro-
duced in the United States. To-day the Standard Oil Company
has three refineries in Mexico. You have put into their hands
the power to refine that cheap Mexican oil, worth 5 or 10 cents a
barrel, the greatest production ever struck on this globe, and
to bring it into our market free and sell it here. You have
put it into their hands to bring that crude oil from Mexico
to their refineries in New York, Baltimore, and Philadelphia by
ocean freight, mix it with our oils and export it, and to sell
it in our markets. How can the independent refineries meet
this competition? They have no refineries upon the seaboard.
Their refineries are hundreds of miles inland. They would be
compelled to stand the transportation by railroads in order to
obtain the benefit of this free raw material.

This House might as well now proceed to attempt a blow at
the sugar trust by giving them the right to bring in free raw
sugar from Cuba, or by giving them the right to build re-
fineries in Cuba to refine sugar there and to bring it into our
markets free in the name of striking a blow at the American
sugar trust., The only reason I have seen alleged for this ac-
tion was in one of the morning papers of this city. It said
that the secret of this proposition was in the by-products; that
that was where the blow would be struck at the Standard Oil
Company. It may interest these gentlemen to know that the
Standard Oil Company refineries in Mexico within the last
three months bave been fully equipped with every facility for
making all of the by-products that come out of crude oil, and
to-day you have given them free entry into our markets.

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Kentucky will state
his point of order.

Mr. SHERLEY. The point of order is that the motion of
the gentleman from New York is broader than the committee
amendment, and therefore under the rule is not in order.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would ask the gentleman from
Kentucky whether he does not think that instead of being
broader it narrows the committee amendment?

Mr. SHERLEY, It is broader in a parliamentary sense, that
it goes outside of the provision of the committee amendment.

Mr. VREELAND. I withdraw my amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will
be considered as withdrawn. The question now is upon the
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr.
Payne] as amended.

The amendment of Mr. PAy~NE as amended was agreed to.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following committee
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 232, sectlon 41, strike out lines 24 and 25, and on page
236 strike out lines 1 to D, Inclusive.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol-
lowing as a substitute.

The Clerk read as follows:

That (a) before any letters patent shall be issued b
States on any article, commodity, compound, device, mec! ical appli-
ance, or machine to be protected by patent, or (b) before any copyright
ghall be issued by the United States on any article, musical composi-
lon, mugical instrument, or device for reproducing music or musical
composition, or any plc{ure, book,
literature or art to be protected by copyright, to a.ng_ citizen of any
foreign muntg. the applieant for such copyright registration or patent
sghall png to the United States the same amount of copyright or patent
fees, and subject himself to all the laws, conditions, restrictions, rules,

limitations, and regulations that are imposed by the country of said
citizen or subject upon a citizen of the United States for securing
cOpdyrighta or obtaining and maintaining patents or for manufacturing
and selllng the patented article or article copyrighted in such rore[ﬁn
country, and the failure on the part of the forei patentee to col:l:ll:c‘jy‘1
with this law shall operate as a forfeiture and cancellation of su
copyright or letters patent: Provided, That citizens of any forei
countiry having no copyright or patent laws, or having such laws, do
not permit copyrights or patents to issue to citizens of this country,
ghall not be entitled to copyrights or patents in the United States.

Mr. CURRIER. To that, Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point
of order.

Mr. PAYNE. T reserve a point of order. It is not germane.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I understand the
object of this bill is to raise revenue.

The CHATRMAN. The amendment is not debatable at pres-
mﬁt The Chair is trying to find out how the amendment ap-
plies,

Mr, PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, the section makes provision for
~patents by foreign citizens in the United States. This amend-

the United

pamphlet, or any other work of

ment proposes a whole code in regard to issuing patents and in
regard to the copyright laws.

Mr. CURRIER. Mr. Chairman, this amendment applies not
merely to patents but to copyrights, and under the rules of
the House if any part of an amendment is subject to a point of
order the whole amendment is.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. This amendment offered by me
is broader by containing the word “ copyrights,” but the Chair
will find that under the law copyright is carried through the
statutes with patents in one general provision.

The CHATRMAN. The amendment offered by the gentleman
from New York proposes to strike out section 41. The amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Texas proposes as a sub-
stitute amendment to strike out section 41 and insert certain
matter in lien thereof. The original section 41 relates only to
patents issued by the United States to subjects of foreign coun-
tries or, rather, to manufacture thereunder, which it makes
subject to retaliatory conditions. That is the entire scope of the
section. The amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas
seeks to regulate the granting of patents by fixing the fees, and
so forth. It controls the operation of the Patent Office, and in
addition thereto applies to and regulates copyrights, which are
not mentioned in the original section at all. It may be that
patents and copyrights are both treated of in certain statutes
heretofore enacted, but copyrights are not carried in section 41
of the bill. The point of order must be sustained. The amend-
ment is not germane.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, Then I move to strike out the
word “copyright” wherever it occurs and let the amendment
apply to patents only.

Mr. PAYNE. I hope the gentleman's amendment will be re-
ported.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment as
modified by the gentleman from Texas,

The Clerk read as follows:

That before any letters patent shall be issued by the United States
on any article, commodity, compound, device, mechanical appliance, or
machine to be Fmtected by patent, or to any citizen of any fore
country, the ar;p icant for such patent shall pizfy to the United States the
same amount of patent fees, and subject himself to all the laws, conditions,
restrictions, runles, limitations, and regulations that are il%posed the
country of sald citizen or subject upon a citizen of the United States
for patents or for manufacturing and selling the patented article in
such foreign country, and the failure on the part of the foreign pat-
entee to comply with this law shall operate as a forfeiture and can-
cellation of letters patent: Provided, That citizens of any foreign coun-
try having no patent laws, or, having such laws, do not permit patents
to issue to citizens of this country, shall not be entitled to patents in
the United States.

Mr. PAYNE. I make the same point of order, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. STEI’HENS of Texas. Why, this is germane.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from
New York, if he desires to be heard.

Mr. PAYNE. The paragraph in the bill simply relates to
the working of the patents in this country after they obtain
them, requiring that they shall comply with all the provisions
of that country from which they apply. This amendment
offered by the gentleman from Texas commences at the begin-
ning and makes a patent law for those citizens from the begin-
ning to the end.

Mr. CURRIER. Mr. Chairman, the paragraph in the bill
refers solely to domestic manufacture of patented articles for
a foreign citizen who obtains a patent here, and has no relation
to anything else, and the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Texas goes into the whole matter of fees,

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, it applies cer-
tainly to the obtaining of patents, and they could not be ob-
tained unless fees should be paid. The foreigner never could
have a patent in the United States unless it could be obtained
by the payment of fees. The object of the amendment is to
have reciprocity between foreign nations and the United States
and to require foreigners to comply with our laws before they
can obtain patents here, to give them no greater benefits or
rights than we have in other countries.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. Section 41,
as it appears in the bill, relates entirely to manufacturing under
patents granted by the United States to foreigners. The amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS] does
not, in its modified form, embrace copyrights, but Is still much
broader than section 41 and applies to different matters.

It applies to the regulation and granting of patents by the
United States. It is not confined to the manufacture of articles
under such patents. It provides for the fees to be paid for
patents; declares that under certain conditions no patents shall
be granted at all, and that in certain cases patents previously
granted by the United States shall be canceled.

therefore, thinks it not germane and sustains the point of order,

The Chair, -
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Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I think in justice to the commit-
tee that I ought to say a word about striking out this section.
It was put in by the Committee on Ways and Means after
great deliberation, and to cure an evil and an abuse, which is
this: Some foreign counfries provide that where our citizens
obtain patents there and they do not work the patents—that is,
manufacture within a certain number of years—then the coun-
tries can cancel the patents. It is usually left in the power of
some officer to exercise his discretion in that direction—of course,
we could not under our Constitution leave that to any official
in the United States—and the result is that in some foreign
countries the citizens are actually advertising for a chance for
foreigners to come in there, citizens of the United States, and
build factories, eligible sites, and so forth, in order that they
may protect their patents by working them within the four
years. After we had prepared this amendment with some care
and had consulted with some Members of the House who had
special knowledge of the subject, we were met by a reference to
a convention beld in 1882 by the principal powers of the world,
in which it was mutually agreed that the rights, and so forth,
of patentees in patented articles—aliens—should not be diserim-
inated against in favor of the citizens of the country in their
rights obtained under the patent, and we found we could not
pass this without doing something in contravention of that
convention of the powers to which we had subscribed in 1887.
Therefore, Mr. Chairman, we are obliged to forego this, and the
only way out of it would be to make this same provision apply
to all future patents issued both to citizens of our own country
and to foreign citizens. Of course, we were not prepared to
take that step, but it is something which I hope the Committee
on Patents will work out, and that at an early date that com-
mittee will bring a bill into this House which will cure the evil,

They will find in the hearings before this committee how
widespread this evil is, and I do not think the doctrine of pro-
tection could be extended in any one direction with greater
good to the manufacturers of the United States and the work-
ing people of the United States than to bring some sort of
order out of this confusion, providing some sort of remedy by,
way of retaliation, if you choose to ecall it so, against those
foreign countries which are thus able by their laws to exercise
diserimination against the people of our own country.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the
gentleman if he is opposed to the reciprocity idea involved in
the amendment which I propose? It means nothing at all ex-
cept reciprocity. It requires them to comply with the same laws
that we have to comply with.

Mr. PAYNE. I will say to the gentleman that after having
devoted some time to the study of this question, I am not will-
ing to accept the amendment, or any amendment, offered by any
gentleman on the floor of the House which I have not time to
even hear read intelligently because of the confusion of the
House, much less to form an opinion as to whether it conflicts
with that convention, which I have not before me, or whether
it will work more evil than good in the way of curing this
difficulty.

Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote.

Mr., CURRIER. Mpr. Chairman, I desire to say that the
Committee on Patents has had this matter under consideration,
and we have gone far enough to know that this proposition is
utterly unworkable.

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from New York.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following committee
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN.
committee amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sre. 81. On page 198, line 135, after the word * correct,” Insert “ com-
plete and detailed,” and on page 198, line 16, after the word * mer-
chandise,” insert “ and of the packages, wrappings, or other coverings
containing it.”

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I also offer the following com-
mittee amendment. 3

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 11. On page 182, line 6, after the word * indicate,” insert the
words * the name of the maker and.”

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I also offer the following com-
mittee amendment.-

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the same.

The Clerk read as follows:

BEc. 27. On page 191, line 19, after the word *“ bond,” Insert the
following : * to foreign countries, or to the Philippine Islands.”

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The gentleman from New York offers a |

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I also offer the following com-
mittee amendment,

The CHAIRMAN.  The Clerk will report the amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 27. On page 191, line 25, after the word * vessel,"” Insert the
following : “Provided, That the waste material or by-products incident
to the processes of manufacture in sald bonded warehouse may be with-
drawn for domestic corsumption on the payment of duty egual to the
duty which would be assessed and collected by law If such waste or
by-products were imported from a foreign country.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I also offer the following com-
mittee amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 29. On pn(fe 196, line 17, after the word * warehouse,” insert the
words * and bonded manufacturing warehouse.”

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. PAYNE. Mryr. Chairman, I also offer the following com-
mittee amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Section 37, on page 231, line 5, strike out the words * twenty-nine
and thirty " and insert in lieu thereof * thirty-four, thirty-five, thirty-
six, and ty-seven.”

The guestion was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for
the Clerk to read this short letter.

The CHAIRMAN. Would it suit the gentleman's purpose to
have the letter inserted in the Recorp?

Mr. ADAMSON. Yes.

The letter referred to is as follows:
Farm LiFe,
Chicago, April 7, 1509.
Hon. WiLLiaM C. ADAMSON,
Congress Hall, Washington, D. C.

Dear Siz: I would like to call your careful attention to the inclosed
editorial, which appears in the April number of Farm Life.

We have devoted a great deal of attention to this question of the lum-
ber tariff and are convinced that the farmers are overwhelmingly in
favor of free lumber, and we believe that the editorial states the argu-
ment for free lumber concisely and incontrovertibly.

In conclusion, we would warn Members of Congress against allowing
themselves to be trapped into adopting a futile lumber schedule by per-
mitting a diserimination between rough and finished lumber. Finished
lumber is the only kind of lumber the individual consumer—the farmer—
buys, generally speaking. To leave the duty prohibitive on finished
lumber, as it is in the Payne bill, would be a sion fiasco.

i truly,
i) pras HerperT H. BowDEN, Editor.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I also offer the following com-
mittee amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

SEC. 33. On page 221, strike out all of lines 14 to 24, inclusive, and
insert in lieu thereof the following: “mno pa of manufactured
tobacco, snuff, cigars, or cigarettes prescribed by law shall be permitted
to have packed or attached to or connected with them, nor affixed to,
branded, Btﬂ.ml’)ed, marked, written, or printed upon them, any Enper,
certificate, or Instrument purporting to be or represent a ticket, chance,
share, or interest in or dependent upon the event of a lottery, or any
indecent or immoral picture, representation, print, or words; and any
violation of the provisions of this pa ph shall subject the offender
to the penalties and punishment pmviied by section 3456 of the Re-
vised Statutes.”

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, we would like to have some
explanation of this.

Mr. PAYNE. I can explain it in a word if it is desired.
We amended the tobacco section in order to get an increased
internal-revenue tax upon cigarettes for the sake of the revenue,
and in amending it we copied the whole section, making the
changes which were necessary for this increased tax, and in
doing so inadvertently the law, which had been repealed, was
put in as the last clause of the section, and the law as it has
since been amended is in the language which I have offered now
:11: an amendment. It simply makes it conform to the present

w.

Mr. MANN. You strike out the provision which had been
rejected.

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chariman, I would like to be heard for
a moment on the amendment offered by the gentleman from
New York.

I am in favor of the provision in the Payne bill as it was
reported by the Committee on Ways and Means. It may have

an inadvertence, as the chairman of the committee
states, that this paragraph was included, but if it was it was
in the interest of the independent tobacco manufacturers of the
United States as against the tobacco trust. The law, to which
the gentleman from New York refers, was enacted in 1902,
since which time the American tobacco trust has been using
the internal-revenue law as a medium for carrying on its gift
enterprises, and thereby subjecting the independent manufac-
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turer, who could not afford to manufacture his tobacco, and
at the same time accompanying the package with a coupon
redeemable in cash or redeemable in some article of merchan-
dise. The paragraph which the gentleman from New York [Mr.
Paywe] seeks to strike out of his own bill was enacted in the
Dingley law originally.

The tobacco companies made up a case, took it to the Supreme
Court of the United States, and the Supreme Court of the
United States sustained that law. It was then that Congress
enacted this act, approved July 1, 1902, which enables the trust
to carry on its ruinous competition, as it has been doing ever
since the enactment of this law.

Now, the independent tobacco manufacturers have been con-
tending against this competition for the last six years. Many
of them have been driven out of business in consequence of the
use of the internal-revenue laws which the tobacco trust has
been making of those laws, for the purpose of carrying on the
business of selling not only the taxed article in the package,
but also carrying a coupon in the form of a prize, either in cash
or otherwise.

The gentleman from New York claims that the union label
could not be included in the package. If that is so, which I do
not understand to be the fact, it will be very easy to correct
this paragraph by amending it so as to include a proviso mak-
ing definite and certain the fact that the union label will not be
eliminated from the package. But in the interest of the in-
dependent tobacco manufacturers of the United States, who I
know have suffered in consequence of the existing law and the
practice of the tobacco trust under it, I sincerely hope that this
committee will not strike out this paragraph, but will allow it
to remain as the committee has reported it to the House.

Mr. LARRINAGA. Mr. Chairman, if the amendment of the
committee to paragraph 275, relating to the duty on pineapples,
is carefully studied it will practically come to this: That the
duty on a box of pineapples, having approximately the same
weight as a box of cranges, will be 16 cents; while the duty on
a box of oranges, having practically the same weight, will be
80 cents a box, and for a box of lemons $1. Why this diserimi-
nation? If the oranges of Florida and California are to be
protected with that duty, why should not the pineapples of
Florida, Porto Rico, and the Hawaiian Islands be equally pro-
tected? Oranges are produced in trees like apples, and once
the tree is in full bearing there is practically no other expense
than the cost of picking them. Boxing is the same as in the
case of pineapples, while these last have to be replanted every
year. Why, then, should oranges and lemons be protected with
a duty four and five times higher than that on pineapples?

There is no reason whatever for such discrimination; and, in

due justice to the pineapple producer, the duty should be at least
equal to that on oranges or lemons, which is about 1 cent per
pound. Thege is another reason why the American production
of pineapples should be protected the same as the oranges.
Cuba has the benefit of 20 per cent rebate on the duties on
fruits. Cuoba is much nearer than Porto Rico to the American
markets, for these are practically within a few hours' distance
and Porto Rico is 14 miles away. Cuba has all means and
facilities for tramsportation, which is a very important and
favorable circumstance in the case of the fruit industry.

Besides these facilities there are many others in favor of
Cuba, such as the value of land, for while an acre of land suit-
sble for pineapples in that island is worth from §15 to $40, in
Porto Rico ean not be bought for less than $100 to $§150. Very
little or no fertilizer is reguired in Cuba for the production of
pineapples, which is not the case in Porto Rico. By virtue of
the fact that Cuban fruit can be transported in foreign bottoms,
competition is possible, and therefore cheaper rates of freight.
The frequency of communications between Cuba and the Ameri-
can market, which practically is daily, is another very impor-
tant item in the fruit business. The acreage used in the culti-
vation . of pineapples represents already about $1,000,000, and
this in American territory, and there is no doubt that in the
next few years will increase many times that figure. A com-
parison of the shipments from Cuba with those from Porto
Rico is remarkably in favor of the latter. In 1908 Cuba shipped
some 750,000 boxes of pineapples, while Porto Rico shipped only
74,001. For the year 1809 Cuba’s estimated yield is 1,200,000,

_ while Porto Rico will ship about 561,800 boxes; in 1910 Porto
Rico counld ship, if this industry is properly protected, about
one and one-half million boxes.

As to the possibility of Porto Rico, Florida, and the Hawaiian
Islands producing all the pineapples necessary for the American
market, within the next three years, there can be no doubt. A
single glance at the following tabulations will show this.

1 ]
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Capitulation of aoreage now plented and 1d for 1909, with estimatcs

of increase in acreage and mu for mn,%‘: , in Porto Rioca.

1900, 1010,

! Distriet. | 3 Approxi-| | Appro
/ e 1:3.% a mateﬂ
number BETe- | number
planted. boxes. age. boxa.
Rio Piedras 1,201 | 257,060 1,158 , 300
Pueblo Viejo-. - 123 27,800 213 73,800
Vega Baja Manati and Barceloneta_ . 690 | 114,100 766 268, 700
Bayamon 800 62,900 b15 180,560
Mayaguez-Fonce. 500 | 100,000 500 , 000
Total.. 2,714 | 561,850 3,147 | 1,238,850

Now, Mr. Chairman, that the coffee industry is doomed to die,
as even my amendment leaving the coffee of the poor man on
the free list was voted down two days ago on the floor of this
House; now that misery and starvation will stare in the face a
large part of our population with the ruin of our coffee in-
dustry, I hope that Congress will be willing, at least in this
infant industry of the pineapple production, to remedy in some
measure, although small, the great sufferings which this tariff
will inflict on the people of the island of Porto Rico.

Mr. GAINES. Mr, Chairman, I move that the debate on this
paragraph be now closed.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia moves
that the debate on this paragraph be now closed.

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts, Mr, Chairman, I desire
to offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gquestion is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE].

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHATRMAN,. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. TAWNEY. Was the amendment of the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. GarpxEr] offered to the paragraph or to
the amendment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAY~NE] ?

Mr, GAINES. None was offered. Regular order, Mr, Chair-
man.

Mr. TAWNEY. Has the vote been taken on the amendment
of the gentleman from New York?

The CHATRMAN. Yes.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I call for a division on
the vote.

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask for a division
of the vote on the amendment offered by the gentleman from
New York [Mr. PAYNE].

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. It is too late now.

Mr, GAINES. Regular order!

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr., Garpxer] had just offered
an amendment, and nobody knew he had withdrawn it, I sup-
posed the vote was on his amendment.

Mr, MANN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Garp-
NER] "did not offer an amendment. Anybody who was paying
attention knew what was taking place.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the parliamentary
situation. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PA¥x~E] offered
an amendment. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
Garp~NER] stated that he was going to offer an amendment. He
did not send it to the Clerk’s desk. He did not offer it, and it
was not reported. The Chair distinctly stated the question to
be on the motion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE].
Now, if the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAwNEY] states
that he was upon his feet and demanding a division, the Chair
will recognize him now to demand a division.

Mr. TAWNEY. I was not demanding a division, because I
did not know the amendment was voted on at all,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not recognize a demand for
division under those circumstances.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman——
ris‘ghe CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman

7

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. To demand a division.

The CHAIRMAN. It is too late to demand a division.

Ml‘l;: McCALTL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
men

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 221, after line 24, Insert & mew section to read ns follows:
“ 8xC. 3 That subdivision 9 of section 8244 of the United States
Revised Statutes, as amended by section 69 of the act entitled ‘An act
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to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other
purposes,’ a{pgroﬂﬂ August 28, 1804, is hereby further amended so as
1o read as follows:

“ Every Person whose business it is to manufacture tobacco or snuff
for himself, or who employs others to manufacture tobacco or snuff,
whether such manufacture be by cutting, pressing, grinding, crnshing,
or rubbing of any raw or leaf tobacco, or otherwise preparing raw or leaf
tobacco, or manufactured or partially manufactu tobacco or snufl, or
the putting up for use or consumption of scraps, waste, clippings, stems,
or deposits of tobacco resulting from any process of handling tobacco, or
by the working or preparation of leaf tobacco, tobacco stems, scraps,
clippings, or waste, by sifting, twisting, screening, or any other process,
shall be regarded as a manufacturer of tobacco: Provided, That un-
stemmed tobacco in the natural leaf and not manufactured or altered in
any manner shall not be subject to any internal-revenue tax or charge of
any kind whatsoever, and it shall be lawful for any person to buy and sell
such unstemmed tobacco in the leaf without payment of tax of any
kind : Provided further, That any person who sells natural-leaf tobacco
to manufacturers of toﬁacco, snuff, or cigars shall be deemed and con-
sidered a dealer in leaf tobaceo and become subject to all the provisions,
rules, and regulations of subsection 6 of section 3244, United States Re-
vised Statutes, as amended by section 14, act of March 1, 1879, and also
as amended by the act of March 3, 1883, and further, shall be subject to
all the provislons of section 3360, United States Revised Statufes, as
amended by section 14, act of March 1, 1879, and of sections 3359 and
3391, United States Revised Statutes : And provided further, That farm-
ers and growers of tobacco may sell leaf tobacco of their own growth and
raising to manuofacturers of tobacco, snuff, or cigars without being con-
sldered leaf dealers or manufacturers of tobacco and shall not be subject
to the sections of the law and amendments thereof above named.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.
[Loud applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The hour of 3 o'clock having arrived, the
committee will now rise and report the bill to the House. [Loud
applause, ]

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker resumed the
chair,

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union instruects me to report that it
has further considered the bill H. R&. 1438, the ftariff bill.
While so considering it the hour of 3 o'clock having arrived, in
pursuance of the resolution of the House governing its proceed-
ings, the committee rose, and now, through its Chairman, re-
ports to the House the said bill and sundry amendments thereto.

The SPEAKER. The Chairman of the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union reports from that com-
mittee the bill H. R. 1438, the tariff bill, with sundry amend-
ments thereto. Under the terms of the special order made by
the House the vote will be taken first upon the committee
amendments, and the vote on the committee amendments under
the order of the House will be taken in gross execept upon cer-
tain specified amendments.

Mr. MANN. A parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. MANN. The commitfee amendment on the subject of
barley and barley malt was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. But that is excepted by the special order
of the House, if a separate vote is demanded.

Mr. MANN. That is what I understand; that is the reason
why I directed the attention of the Chair to the fact that all
committee amendments are not to be voted on in gross.

The SPEAKHR. All are committee amendments save the ex-
cepted subjects contained in the special order.

Mr. MANN. I understand under the language of the special
order that these special amendments are to be voted on sepa-
rately, but that it requires a demand of some Members of the
House to have the separate vote.

The SPEAKER. If a separate vote is demanded.

Mr, PERKINS. I wish to state——

The SPEAKER. The vote will first be taken on the amend-
ments in gross that come under the special order and that do
not require a separate vote.

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that
the ayes seemed to have it.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yeas and nays!

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. NORRIS. A parliamentary inguiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. NORRIS. The Chair has stated that this vote is on a
committee amendment?

The SPEAKER. Excepting specified subjects in the general
order,

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is the House entitled to a separate
vote on each of the amendments?

The SPEAKER. On the excepted subjects, if it is demanded.
That is on the excepted subjects under the special order; and
the order specifies that a vote shall be taken upon the other
amendments in gross.

Mr. CLARK of Missourl.
the yeas and nays.

I will withdraw the demand for

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the order for the yeas
and nays is vacated.

There was no objection.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Then the amendments pertaining
to barley malt, tea, and coffee are committee amendments, as I
understand it?

The SPEAKER. They are specially excepted under the order
under which we have been proceeding; and the Chair is putting
the question only upon those specially referred to in the order
on which the vote is to be taken in gross.

The question was taken on the amendments not specified, and
they were agreed to in gross.

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any re-
maining amendment? .

Mr., TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment under
the rule to paragraph 708, the free list. Amend paragraph 708,
page 167, by inserting after the word “ wood,” in line 16, the
following :

Sawed boards, planks, deals, and other lumber of white wood, syeca-
more, and bass wood, and sawed lumber, timber hewn, sided, squared,
and sawed, and round timber used for spars or in building wharves.

The SPEAKER. Well, the amendment can be reported after
it is ascertained on what a separate vote is demanded. Is there
any other separate vote?

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I demand a separate vote on hides.

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on tea?

Mr. FORDNEY. The only vote that you can have on that
paragraph is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from
Minnesota, which is not in order, as it was voted on in the
committee.

The SPEAKER. The Chair is trying to ascertain on which
of these amendments a separate vote is desired.

Mr. SCOTT. Mr, Speaker, I desire to ask for a separate vote
on the amendment relating to hides.

Mr, SHERLEY. I ask for a separate vote on oil.

The SPEAKER. A separate vote is demanded on lumber,
hides, and oil.

Mr. SHERLEY.

The SPEAKER.

Mr. PERKINS.

Barley and barley malt.
Barley and barley malt.
Do I understand——

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. As a separate vote is not demanded on the
amendments known as the “tea and coffee amendments,” the
vote will be taken upon those two amendments in gross.

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker——

Mr. POINDEXTER. A parliamentary inquiry. In view of
the fact that the vote has already been taken on the amend-
ments in gross, and you are now proceeding to take a vote upon
certain separate amendments, and there are certain other sep-
arate amendments not included in the vote in gross, and not
included in this demand for separate votes, what disposition is
to be made of them?

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not aware of any such amend-
ments, except the tea and coffee amendments, and those articles
are included, and the Chair was about to put the question. As
a separate vote was not demanded upon the tea and coffee amend-
ments, the Chair was about to put the question on agreeing to
those amendments in gross.

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I do not want to waive
the point that I wished to make a moment ago in regard to
the amendment on hides. I shall also demand a separate vote
on an amendment offered to that amendment by the gentleman
from Alabama. ,

The SPEAKER. That will come later, after these two
amendments are disposed of. As many as favor agreeing to
the amendments indicated will say ‘‘aye,” those opposed “no.”

The question being taken, the amendments were agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The first vote in order upon the bill is on
lumber. That is because lumber is the first paragraph that
is reached in the bill, and, proceeding through the bill regu-
larly, the vote would come upon this amendment first.

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make one sugges-
tion which will affect the vote. If the vote is taken first on
the amendment to paragraph 708, which is a part of the lumber
vote, that will entirely dispose of the necessity of votes on the
other two amendments. For that reason, I ask that the vote
be taken first on the amendment to paragraph 708, the free list.

Several Mempers Regular order!

The SPEAKER. The  regular order
Clerk will report the amendment.

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, I insist that the amendment
offered first by the gentleman from Minnesota be voted on, if
I am correct in my construction of the rules of the House,

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first amendment,

is demanded. The
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Mr. FORDNEY. I will withdraw my demand.’

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman from Michigan has with-
drawn his demand.

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Minnesota
says that if a vote on this paragraph is defeated, that will settle
the guestion and he will not demand a vote on paragraphs 196
and 197, and no one else will, and that will end the lumber
gchedule if that is correct.

Mr. SABATH. The gentleman from Minnesota can not bind
all the Members of the House,

Mr. FORDNEY. Then I demand the regular order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan demands
the regular order.

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, I want to demand a separate vote
on the lumber schedule on the De Armond amendment, which
provides for free lumber, which was the first amendment offered
in the Committee of the Whole, and the one first acted upon in
the Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. The first amendment that comes in order
on the bill is in paragraph 197, page 54, an amendment offered
by——

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. A point of order, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there is no better way
to submit these amendments, unless by unanimous consent, than
to begin at the paragraph which comes first, and that is para-
graph 197.

Mr. FITZGERALD. One ninety-six, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The amendment that was offered to para-
graph 197, first reached upon the bill, was offered by the gentle-
man from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY].

Mr. FITZGERALD. I rise to a question of order.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. A parliamentary inquiry,
Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Was not the first Tawney amend-
ment knocked out on a point of order? I think I can state the
case as it was.

The SPEAKER. The point of order amendments are not up
to the House. The House has no knowledge of them.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is what I am trying to ex-
plain to the Chair. Now, the situation was that the first amend-
ment that was offered, I offered, and the gentleman from Min-
nesota raised——

The SPEAKER. The Chair—

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I should like to explain the par-
liamentary situation.

The SPEAKER. But the Chair desires to explain, a moment.
The Chair is not presumed to know, and, in fact, does not know
the exact moment of time that these various amendments were
offered, but by the report of the Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, the first one of
these preferred amendments under the special order is one that
seems to have been offered by the gentleman from- Minnesota
[Mr. TAwNEY], as determined by the order of the bill, the
paragraph, and the lines in the paragraph. The Chair thinks
that is the proper rule to adopt.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri.. I was trying fo enlighten the
Chair as to what happened in the Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. The Chairman of the Committee of the
TWhole is the only one that can enlighten the House upon what
was done in the Committee of the Whole.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The Recorp itself will show.

The SPEAKER. The Chair follows the report of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union as made
by its Chairman, and has not other data to guide the Chair,
except that report.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. .

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it

Mr. MANN. I understood the Speaker to say that section
197 was the first paragraph to which an amendment was offered.
There was a motion made to amend paragraph 196, which comes
before 197. If the Speaker is to take the paragraphs in the
order in which they occur in the bill we would have to take
first the motion to strike out paragraph 196 from the bill.

The SPEAKER. There seems to be no record of the motion
‘spoken of by the gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. MANN. There was such a motion made—defeated, it is
true. Ordinarily a defeated motion would have no standing
before the House, but under the special rule the fact that the
motion did not prevail makes no difference, and we are still
entitled to a vote.

The SPEAKER. The Chair is causing inguiry to be made at
the desk, and finds no such written motion reported by the
chairman of the committee.

Mr,

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I think there was no written mo-
tion, but there was a motion made, and is shown by the Recorp
as having been made, Of course there is no journal of it, be-
cause it was a defeated motion.

'1&1& SPEAKER. The Chair has no knowledge of any such
motion.

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SFEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. HENRY of Texas., The Speaker stated that we can only
receive information through the Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole in regard to amendments voted upon. There were two
amendments offered by the gentleman from Minnesota in the
Committee of the Whole; which one of these amendments does
the Speaker propose to submit?

Mr. TAWNEY. There were three amendments offered by
“the gentleman from Minnesota.”

Mr. HENRY of Texas. One was ruled out on a point of
order made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Firz-
GERALD]——

Mr. TAWNEY. That was reoffered on page 1129 of the
Recorp.

Mr. HENRY of Texas. The first was on page 1126.

Mr. TAWNEY. That was the first, and then the next amend-
ment was to strike out paragraph 196, and the third amend-
ment was to transfer the one stricken out to paragraph 808,
which is the free list.

Mr. Speaker, let me state, for the information of the Chair,
that when the first vote was taken——

The SPEAKER. This is an exceptional condition the House
finds itself in, operating under the special rule, and the Chair
will call upon the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Orm-
sTED], Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union, to make a supplemental report, if he so
desires, as to the verbal amendment that was offered by the
gentleman from Minnesota.

Mr. TAWNEY. The reason it does not appear in the Recorp
is because I withheld my remarks that day for revision and
have not published them.

The SPEAKER. But the Chair finds it on page 1139 of the
Recorp. [Laughter.]

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, without having examined the
Recorp carefully, or without having attempted to remember all
the amendments that were offered, I have a distinet recollec-
tion that the first amendment offered was by the gentleman
from Missouri. It was ruled out of order.

That was to paragraph 197, and, I think, also included some
other matter. Then an amendment was offered by the gentle-
man from Minnesota [Mr. TaAwNEY], which was ruled out of
order, The first amendment actually voted upon, directed to
paragraph 197, was offered by the gentleman from Minnesota
[Mr., TawnNey]. Afterwards the gentleman from Minnesota
made an inquiry of the Chair, whether or not amendments not
offered in committee could under the special order be voted on
in the House. The Chair declined to answer that guestion,
stating that he had a distinet opinion upon it, but that it was a
question to be determined by the Speaker or by the House and
not in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.
Thereupon the gentleman from Minnesota stated that in order
to preserve his rights he proposed certain other amendments,
including the one striking out section 196. He did offer such an
amendment, and it was not agreed to by the committee. That
is why it does not appear among the amendments reported from
the committee. Nevertheless it is, under the special order, en-
titled to be voted on in the House. :

Mr. MANN. That is the first paragraph which was amended?

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. OrmsTED] is wrong about the first vote. The first
vote was on an amendment offered by myself.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read as follows from the
Recorp, supplementing the statement of the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. OrmsteEp], and the Chair presumes from
what he says that he refers to the entry which the Chair has
found in the Recorp, and which the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

[Page 1139 of the RECORD.]

Mr. TAwxEY. Then, In order that there may-be no quesﬂon nbout i
I will ofﬁerognendments to strike out paragraph 196 and to

ragra
Iw’;l‘h«a HAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment which the gen-
tleman from Minnesota offers.

T'll%m“k R agu._‘.tollo ph 196, being 1i 1 17, 18, and 19.”

o e pmgr nes &

The %furnuur The question is on "the amendm

The gquestion was taken, and the amendment was mject.ad.
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The SPEAKER. So far as the Chair knows, that is the first
amendment in order.

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, it is proper to add that the
first amendment actually voted upon in Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union was an amendment offered by
the gentleman from Missourl [Mr. De Armonp] touching para-
graph 197.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, no one disputes that.

The SPEAKER. To what paragraph of the bill?

Mr. MANN. That was the paragraph 197.

The SPEAKER, Paragraph 196 will first be disposed of.

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, a point of order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it,

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, under the rule we
are given the list of those subjects amendments on which ecan be
voted upon separately, regardless of the action of the Commit-
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. I make the
point of order that hides come first in that list, lumber second,
oil next, and so forth, and that the rule does not follow the
order in the bill, but varies from it. I make the point of order
that the order of those subjects as contained in the rule should
be followed in the House in taking the vote.

The SPEAKER. The Chair has fully considered that matter,
and has ruled that under this special order the vote would
come in the order of the paragraph in the bill, because the spe-
cial order itself upon that matter is conflicting. The first part
of the special order speaks first of lumber. The latter part of
the special order speaks first of hides, The Chair, after con-
sidering the whole special order, has decided to folldw the order
of the paragraph in the bill

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, can we have the amendment
again reported?

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will again
report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 54, strike out paragraph 196, being lines 16, 17, 18, and 19.

Mr. CANDLER. Mr, Speaker, may we have paragraph 196
read?

The SPEAKER. Without objection, paragraph 196 will be read.

There was no objection, and the Glerk read paragraph 196
of the bill, as follows:

196. Timber, hewn, sided, or squared otherwise than by sawing (not
less than 8 inches square) and round timber used for spars or in
bullding wharves, one- of 1 cent per cuble toot.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment to strike
out paragraph 196,

The question was taken.

Mr, TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there wem—yeus 184, nays 198,
not voting 6, as follows:

Smith, IJowa Steenerson Talbott Underwood
BSmith, Tex, Stephens, Tex. Tawney Volstead
pight Sterling Taylor, Colo, Wallace
Stafford Stevens, Minn. Thomas, Ky, Weisse
Stanley Sulzer Tou Velle Woods, Towa
NAYS—1908.
Adamson Elvins Knowland Polndcxter
Alexander, N. Y. Englebright Kronmiller
Allen Estopm ean Pratt
Ames Fairchild Lamb Pray
Andrus Fassett Langham jo
Austin Fish Langle Ransdell, La,
Barchfeld Focht Lassiter Reynolds
Barcla; Foelker Law Roberts
Bartholdt Fordney Lee Rodenberg
ates 088 Lever Saunders
Bell, Ga. Foster, Vi, Livingston Sheffield
Bennet, N. Y. Foulkrod Longworth Simmons
Bennett, Ky. Fowler Lorimer Slem
Bingham Fuller Loud Smal
Boutell Gaines Loudenslager Smith, Cal.
Bowers Gardner, Mass. Lovering Smith, Mich.
Bradley Gardner, Lundin Snapp
Brantley Gardner, N. J. McCall Southwick
Broussard Garner, Pa. MecCreary Sparkman
Brownlow Gillett MecGuire, Okla. E;Ferr{“
Burke, Pa. Glass McKinlay, Cal.  Stur
Burleligh Godwin McKinley, I1L Snllowny
Butler Goebel McLachlan, Cal. Swasey
Calder Gordon McLaughlin, Mich. Taylor, Ala,
Calderhead G i cMorran Taylor, Ohio
Capron Grant Madden er
Chapman Greene Malby Thistlewood
Clark, Fla. G Maynard Thomas, N. C.
Cocks, D Griest L{a{s Thomas, Ohio
Cole Gr. illington Tilson
Cook Guernsey ondell Tirrell
Cooper, Pa. oon, Pa. Townsend
Cowles Hawley Moon, Tenn. Vreeland
Crumpacker Hayes Moore, Pa. ‘Wanger
Currler Heald Morehead Washburn
Cushman Henry, Conn. Morgan, AMo. Watkins
Dalzell H}j;'g' ns orse Webb
Denby Hill Mudd Weeks
chkson. Miss. Hobson Murphy Wheeler
Diekcma Hollingsworth Needham Wickliffe
Howell, Utah Oleott Wiley
Dodds Hubbard, W. Va. Olmsted Wilson, I11,
Douglas Hu Padgett Wilson, Pa.
Draper Hughes, W. Va. Fe Wood, N. J.
Dure, Humphrey, Wash. Palmer, H. W, “oadmrd
Dwight Johnson, Ohlo Parker Young, Mich.
nga.rg;. gt; g:il}n Parsons a’gung. N. kié'
wards, er yne 'he Speaker
Ellerbe Kennedy, Ohio  Pearre
Ellis Knapp Plumley
NOT VOTING—6.
Coudrey Gill, Mo. Russell Willett
Crow Rhinock

So the amendment was rejected. [Applause.]
The SPEAKER directed that his name be called, and when it

was called he answered “no.”
The Clerk announced the following pairs:
Until further notice:

Mr. Crow with Mr. RUSSELL.

[Applause.]

Mr. Couprey with Mr. G of Missouri.
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. De

ArMonp] demand a separate vote upon his amendment?
Mr. DE ARMOND. Yes,

The SPEAKER. A little Iater on we will come to the amend-
ment of the gentleman from Missouri.

the next amendment to be voted upon.
The Clerk read as follows:

Page 54, after the figures

and includin

board measure ; and

g the word *“ but,”
“in addition to the rate herein grovlded
s 1 Pa‘$e 55 so that the pussrup

of any sort is

will rea
planed or ﬁnlshed there shall be levied
and d tor ench slde 80 planed or finished, 50 cents
if planed on one side and to

Efr thousand feet board measure; and if plan

estimatl
made on

amendment?

Mr. TAWNEY.
Mr, JAMES.

measure under this

It is, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The Clerk will report

. 19‘7 i 1n line 20, strike out all down to
ne 24 ; also strike out the words
in line 25, page 54, and line

r tho

nnd grooved, §1
on two sldes and
ngued and grooved, $1.50 per thousand feet board measure; and i

board schedule no deduction shall be
ard measure on account ot planing, tongulng, and grooving.”

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded upon this

I make

YEAS—184.
Adair Davls Hitcheock Martin, 8. Dak,
Aiken w8on Houston Miller, Eans.
Alexander, Mo. De Armond Howard Miller, Minn.
Anderson Dent Howell, N. J. Moore, Tex.
Ansberry Denver Howland Morgan, Okla,
Anthony Dixon, Ind. Hubbard, Iowa Morrison
Ashhrook Drlsco]] D. A, Hughes, Ga. Moss
Barnard Drlscoll M E, Huﬁhes, N.J. Murdock
Barnhart Esch Iowa Nelson
Bartlett, Ga. Ferris Hull, Tenn. Nicholls
Bartlett, Nev. Finley Humphreys. Miss. Norris
Beall, Tex. Fitzgerald James l\;
Lochne Flood, Va. Jamieson 0 Cannell
Booher Floyd, Ark. Johnson, Ky, Oldfield
Borland Fornes Johnson, 8. C. Palmer, A. M.
Burgess Foster, I11. Jones Patterson
Burke, 8. Dak. Gallagher Joyce Perkins
Burleson Garner, Tex, Keliher Peters
Burnett Garrett Kendall Pickett
Byrd Gill, Md. Kennedy, Iowa  Prince
Byrns Gillespie Kinkal Nebr Rainey
Campbell Goldfogle Kinkead, N Randell, Tex.
Candler Good Kitchin Rauch
Cantrill Goulden Kopp Heeder
Carlin Gralt Korbly Reid
Carter Graham, T1L Kﬁatermsnn Richardson
Cary Gronna Latta Riordan
Clark, Mo. Hamill st1 ence Robinson
Clayton Ham]lton Rothermel
Cline amlin Lindbergh Rucker, Colo.
Collier Hammond Lindsay Rucker, Mo,
Conry Hanna Lloyd Sabath
Cooper, Wis, -!ardw!ck Lowden Seott
Covington Hardy McDermott Shackleford
Cox, Ind Harrison McHenry Sharp
Cox, Ohio Hangen MeKinney Sheppard
Craig Ha Macon Bherley
Cravens Heflin Madison Sherwood
Creager Helm Maguire, Nebr. Sims
Cullo Henry, Tex. Mann Bisson
Davidson Hinshaw Martin, Colo. Slayden

the point of order that the amendment of the gentleman from
Missouri [Mr. DE Armoxp] was acted upon in the Committee of
the Whole House before that amendment was, and that it is
now in order to consider the amendment of the gentleman from
Missouri.

The SPEAKER. We will come to that,

The question was taken; and the Chair announced the noes
seemed to have it.

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 180, nays
200, not voting 8, as follows:

Alexander, Mo.
Anderson
Ansberry
Anthony
Ashbrook
Barnard
Barnhart
Bartlett, Ga.
Bartlett, Nev,
Beall, Tex.
Boehne
Booher
Borland
Burgess
Burke, 8. Dak.
Burleson
Burnett

Byrd

Byrns
Campbell
Candler
Cantrill
Carlin

Carter

Cary

Clark, Mo,

Denver
Dixon, Ind.

Adamson
Alexander, N. Y.
Allen

Ames

Andrus

Austin
Barchfeld
Barclay
Bartholdt

Bat

ates
Bell, Ga.
Bennet, N. Y.
Bennett, Ky.
Bingham
Boutell
Bowers
Bradley
Brantley
Broussard
Brownlow
Burke, Pa.
Burleigh
Butler
Calder
Calderhead
Capron
Chapman
Clark. Fla.
Cocks, N. Y.
Cole

Cook
Cooper, Pa.
Cowles
Cravens

.

ForpNEY] to strike out the proviso fo the lumber section, but
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DE Armoxnn] offered a prefer-
ential amendment to perfect the proviso. Therefore the vote
would come first upon the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Missouri, which the Clerk will report:

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend the proviso by strikin t all he word “Provided,”
lmﬂ insert in lﬁm of theywords stﬁl&%n ?mt atit: l;lo{'losw;::;: i

That none of the duties imposed by this pau.g}'raph shall be levied

n?on' any of the products of any country, subdivision, or dependency
of North America, South America, or Central America, or any island

of the Western He
free ot qon misphere, but all such products shall be admitted

The SPEAKHER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment.
The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the

YHAS—180.
Driscoll, D. A. James Patterson
Driscoll, M. B. Jamieson Perkins
Esch Johnson, Ky. Peters
Ferris Johnson, B, C. Pickett
Finley Jones Prince
Fitzgerald Joyce ainey
Flood, Va. Keliher Randell, Tex.
Floyd, Ark. Kendall Rauch
Fornes .Kenneddr. Iowa  Reeder
Foster, I11, Kinkaid, Nebr. Reid
Gallagher Kinkead, N. J. Richardson
Garner, Tex. Kitehin Riordan
Garrett Kopg Robinson
Gill, Md. Korbly Rothermel
Gillespie Latta Rucker, Colo.
Goldfogle Lawrence Rucker, Mo.
Good [.enroot abath
Goulden Lindbergh Scott
Graff Lindsay Shackleford
Graham, TI1L Lloyd Sharp
Gronna Lowden Sheppard
Hamill MecDermott SBherley
Hamilton McHenry Sherwood
Hamlin McKinley, I1L Sims
Hammond McKinney Bisson
Hanna Macon Blayden
Hardwick Madison Smith, Iowa
Hardy Maguire, Nebr, Smith, Tex.
Harrison Mann tafford
Haugen Martin, Colo. Stanley
Hay Martin, 8. Dak. Steenerson
Heilin Miller, Kans. Stephens, Tex.
Helm Miller, Minn. iterling
Henry, Tex. Moore, Tex. Stevens, Minn.
Hinshaw Morgan, Okla. Sulzer
Hitehecock Morrison Talbott
Houston 088 Tawney
Howell, N. J. Murdock Taylor, Colo.
Howland Nelson Thomas, Ky.
Hubbard, Towa Nicholls Tou Velle
Hughes, Ga. Norris TUnderwood
Hughes, N. J. ye Volstead
Hull, Iowa O’'Connell Wallace
Hull, Tenn, Oldfield Welsse
Humphreys, Miss. Palmer, A, M. Woods, Towa
NAYB—200.

Ellerbe Keifer Pearre
Ellis Kennedy, Ohio Plumley
Elvins Knap, Poindexter
Englebright Knowland Pou
Estoplns Kronmiller Pratt
Fairchild Kiistermann Pray
Fassett Lafean Pujo
Fish Lamb Ransdell, La.
Focht Langham Reynolds
Foelker Langley Roberts
Fordney Lassiter

088 Law Baunders
Foster, VL. Lee Sheffield
Foulkrod Lever Simmons
Fowler Livingston Slemp
Fuller Longworth Small
Gaines Lorimer Smith, Cal.
Gardner, Mass, Loud Smith, Mich,
Gardner, Mich., Loudenslager Snapp
Gardner, N. J, Lovering Southwick
Garner, Pa. Lundin Sparkman
Gillett MeCall Sperry
Glass McCreary Bturgiss
Godwin MecGuire, Okla. Sulloway
Goebel McKinlay, Cal. Swasey
Gordon McLachlan, Cal. Taylor, Ala.
Graham, Pa. MeLaughlin, Mich Taylor, Ohlo

rant MeMorran Tener
Greene Madden Thistlewood

regg Malby Thomas, N. C.
Griest Maynard Thomas, Ohio

riges Mays Tilson
Guernsey Millington Tirrell
Hamer Mondell Townsend
Hawley Moon, Pa. Vreeland
Hayes Moon, Tenn. Wanger
Heald Moore, Pa. Washburn
Henry, Conn. Morehead Watkins
Higgins Morgan, Mo. Webb
Hill Morse Weeks
Hohson Mudd Wheeler
Hollingsworth Murﬂly Wickliffe

ward Needham Wiley
Howell, Utah Olecott ‘Wilson, 111,
Hubbard, W. Va. Olmsted ‘Wilson, Pa.
Huff Padgett Wood, N. T.
Hughes, W. Va. PaFa Woodyard
Humphrey, Wash. Palmer, H. W. Young, Mich,
Johnson, Ohio Parker Young, N. Y.
Kabn Parsons The Speaker
NOT VOTING—S.

Gill, Mo. Rhinock Spight
Payne Russell Willett

So the amendment was rejected.
The Clerk announced the following additional pair:
Until further notice:
Mr, Payxe with Mr, WILLETT.
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.
The SPEAKER. The next amendment offered in point of
time was an amendment by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.

noes seemed to have it.
Mr. DE ARMOND. Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker.
The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 133, nays 244,

not voting 11, as follows:

YEAB—133.
Adair De Armond Hughes, Ga, Peters
Adamson Dent Hughes, N, I. Rainey
Alken Denver Hull, “Tenn. Randell, Tex.
Alexander, Mo, Dixon, Ind. Humphreys, Miss. Rauch
Anderson Driscoll, D. A. James Reld
Ansberr; ferris Jamieson Richardson
Ashbrool -~ Finley Johnson, Ky. Riordan
Barnhart Fitzgerald Johnson, 8. C. Robinson
Bartlett, Ga. Flood, Va. ones Rothermel
Bartlett, Nev. Floyd, Ark. Keliher Rucker, Colo.
Beall, Tex, Fornes Kinkaid, Nebr, Rucker, Mo.
Bell, Ga. Foster, 111 Kinkead, N. J. Sabath
Boehne Gallagher Kitchin Shackleford
Booher Garner, Tex, Korbly Sharp
Borland Garrett tta Sheppard
Buri:m il1, Md. Lindsay Bherley
Burleson Gillespie Lloyd Sherwood
Burnett Goldfogle MecDermott Sims
Byrd Goulden McHenry Slayden
Byrns Graham, I11. Macon Smith, Tex.
Candler amill Madison Spight
Cantrill Hamlin Maguire, Nebr.  Stanley
Carter Hammond Martin, Colo. Stephens, Tex.
Clark, Mo. Hardwick Moore, Tex., Sulzer
Clayton Hard Morgan, Okla. Talbott
Cline Harrison Morrison Taylor, Colo.
Collier a Moss omas, Ky
Conry Hetlin Murdock Ton Velle
Covington Helm Nicholls nderwood
Cox, Ind. Henry, Tex. Norris Wallace
Cox, Ohlo Hinshaw 0O'Connell [
Cralg Hitcheock Oldfield
Cravens Houston Palmer, A. M.
Cullop Howard Patterson

NAYB—244,
Alexander, N. Y. Draper HIill adden
Allen Driscoll, M. E, Hobson alby
Ames Dure; Hollin orth ann
Andrus Dwight Howell, Utah Martin, S, Dak,
Anthony Edwards, Ga. Howland Maynard
Austin Edwards, Ky. Hubbard, Iowa Mu{s
Barchfeld Ellerbe Hubbard, W. Va. Miller, Kans,
Barclay Ellis Huff Miller, Minn.
Barnard Elvins Hughes, W. Va. Millington
Bartholdt Englebright Hull, Towa Mondell
Bates Esch Humphrey, Wash. Moon, Pa.
Bennet, N. Y, Estopinal Johnson, Ohio Moon, Tenn.
Bennett, Ky. Fairchild Joyce Moore, Pa.
Bingham Fassett Kahn Morehead
Boutell Fish Keifer Morgan, Mo.
Bowers Focht Kendall lorse
Bradley Foelker Kennedy, ITowa  Mudd
Brantley Fordney Kennedy, Ohio Murphy
Broussard 088 Knaplit Needham
Brownlow Foster, VL. Knowland Nelson
Burke, Pa. Foulkrod Kopp fe
Burke, 8. Dak, Fowler Kronmiller Oleott
Burleigh Fuller Kiistermann Olmsted
Butler Gaines Lafean Padgett
Calder Gardner, Mass. Lamb Pui:e
Calderhead Gardner, Mich, Langham Palmer, H. W.
Campbell Gardner, N. J. Langley Parker
Capron Garner, Pa. Lassiter Parsons
Cary Gillett Law Payne
Chapman Glass Lawrence Pearre
Clark, Fla. Godwin Lea Perkins
Cocks, N. Y. Goebel Lenroot Pickett
Cole Good Lever Plumley
Cook Gordon Lindbergh Poindexter
Cooper, Pa. Graft Livingston Pou
Cooper, Wis. Grant Longworth Pratt
Cowles Greene Lorimer Pray
Creager G Loud Prince
Crumpacker Gries Loudenslager Pujo
Currier riggs Lovering Ransdell, La.
Cushman Gronna Lowden eeder
Dalzell Guernsey Lundin Reynolds
Davidson H nmf[rt ﬁgnu ggd rtlfe
Davis amilton reary en
Dawson anna McGuire, Okla. Saunder:‘
Denby Hau, McKinlay, Cal.  Scott
Dickson, Miss Hawley MeKinley, I1L Shefleld
Diekema Hayes McKinney Simmons
Dies Heald McLachlan, Cal. Blemf
Dod Hen%ﬂ(}onn McLaughlin, Mich.8mal
Douglas MecMorran Smith, Cal,
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Smith, Towa
sml thn Mich,

Bouglgwlck

Sterling
Sturgiss

Carlin
Coudrey
Crow

Sulloway
Swasey Townsend
Tawney Volstead
Taylor, Ala. Vreeland
Taylor, Ohlo Wanger
Tener Washburn
Thistlewood f
Thomas, N. C. Webb
Thomas, Ohio Weeks
Tilson Wheeler
NOT VOTING—I11.
Gill, Mo. Rhinock
Graham, Pa. Russell
Howell, N. 7. Sisson

So the amendment was rejected.
The following additional pairs were announced:
Until further notice:
Mr. StevENs of Minnesota with Mr, Sissox.
Mr. Howrrr of New Jersey with Mr. REINOCE.

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded.

The SPEAKER. The next amendment is one offered by the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Foroxey], striking out the pro-
viso to paragraph 197, page 55, of the bill.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, Mr. Speaker, the next
amendment was mine, at the bottom of page 946 of the IREcorD.

The SPEAKER. What paragraph?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Paragraph 197. The motion was
to strike it out.

The SPEAKER. Strike what out? -

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Strike the whole paragraph out.

The SPEAKER. Was the motion voted on?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes; it was voted on.

The SPEAKER. Will the gentlenmn please give the page of
the Recorp?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It is at the bottom of the first
column of page 946, and the vote is shown at the top of the
next colummn: “Ayes 118, noes 157.”

The SPEAKER. That is an amendment referred to by the
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union, as the Chair recollects. The Clerk will report
the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Btrike out paragraph 197.

The question was taken on the amendment, and the Speaker
announced that the noes seemed to have it.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 153, nays 228,
not voting 7, as follows:

YEAB—153.
Adair Davis Hughes, Gn. Randell, Tex.
Adamson De Armond H nﬁ > 8 Rauch
Alken Dent Recder
Alexander, Mo Denver Humphreys, Miss. Reid
Anderson Dixon, Ind. James Richardson
Ansberry Driscoll, D. A, Jamleson Riordan
Anthon Ferris Johnson, Ky, Robinson
Ashbrook Finley Ji ohnsnn, B.C. Rothermel
Barnard Fitzgerald Jones Rucker, Colo.
Barnhart Flood, Va. Keliher Rucker, Mo.
Bartlett, Ga. Floyd, Ark. Kinkaid, Nebr. Sabath
Bartlett, Nev. Fornes Kinkead, N. J Scott*
Beall, Foster, I11. Kitchin Shackleford
, Ga. Gallagher Korbly Sharp
Boehne Garner, Tex, tta Sheppard
Booher Garrett Lawrence Sherley
Borland Gil1, Md. Lindsay Sherwood
Baur, Gmesple Llo Sims
Burleson Goldfogle McDermott Bisson
Burnett Good cHenry 8Slayden
Byrd Goulden Macon Bmith, Tex.
Byrns Graham, I1l. Madison Sgﬁht
Campbell Gronna aguire, Nebr. Stafford
Candler Hamill Martin, Colo. Stanley
antrill Hamlin Moore, Tex. Steen
Carlln Hammond Morgan, Okla. Stephens, Tex.
Carter Hanna Morrison Sterling
Clark, Mo Hardwick 058 , Sulzer
Clayton Murdock Talbott
Cline Ha Nicholls Taylor, Colo.
Qolller Haugen Norrils omas
Conry H:g O'Connell Tou Velle
Covington Heflin Oldfield Unde
Cox, Ind. Helm Palmer, A. M. Volstead
{mxI Ohio Henry, Tex. Patterson Wallace
g Hinshaw Perkins Weisse
Cravens Hitcheock Peters i
Cullo, Houston Prince
Davi Howard Rainey
NAYS—228,
Alexander, N. Y. Bates Broussard Capron
len Bennet, N. Y. Brownlow Cary
Ames Bennett, Ky. Burke, Pa, Chapman
Andrus Bingham Burke, 8. Dak. Clark, Fla.
Austin Boutell Burleigh Cocks, N. Y.
Barchfeld .Bowers Butler Cole
Barclay Bradley . Calder Cook
Bartholdt Drantley Calderhead Cooper, Pa,

Cooper, Wis, Grant Lorimer Pray
Cowles Greene Loud Pujo
Creager Gregg Loudenslager Ransdell, La,
Crumpacker Griest Lovering Eeynolds
Currler Griggs Lowden Roberts
Cush Guernsey Lundin Rodenberg
Dalzell Hamer M Baunders
Dawson Hamilton McCreary Sheffield
Denby Hawley McGuire, Okla. Simmons
Dickson, Miss, Hayes McKinlay, Cal.  Slem
Diekemn Heald McKinley, I, Smal
Dies Henry, Conn. McKinney Smith, Cal
Dodds Hiﬁ ns McLachlan, Ca Smith, Iowa
Douglas Hi M cLauﬂhIln, Mlch Smllh Mich.
Draper Ho McMorran Snap
Driscoll, M. E Holllnfmrth Madden Southwick
urey Howell, N, J. Malby Sparkman
Dwight Howell, Utah Mann Sperry
Edwards, Ga. Howland Martin, 8. Dak. Stevens, Minn,
Bdwards, Hubbard, Jowa  Maynard Sturgiss
Ellerbe Buhbard.. W.Va. Mays Sulloway
Ellis Miller, Kans. Swasey
Elvins Fhes, W. Va. Miller, Minn. Tawney
Englebright , lowa Millington Taylor, Ala,
Esch Humphrev. Wash. Mondell Taylor, Ohio
Hstopinal Johnson, Ohio Moon, ¥ Tener
Fairchild Joyce Moon, Tenn. Thistlewood
Fassett Kahn Moore, Pa. Thomas, N. C,
Fish Keifer Morehead Thomas, Ohio
Focht Kendall Morgan, Mo. Tiison
Foelker Kennedy, Iowa Aorse Tirrell
Fordney Kennedy, Ohio Murphy Townsend
Foss Knap Needbam Vreeland
Foster, Vi. Know '\'elsou Wanger
Foulkred ir Washburn
Fowler Kmnmlller Oleott Watkins
Fuller Kilstermann » Olmsted Webb
Gaines Lafean Padgett Weeks
Gardner, Mass,  Lamb Page Wheeler
Gardner, Mich. Langham Palmer, H. W. Wickliffe
Gardner, N. T. Langley Parker Wiley
Garner, Pa. Lassiter Parsons Wilson, IL
Gillett Law Payne Wilson,
Glass Pearre Wood, N. J
Godwin . Lenruot Pickett Woods, Iowa
Goebel Leve Plumley Woodyard
Gordon Lindhergh Poindexter Young, Mich.
Graff Livingston Pou Young, N. X.
Graham, Pa Longworth Pratt The Speaker
KOT VOTING—T.
Coudrey Gill, Mo. Rhinock Willett
Crow Mudd Russell

So the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk announced the following additional pair:

Until further notice:

Mr., Mupp with Mr. RHINOCK.

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

The SPEAKER. Is an additional vote called for?

Mr. TAWNEY. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it the intention of the Speaker to con-
sider the amendments in the order of the paragraphs or in the
order in which the amendments were offered?

The SPEAKER. In the order of the paragraphs.

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, it has been suggested by gentle-
men here that I ask unanimous consent, in order to finish the
lumber schedule, that the vote be taken at this time on the
amendment to paragraph 70S.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that
the vote may be taken on the amendment to paragraph 708. Is
there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

TOB. Wood : Sumd board lanks, deals and other lumber of white
wood, sycamore and W and sawed lumber, timber hewn, sided.

uared or sawed and round timber used for spars or in building
wharves, logs and round unmanufactured timber, including pulp woods,
firewood, handle bolts, shingle bholts, n blocks for gunstocks
hewn or sawed or phned on one side, ? poles, ship timber and s
p‘lnnklng. all of the foregoing not specially provided for in sections
and 2 of this act.

The SPEAKEIL The motion is to strike out paragraph 708
and to insert what has been read.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, a parlinmentary inquiry.
Is the effect of this amendment to put upon the free list the
articles enumerated in the paragraph read?

M;al LANGLEY. That is not a parliamentary inguiry. It is
a le

The BPEAKER. The Chair is informed that would be the
effect of it.

Mr. TAWNEY. I did not hear the gentleman’s question.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is the effect of this amendment to put
the articles enumerated on the free list?

Mr. TAWNEY. It is. The effect is to transfer the articles
mentioned from the dutiable list to the free list.

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the
noes appeared to have it.

Mr. TAWNEY and Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin demanded the
Yeas and nays,

D el e Rl ¥ 2 o e T, i R S 0 I T e e U P i e
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"I'he yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 181, nays 200,

not voting 7, as follows:

Aiken
Alexander, Mo.

derson
Ansberry
Anthony
Ashbrook

ard

Barnhart
Bartlett, Ga.
Bartlett, Nev.
Beall, Tex.
Boehne
Booher
Borland
Bur,
Burke, B. Dak.
Burleson
Burnett
Byrd
Byrns
Campbell
Candler
Cantrill
Carlin
Carter

ATy
g%ar%, Mo.
ayton

Cline
Collier
Conry
Cooper, Wis.
Covington
Cox, Ind.
Cox, Ohio
Crailg
Cravens

ﬁl[o

Davis
Dawson

De Armond
Dent
Denver
Dixon, Ind.

Adamson

Alexander, N. Y.
Al

Barclay
Bartholdt
Bates

Bell, Ga,
Bennet, N. Y.
Bennett, Ky.
Bingham
Boutell
Bowers
Bradley
Brantley
Brous:
Brownlow
Burke, Pa.
Burleigh
Butler
Calder
Calderhead
Capron
Chapman
Clark, Fla.
Cocks, N. Y.
Cole

Cook .
Cooper, Pa.
Cowles
Creager
Crumpacker
Currier
Cushman
Dalzell
Denby
Dickson, Miss.
Diekema
Dies

Dodds
Douglas
Draper
Dure
Dwight
Edwards, Ga.
Edwards, Ky.
Ellerbe

Coud
merey

YEAB—181.
Drisecoll, D. A, James
Driscoll, Jamieson
sch Johnson, Ky.
Ferris Johnson, 8. C.
Finley Jones
Fitzgerald Joyce
Flood, Va. Keliher
Floyd, Ark. Kendall
Fornes Kennedy, Iowa
Foster, IlL Kinkaid, Nebr.
Ga]lagher Kinkead, N. J.
Garner, Tex. itchin
Garrett KODE
Gill, Md. 1y
Gillesple Latta
Goldfogle wrence
Good Lenroo
Goulden Lindhergh
Graft Lindsay
Graham, Il Lloyd
Gronna Lowden )
Hamill MeDermott
Hamilton McHenry
Hamlin McKinney
Hammond Macon
Hanna Madison
Hardwick Maguire, Nebr,
Hard ann
}arr S0M ﬁagiu.go}?.m
augen artin, 8.
Hay Miller, Kans.
Hetlin Miller, Minn.
Helm oore, Tex.
Henry, Tex. Morgan, Okla.
Hinshaw Morrison
Hitchcock Moss
Flouston Murdock
Howard Nelson
Howell, N. T. Nicholls
Howlan Norris
Hubbard, Iowa Ny
ughes, Ga. O’Connell
ughes, N. J. Oldfield
Hull, Jowa Palmer, A. M.
E[ull, Tenn. Patterson
Humphreys, Miss. Perkins
NAYS—200.
Ellis Knap
Elvins Enowland
Englebright Kronmiller
Estopina Kiistermann
Fairchild afean
Fassett Lamb
Fish Langham
Focht Langley
Foelker Lassiter
Fordney Law
Foss Lee
Foster, Vt. Lever
Foulkrod Livingston
Fowler Longworth
Fuller rimer
Gaines Loud
Gardner, Mass., Loudenslager
Gardner, Mich. Lovering
Gardner, N. J. Lundin
Garner, Pa. MeCall
Glllett McCreary
Glass MeGuire, Okla.
Godwin MeKinlay, Cal.
Goebel McKinley, I11.
Gordon McLachlan, Cal.
Graham, Pa.
Grant MecMorran
Greene Madden
Gregg Malby
Griest Maynard
Griggs Mays
Guernsey Millin
Hamer Mondell
Hawley Moon, I'a.
Hayes Moon, Tenn.
Heald oore, Pa.
Henry, Conn. Morehead
Higgins Morgan, Mo,
Hill Morse
Hobson Mudd
Hollingsworth Murphy
Howell, Utah N am
Hubbard, W. Va. Olcott
Huft Olmsted
Hughes, W. Va. Padgett
Humphrey, Wash. P Fe
Johnson, Ohio Palmer, H. W.
Kahn Parker
Keifer Parsons
Kennedy, Ohio Payne
NOT VOTING—T.
Gill, Mo. Russell
Rhinock Btanley

Peters
Pickett
Prince
Rainey
Randell, Tex,
Rauch
Reeder

Reid
Richardson
Riordan
Robinson
Rothermel .
Rucker, Colo.
.;nckeg. Mo.

Bcott
Shackleford
e

e
SherF

Btafford
Steenerson
Stephens, Tex,
Sterling

Stevens, Minn.

Bulzer
Talbott -
Tawney
Taylor, Colo.
Thomas, Ky.
Tou Velle
Underwood
Volstead
Wallace

Weisse
Woods, Iowa

Pearre
Plumley
Poindexter

Pujo
Ransdell, La.
Reynolds
Roberts
Rodenberg
Saunders
Sheffield
Simmons
Slem

Smal
Smith, Cal.
Bm[th. Mich.

Sou?l?wick
Sparkman
per

Sturgiss

Sulloway

Swasey

McLaughlin, Mich. Ts.vlor. Ala,

Se the amendment was rejected.
Mr., STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, how am I recorded?
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded.

Taylor. Ohio
Tener
Thistlewood
Thomas, N. C.
Thomas, Ohio
Tilson
Tirrell
Townsend
Vreeland
Wanger
Washburn
Watkins
Webb
Weeks

Wheeler
Wickliffe
Wiley
Wilson, I1L
Wilson, Pa.

The steaker

Willett

Mr. STANLEY. I wish to say that if I had been in my seat
I would have voted “aye.”
Mr. LANGLEY. I am glad the gentleman was not in his seat.

[Laughter.]

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded.
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment,

Mr. HENRY of Texas.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-

sent that the amendments be now taken up in the order in which

they were offered in the committee.
Mr. PAYNE. The regular order.
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York demands the

regular order, and the Clerk will report the next amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:
Page 62, line 8, strike out the word * fifteen ™ and insert In leu

thereof the word fwenty- four;’ so that it will read:
cents per bushel of 48

Same page, line 10, strike ont the word
lieu thereof the word

pounds.’
“ forty,

vents per bushel of 34 poum 8.
The SPEAKER. The questlon is on agreeing to the amcnd

ment.

‘4 227. Barley, 24

e twenty-ﬂ\'e " and insert in
- , 50 that it will read:

“ Barley malt, 40

Mr, PERKINS and Mr. HARRISON called for the yeas and

nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 194, nays 186
answered ‘ present” 1, not voting 7, as follows:

Allen
Andrus
Anthony
Ashbrook
Austin
Barchfeld
Barnard
Barnhart
Bartholdt
Bates
Bennett, Ky.
Bingham
Boutell
Bradley
Broussa
Brownlow
Burke, Pa.
Burke, 8. Dak.
Burleigh
Burnett
Calderhead
Campbell
Capron
Cary
Chapman
Cocks, N. Y.
Cole
Cook
Cooper, Wis,
Cowles
Creager
Crumpacker
Currier
Cushman
Dalzell -
Davidson
Davis
Dawson
Denby
Denver
Diekema
Daodds
Douglas
Draper
Durey

WAT .
Ellis g

Elvins

Adair
Adamson
Aiken
Alexander, Mo.

Alexander, N, Y.

Ames
Anderson
Ansberry
Barclay
Bartlett, Ga.
Bartlett, Nev.
Beall, Tex.
Bell, Ga.
Bennet, N. Y.
Boehne
Booher
Borland
Bowers
Brantley
Burgess
Burleson
Butler
Byrd
Byrns
Calder
Candler

YEAS—194. ’ ’ i
Enillehright Kendall © FPalmer, H. W. '
Esc Kennedy, Iowa Payne
Estopinal Kennedy, Ohio Pearre
Fairchild Kinkaid, Nebr. Pickett
Fassett Knowland - Plumley
Focht Kopp | . Poindexter
Fordney Kronmiller Pratt
Foss Kiistermann Pray
Foster, VL, Langham Prince
Foulkrod Langley Pujo )
Fowler Latta Reeder
Fuller Lawrence Roberts
Gaines Lenroot Rodenber,
Gardner, Mass, Lindbergh Rucker, Colo,
Gardner, N. J. Longworth cott
Garner, Pa. Lorimer Rheffield
Garner, Tex. Loud lemp
Gillett Loudenslager Smith, Cal
Goebel Lovering Smith, Iowa
Good Lowden Smith, Mich
Grafl Lundin Snapp
Graham, Pa. MeCall Sperry
Grant MeCreary Stafford
Greene MeGuire, Okla. Steenerson
Griest McKinlay, Cal. Sterling
Gronna MecKinley, 111 Stevens, Minn.
Guernsey McKinney Sulloway
Hamer McLachlan, Cal. Bwasey
Hamilton MecLaughlin, Mich/ Tawney
Hammond McMorran Taylor, Colo.
Hanna .!Iadlson Tener
Hau Martin, 8, Dak. ‘Thistlewood
Hawley Miller, Kans. Thomas, Ohlo
Hayes Miller, Minn. Tilson
Hem'y. Conn. Millin Tirrell

ﬁgins Mondell Tou Velle

Hi oon, Pa Townsend
Hinshaw Moore, Pa. Volstead
Hollingsworth orehea Vreeland
Howell, N. J. Morgan, Mo. Washburn
Howell, Utah Morgan, Okla. Weeks
Hubbard, lowa  Morrison Wickliffe
Huft Morse Wiley
Hull, Towa Murdock Wood, N. J.
Humphrey, Wash, Needham Woods, Iowa
Johnson, Ohio Nelson Young, Mich,

oyee Norris The Speaker
Kahn ye
Keifer Olmsted

NAYS—186.

Cantrill Fish Heald
Carter Fitzgerald Heflin
Clark, Fla. Flood, Va. Helm
Clark, Mo. Floyd, Ark. Henry, Tex.
Clayton Foelker - Hiteheock
Cline Fornes Hobson
Collier Foster, I11. Houston
Conry - Gnllagﬁer Howard
Cooper, Pa, Gardner, Mich. Howland
Covington Garrett Hubbard, W. Va.
Cox, Ind. Gill, Md. Hughes, Ga.
Cox, Ohio Gillespie Hughes, N. J.
Craig lass Hughes, W. Ya
Cravens Godwin Hull, Tenn.
Cullop Goldfogle Humphreys, Miss.
De Armond Gordon James

en Goulden Jamieson
Dickson, Miss. (imhnm. 11L Johnson, Ky.
Dies Gregg Johnson, 8. C.
Dixon, Ind. Griggs Jones
Diriscoll, D. A. Hamill Keliher
Driscoll, M. E. Hamlin Kinkead, N. J.
Edwards, Ga. Hardwick Kitchin
Ellerbe Hard Knap
Ferris Harrison Korbly
Finley Lafean
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Lamhb Mudd Rich.ardson Stanley
Lassiter Murph; ordan Btephens, Tex.
Law = Nicholls Roblunon iturgiss
Lee O’'Connell Rothermel E lul:er
Lever Olcott Rucker, Mo. Talbott
Lindsay Oldfield Sabath Taylor, Ala.
Livingston Padgett Saunders Taylor, Ohio
Lloyd Pa Shackleford Thomas, Ky.
McDermott Palmer, A, M, =) Thomas, N. C.
McHenry arker Sheppard Underwood
Macon Parsons Sherley Wallace
Madden Patterson Sherwood Wanger
Maguire, Nebr. Perkins Simmons Watkins
Malby Peters Bims @bl
Mann Pou Sisson Wheeler
Martin, Colo. Rainey Slayden Wilson, I11.
Mn,ynard Randell Tex. Small Wilson, Pa
Mays Itansdell La. Smith, Tex. Woodyard
Moon, Tenn. Rauch Southwick Young, N. Y.
Moore, Tex. Reid Sparkman
Moss Reynolds Spight
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—1.
Welsse
NOT VOTING—T.
Carlin Crow Rhinock Willett
Coudrey Gill, Mo. Russell

So the amendment was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:
bep?lgi li% after line 14, insert as & new paragraph, to be num-

e

““4473. Hides of ca.ttle. raw or uncured, whether dry salted or pickled,
10 per cent ad valorem.”

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I now ask the Glerk to
report the amendment that I offered to that amendment.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk has not the amendment to which
the gentleman refers, the Chair is informed.

Mr. HENRY of Texas, Mr. Speaker, it is on page 949 of tha
Recorp. This is the language used by Mr. UNDERWOOD :

Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment: Add, after the word
“ hides,” the words welghing more than 1 poun ound.”

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I would make the point of
order against that that it is not subject to a vote under the
terms of the rule. '

Mr. HENRY of Texas,
mittee of the Whole.

Mr. DALZELL. I do not care if it was. It is not a com-
f:hittee]amendment and it is not an amendment provided for in

e rule.

Mr. HENRY of Texas. It was an amendment to the amend—
ment of the gentleman from Kansas, and the committee voted
upon it and we have the right to vote upon it now.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard on t]le
point of order made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania,

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the gentleman from
Pennsylvania to state his point of order.

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, the point of order is that this
amendment is neot a committee amendment and is not an amend-
ment provided for in the rule. In the first place, I contend that
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Alabama was
not in order at the time it was offered—talk about a skin
weighing a pound being a hide!

The SPEAKER. Almost anything sensible or not sensible
under the terms of the special order, which was offered as an
amendment and disposed of, seems to be in order. The Clerk
will read the amendment to the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Alabama.

The Clerk read as follows:

Aﬂg.‘ i after the word * hides,”

Well, it was voted on in the Com-

o the words * weighing more than 1
The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment to the
amendment.
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker,
nays.
The yeas and nays were ordered. :
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 147, nays 220,
answered “ present” 1, not voting 14, as follows:

I demand the yeas and

YEAS—14T7.
Adair Bowers Carter Dies
Adamson Brantley Clayton Dixon, Ind.
Aiken Broussard Collier Edwards, Ga. -
Alexander, Mo. DBrownlow Cowles Edwards, Ky
Anthony Burgess Cox, Ind. Ellerbe
Ashbrook Burke, 8. Dak. Craig Elvins
Austin Burleson Cravens Estopinal
Bartlett, Nev. Burnett Cullop ferris
Beall, Tex, Byrd Davis Finley
Bell, Ga. Byrns Dawson Flood, Va.
Boehne Campbell Dent Garner, Tex.
Booher Candler Denver Gillesple
Borland Cantrill Dickson, Miss. Godw

XLIV

Good Jamieson Miller, Kans, Saunders
Gordon Johnson, Ky. Mondell cott
raff Johnson, Ohio Moore, Tex Sheppard
Graham, Il Kendall urdock isson
Gregg Kennedy, Jowa  Murphy Slayden
Griggs Kinkaid, Nebr. Nelson Slem
Gronna Kopp orris Smal
Hamer Latta Oldfield Smith, Towa
Hamlin Lee Page Smith, Tex.
Hammond Lenroot Pickett Spight
Hanna Lever Poindexter Stephens, Tex.
Hardy Lindbergh Pou Bterling
Hau [ivingston Pratt Taylor, Ala.
Hefl Lloyd Pray Taylor, Colo.
Henry, Tex. Lorimer Prince Thistlewood
Hinshaw L.oudenslager Fujo Thomas, N. C,
Hitcheock Lowden Randel], Tex. Thomas, Ohio
Hobson McDermott Ransdell, La. Tou Velle
Hollingsworth MecKinney Rauch Underwood
Howell, Utah Macon Reeder Volstead
Hubbard, Iowa Madison Richardson Webb
Hubbard, W. Va. Maguire, Nebr. Rodenberg Wickliffe
Hull, Towa Martin, Colo. Rucker, Colo. Woods, Towa
Humphreys, Miss. Martin, 8. Dak. Rucker, Mo.
NAYS—225.
Alexander, N. Y. Fish Kennedy, Ohlo Pearre
Allen Fitzgerald Kinkea Perkinsg
Ames i‘loid, Ark. Kltchin Peters
Anderson Focht Knap Plumley
Andrus Toelker Knowland Rainey
Ang’ Tordney Korbly Reid
Barchfeld B'ornes Kronmiller Reynolds
Barclay Foss Kiistermann io!
Barnard Foster, I11. Lafean Roberts-
Barnhart Foster, Vvt Lamb Robinson
Bartholdt Foulkrod Langham Rothermel
Bartlett, Ga. Fowler Langley Sabath
tes Fuller Lassiter Shackleford
Bennet, N. Y. Galnes Law Bha‘?
Bennett, Ky. Gallagher Lawrence Bheflield
Bingham Gardner, Mass. Lindsay Sherley
Boutell Gardner, Mich, Longworth Simmons
Bradley Gardner, N. J. Lou Sims
Burke, Pa. Garner, Pa. Lovering Smith, Cal.
Burleigh Garrett Lundin Smith, Mich,
Butler Gill, Md. McCall Smpﬁ)
Calder Gillett McCreas Southwick
Calderhead Glass MecGuire, Okla. Sparkman
Capron Goebel cHenry Sperry
ary Goldfogle McKinlay, Cal. Stafford
Chapman GGoulden MecKinley, Il Stanley
Clark, Fla. Graham, Pa. McLachlan, Cal. Steenerson
Clark, Mo. Greene McLaughltn, Mich.Stevens, Mipn.
Cline Griest McMorran Sturgies
Cocks, N. Y. Guernsey Madden Sulloway
Cole Hamill Malby Sulzer
Conry Hamilton Mann Swasey
Cook Hardwick Maynard Talbott
Cooper, Pa Harrison Miller, Mlnn Taw:
Cooper, Hawley Millington TavIur. Ohlo
Co on Hay Moon, Pa. Ten
Cox, Ohio Hayes Moon, Tenn. 'rhomas, Ky.
Creager Heald Moore, Pa, Tilgon
Crumpacker Helm Morehead Tirrell
Currier Henrﬁ],sConn. Morgan, Mo. Townsend
Cushman H Morgan, Okla. Vreeland
Dalzell Hil Morrison Wallace
Davidson Houston orse Wanger
De Armond Howard Mudd ‘Washburn
Denby Howell, N, J. Needham Watkins
Diekema Howland I\icholls Weeks
Dodds Huff Weisse
Douglas Hughes, Ga. n’Conneu Wheeler
Draper Hughes, N. J. Oleott Wiley
Driscoll, D. A, Hughes, W. Ya. Olmsted Wilson, IlL.
Driscoll, M. E. Hull, Tenn. Padgett Wilson, Pa.
Dure; Humphrey, Wash. Palmer, A. M. Wood, N. J.
Dwight James Palmer, H. W. Wmdsard
Englebright Joyce Parker Yuvung, N. X,
Kahn Parsons
Falrchlld Kelfer Patterson
Fassett Keliher Payne
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—1.
Moss
NOT VOTING—14.
Carlin Gill, Mo. Mays Willett
Coudrey Grant Rhinock Young, Mich,
Crow . Johnson, 8. C. Russell
Ellis Jones Sherwood

So the amendment was rejected.
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs:
Until further notice:
Mr. Youna of Michigan with Mr. JoxEs.
Mr. GRaNT with Mr. Jorxsox of South Carolina.

Mr. Erris with Mr. CARLIN.

The result of the vote was then announced as nbove recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr, CaProN). The question is
now on the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Kansas,
which the Clerk will report.

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, let us have the amendment
again reported.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. ScorT: Page 136, after line 14, insert as
a newipara}ﬁra ph to be numbered 4473 :

des of cattle, raw Jor unculed whether dried, salted, or
picklcd. 10 per cent ad valorem.”
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the
amendment.

Mr. WEISSE. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. WEISSE. That amendment, as I understand it, is 25
pounds dry or green. Is that what it says? [Cries of “ Regu-
lar order!”]

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, what is the amendment?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman desire to
have the amendment again reported?

Mr. SABATH. Yes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the amend-
ment will be again reported. [Cries of “Regular order!”]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Regular order is demanded.

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the
noes seemed to have it.

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ord

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 103, nays, 274,
answered “ present” 2, not voting 9, as follows:

YEAB—103.
Adair Englebright Kinkaid, Nebr. Prince
Antheny Gardner, N. I. Kopp Pujo
Austin Garner, Tex. Randell, Tex.
Bartlett, Nev. Good Llndborgh Reeder
Beall, Tex.. Gordon Lorimer Rodenberg
Bennet, N. Y. Graft Loudenslager Rucker. Colo.
Bennett, Ky. Grant Lowden
Borland Gregg McDermott Bhe
Brantley Gronna McGuire, Okla. Slav en
Broussard Hamer McKinley, IlL S!emg
Burgess Hamlin McKinney Smith, Towa
Burke, 8. Dak. Hammond Me . Smith, Tex.
Burleson Hanna McAorran Steenerson
Burnett Hardy Madison Stephens, Tex,
Campbell Haugen Martin, Colo. Sterling
~Chapman Henry, Tex, Martin, 8. Dak. turlgl
Cole Hinshaw Miller, Kans. or, Ala.,
Cowles Hollingsworth Mondell "J.‘u.ylor, Colo.
Cox, Ind. Howell, Utah Moore, Tex. Thistlewood
Creager Hubbard, Towa ‘.'-lorﬁu Okla. Volstead
Davls Hubbard, W. Va. Murdock Wanger
Dawson Hull, Jowa Norris Wood, N. J.
es Johnson, Ohio Pearre Woods, Iowa
Bdwards, Ky. Keifer Pickett Woodya
Silis - Kendall Poindexter The Speaker
Elvins Kennedy, Town Pray
NAYB—2T74.
Adamson De Armond Hardwlick McCreary
Alken Denby Harrison McHenry
Alexander, Mo. Dent Hawley McKlnlay Cal.
Alexander, N. Y. Denver ay Laughlin, Mich.
Allen Dickson, Mlss Hayes uncon
Ames Diekema eald Madden
Anderson Dixon, Ind. Heflin AMaguire, Nebr,
Andrus Dodds Helm Malby
Ansber Douglas Henr&ﬂ(fonn. Mann
Ashbroo! Draper H Maynard
rehfeld Driscoll, D. A. Hi Ma,{s
Barclay Driscoll, M. B. Hitcheock Miller, Minn.
Barnard Durey Hobson Ml m'
Barnhart Dwight Houston Moon, Pa.
Bartholdt Edwards, Ga. Howard Moon, Tenn.
Bartlett, Ga. Ellerbe Howell, N. J. Moore,
Bates Esch Howland Morehead
Bell, Ga. Estopinal Huft Morgan, Mo.
Bingham Falrchild Hughes, Ga. Morrison
Boehne Fassett Hughes, N. J. Morse
Booher Ferris Hughes, W, Va. Mudd
Boutell Finley Hull, Tenn.
Bowers ~ Humphrey, Wash. l\eecfhm
Bradle; Fl%emld Humphreys, Miss. Nelson
Brownlow James Nicholls
Burke, Pa. Fue{.d Jamieson Nye
Burleigh Johmson, Ky. 0 Connel!
Butler Foelker Johnson, Olcott
Byrd Fordney Jones Oldfield
Byrns Fornes Joyce Padgett
Calder Kahn Pa;
Calderhead Foster, I11. Keliher Palmer, A. M.
dler Foster, Vt, Ken , Ohio Palmer, H. W.
Cantrill Foulkrod Kinkead, N. J. Parker
Capron Fowler Kitchin Parson
Carlin Fuller m‘i& Patterson
Carter Galnes Knowland Payne
Y Gallagher Korbly Perkins
Clark, Fla. ardner, Mass. Kronmiller Peters
Clark, Mo. Gardner, Mich.. Kilste Plumley
Clayton er, Pa. Lafean FPou
Codks, N.Y.  Ghi. Md. Langham Ratne
ocks, . ng. Raln
ollier Gillespie Langley I!an;d{ll. La.
Conry Gillett Lassiter Rauch
Cook Glass Latta Reid
Cooper. Godwin Law Reynolds
?er, Wis. Goebel Lawrence Rl
Cov nzmc Goldfogle Riordan
Cox, O Goulden Lever Roberts
Craig Graham, I1L Lindsay Robinson
Cravens Graham, Pa L4 ton Rothermel
Crumpacker Greene Llo Rucker, Mo.
Cullop Griest .0 rth Sabath
Currler Griggs Lou Saunders
Cnshman Guernsey Lovering Shackleford
Dalzell Hamill Lundin Shar
Davidson Hamilton MeCall B eld

Sherley Sgarry Thomas, N. C. Wee
Bherwood Stafford Thomas, Ohio Welsse
Simmons Stanley Tilson Wheel
Bims Stevens, Minn. Tirrell Wickliife
Sisson Sulloway Tou Velle Wiley
Small Swasey Townsend Wilson, 111,
Smith, Cal. Talbott Vreeland Wilson, Pa.
th, Tawney Wallace Young, Mich.
Snapp Taylor, Ohio Washburn Young, N. Y.
Bouthwick Tener Watkins
Sparkman Thomas, Ky. Webb
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—!
Moss Olmsted
NOT VOTING—9.

Coud Rhinock Spight Underwood
C?gwm Russell Sulzer Willett
Gill, Mo.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, how am I recorded?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded.

Mr, SULZER. In the negative?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York is not re-
corded.

Mr. SULZER. I wish to vote “no,” Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Well, but was the gentleman present when
his name was called?

Mr. SULZER. I just came in now.

The SPHAKER. The gentleman does not bring himself
within the ruole.

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

Mr. TALBOTT. Mr. Speaker, I offered an amendment yes-
terday to reduce the duty on pineapples—paragraph 275. I
would like to know if it is in order now to ask for a yea-and-nay
vote on that proposition? Under the ruling of the Chair I think
I am entitled to it

The SPEAKER. The amendment is not privileged under the
order of the House,

The question is on the engrossment and third reading of
the bill.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, is there not a coal
oil amendment?

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that there is not.

Mr. DALZELIL. Mr. Speaker, by unanimous consent crude oil
and its products were put on the free list.

Mr. CLARK of Missourl. I know; but I would like to have
a roll call on it.

Mr. DALZELYL. Does the gentleman want to amend that?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No; I do not want to amend it. I
want a roll call on the Payne amendment, and on that I ask
for the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ascertain from the report.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. NORRIS. Inasmuch as the vote in the Committee of
the Whole was on the oil proposition, and has not been voted
upon by the House, it would not be in the bill if we did not
vote on it. We have taken mo vote on that; and, no matter
whether it is by unanimous consent or how, we must take a
vote here or it will not be in the bill

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the whole history is not in the
Recorp. A vole was taken several days ago on the motion of
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr, Norris] to put oil at a duty
of 1 per cent, as well as the products, and the proviso was
stricken out of the paragraph. This morning, by unanimous
consent, on my motion, the committee authorized the chairman
to report an amendment to the bill striking out section 36},
which was voted in the other day, and also to strike out the
proviso in the free list, leaving petrolenm and all its products on
the free list. That was the amendment.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is what I want to vote on.

Mr. OLMSTED. That is correct, Mr. Speaker, and that is
one of the amendments reported by the chairman to the House.

The SPEAKER. Now, then, the recommendation of the com-
mittee is that the Norris amendment should be stricken out,
and that the proviso on page 159 be stricken out.

Mr. NORRIS. That was stricken out, Mr. Speaker, by my
amendment.

The SPEAKER. Now, then, the House wants to
agree or disagree.

Mr. NORRIS. That is the idea exactly. That is what T
was trying to impress upon the Chair,

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the vote will be taken
upon both propositions at the same time.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The oil provision is in there, in
section 3, as placed in the Recorp this morning, and that is
what I think the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. NoRRIS]

Precisely.

Aamended by his motion.
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Mr. XORRIS. I think the Speaker stated the proposition
correctly.

Mr. CLARK of Missonrl, I wanted a vote on the Payne
amendment. That swallows up the Norris amendment.

Mr. NORRIS. I ngree with the gentleman from Missouri
that the vote here should be on the Payne amendment. That
covers and includes the whole mntter.

The SPEAEER. But both amendments have to be disposed
of. It is the recommendafion coming from the Committee of
the Whole Housge to strike out the muatter which was inserted
by the Norris anmendment.

Nr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Spenker——

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker

Mr. HITCHCOCK, Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a parlia-
mentary nquiry.

The SPEAKER. One moment. <

Mr. MANN, Mr. Speaker, in order that we may have the
record correet, as I nnderstand the matter, the other day the
Committee of the Whole adopted an amendment striking out
the proviso wlere oil comes in the free lisf, inserting a provision
a8 section 363 with 1 per cent duty. Yesterday the gentleman
from New York offered an amendment to the amendment to the
section earrying it and ilhe countervailing proposition swith it.

This morning he asked vnanimouns consent to strike ont that
part of the section providing for the countervalling duty on
oil and to strike out section 3063, so that oil would be on the
free list on the maxlmum aund also on the free list under
section 2,

Mr. BCRLESON. Petroleum and its produnets,

Mr. MAXNN. He nlso asked at the same time that it he
removed to the place in this bill where these things are properly
included, so that a vote upon the Payne amendment would
cover the entire proposition.

Mr. NORRIS. It strikes me that would cover the whole
propoesition.

Mr. DALZELL., I would like to ask the gentleman from
Missouri if what he wants is not that we should have a roll eall
on the last Payne nmendment, putting oil on the free list?

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. That is it.

AMr. BURLEBOXN, 0OIil and its products,

Mr. DALZELL. That is all the gentleman is asking for.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Let the amendment be reported, and
then we will know.

Alr. OLMBTED. That is the Payne proposition?

Mr. NORRIS. The Payne amendment that offers to amend
section 3 is not now before tlie House. As I understand the
parliamentary situation, that was disposed of with tlie proviso
in the committee amendment: and the only amendment that is
now before the House is the Payne amendment with refercnee
to the provision on page 1860 of the bill, which strikes out the
proviso and puts oil and its products on the free list.

The SPEAKER. The diffieulty arises from the multiplicity
of amendments reported by the Clhnirman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union. The Chair is just
trying fo find what the report was; that is all. As near as the
Chair has been able to ascertain, the amendment striking out
the proviso to paragraph 037, on page 150, leaves oil and its
products on the free list.

Mr. NORRIS., That is the amendment of the gentleman from
New York.

The SPEAKER. That is the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New York. And the nmendment of the gentleman,
which was amended in the Committee of the Whole House, mak-
ing the duty 1 cent was stricken out by unanimous consent. So
that his amendment and that amendment are parliamentarily as
if they never existed; and the vote is to be taken upon the mo-
fion to strike out the proviso. If the Honse should concur in
the recommendation of the committee, it would accomplish——

Mr. NORRIS. I think, Mr. Speaker, that is practically the
parlinmentary situation.

The SPEAKER. The question Is on striking out the proviso,

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Let the amendment be reported.

Mr. KEIFER. We have to vote on the guestion of putting
petroleum on the free list,

The SPEAKER. It was on the free list in the blll. The pro-
viso is the countervalling duty. If the gentleman desires, it
wiil be read,

Mr. FINLEY. I ask that it be read.

AIr. GAINES. T ask for order, Mr. Speaker; it is impossible
to understand what is being done on account of the number of
gentlemen down in front,

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the proviso that is to
be stricken out.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out of panragraph 637 the following praviso :

“Provided, That If there be lmported into the United States cruode
petrolenm, or the products of crude petroleum produced in any country
which Imposes a duty on petrolenm or its products exported from the
United States, there shall in such cases be levied, paid, and collected a
duty upon sald erude petrolenm or its products so lmported equal to the
duty Imposed by such conntry."”

Mr. BURLESON. A parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. BURLESON., In order to accomplish what the gentle-
man’s amendment gsought to do, ought not there to be inserted, in
line 20, after the word * crude,” “and the products thercof?”

Mr. NORRIS. I think that was Included in the amendment.

Nr. PAYNE., There is no such proposition before the House.
Petroleum is on the free list,

Mr, POINDEXTER. Nvr. Speaker, the language which the
gentleman from Texas desires to retain is already incorporated
in the words * petrolenm, crude or refined.” They will be left
on the free list. )

The SPEAKER. The question is on striking out the proviso,
which bas been read.

The gquestion was taken, and the Speaker anmounced that the
ayes seemed to have it

Mr. CLARK of Missonri.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was faken; and there were—yeas, 322, nays 47,
amswered “ present® 1, not voting 18, as follows:

Yeas and nays.

YEAS—322,

Adair Diekema Hill Morgan, Mo.
Adamson Dies Hinshaw Morgan, Okla.
Alken Dixon, Ind. Hitcheock Morrison
Alexander, Mo, Dodds Hobson Morse

llen Douglas Houston Kloss
Ames Draper Howard AMudd
Anderson Diriscoll, D. A. Howell, N. J. Murdock
Ansberry Driscoll, M. B. Howland Murphy
Anthony Dure; Hubbard, Towa Nelson
Ashbrook Dwight Hughes, Ga. Nicholls
Barnard Fdwards, Ga. !Iurhes‘ N.T. Norris
Harnhart Ellerbe Hull, lowa. Nye
Bartholdt Hllis Hull, Tenn. O Connell
Hartlett, Ga, Elvins Humphrey, Wash, Olcott
Liartlett, Nev, Fach Humphreys, Miss, Oldneld
Beall, Tex. Fstopinal James (Hmsted
Bell, Ga. Falrchild Jamieson Padgett
Bennet, N, Y. Fassett Johnson, Ky. Page
Hingham Ferris Johnson, 8. C. Pufmer. A. ML
Boehne Finley Jones Parker
Booher Iish Joyece I'arsons
Horland Fitzgerald {eifer I"atterson
Houtell Flood, Va. Keliher Payne
Bowers L‘lo{d. Ark. Kendall Pearre
Bradley Focht Kennedy, lowa  Perkins
Tirantley i-.oelker Kennedy, Ohlo Tetors
Broussard Fordney Kinkaid, Nebr,  Plckett
{:mwr?::w ll-_ornos }(:nk:lad. N.J. Plumley

: oEs Litchin Poindexter

Burke, 8, Dak. Foster, 111 Kunapp 'ou
Burleigh Ioster, Vt. Kop Pratt
Iurleson Foulkrod Korbly ray
Burnett Fowler Kronmiller I'rince
Butler Fuller Kilstermann Pujo
Byrd Gallagher Lafean Rainey
Hyrns Gardner, Mass. Lamb Randell, Tex,
Calder Gardner, Mich. Lassiter Ransdell, La,
Calderhead Garner, Pa. Latta tauch
Campbell Garner, Tex. Law Reeder
Candler Garrett Lawrence Reid
Cantrill GIII, Md. Reynolds
Capron Gillespie Lenroot Richardson
Carlin Gillett Lindbergh Riordan
Carter Glassg Lindsay Roberts
Cary Godwin Livingston Itobinson
Chapman Galdfogle Lloyd Rodenberg
Clark, ¥la. Good Longworth Rothermel
Clark, Mo. Gordon Lond Rucker, Colo.
Clayton 1oulden Loudenslager Rucker, Mo.
Cline Gra Lovering Sabath
Cocks, N. X, Graham, IIL Towden Saunders
Colller Gireene Lundin Shackleford
Conry Grege MeCall Bha;;{’
Cook : Griest McDermott Khefeld
Cooper, Pa. Giriges MeHenry Sheppard
Cooper, Wis. Gronna MeKinley, I Sherley
Covington Guernsey Mcliinne{ Sherwood
Cowles Hamer MeLanghlin, Mich.8lmmons
Cox, Ind. Hamill McMorran Bims
Cox, Ohio Hamilton Macon Slsson
Cralg Hamlin Madden Blayden
Cravens Hammond Madlson Slem
Crumpacker Iianna Magulre, Nebr. Hmal
Cullop Hardwick Martin, Colo. Smith, Towa
Currier Hard Martin, 8, Dak.  8mith, Mich.
Cushman Harrison Mnaynard Smith, Tex.
Davidson Haugen Mays Brapp
Imvis Hawley Miller, Kans. Sparkmen
Dawson oy Miller, Minn. Bplebt
Dg Armond Heald Millington RtaTord
Denby Heflin Moon, Tenn. Stanley
Dent Helm Moore, I'a. Steenerson
Denver Henry, Tex. Moore, Tex, Stephens, Tex,
Dickson, Mlss. Higgins Morehead Sulloway
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Bulzer Thomns, Ky. Wallace Wilsan, 111,
"Talbott Thomas, N. C. ‘Wanger Wilson, P'a.
Tawney Tilson Watking Wood, N. J.

lor, Aln. Tirrell Webb Woods, lown
Taylor, Cole. Tou Velle Weisse Young, N. X,
Taylor, Ohio Townsend Wickliffe
Thistlewood Underwood Wiley

NAYS—4T.
Alexander, N. Y, Englebright Kahn Southwitk
Andrus Gaines Knowland Sturglss
Austin Goebel Langham Tener
Barchfeld Graham, Pa. Langley Thomas, Ohlo
larciny Grant Lorimer Yrecland
Bates lluru McCreary Washburn
Bennett, Ky. Holllngsworth McKinlay, Cal Weeks
Burke, f‘a_ Howell, Utah MeLnchlan, Cal.  Whecler
Caole Hubbard, W. Va. Mann Woodyard
Creager Huft Mandell Young, Mich,
Dalzell Hughes, W. Va.  Moon, Pa. The Speaker
Edwards, Ky. Johnson, Ohio Needham
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—1.
Lever
NOT VOTING—I18.

Coundrey MeGuire, Okla.  Scott Swasey
Crow Malby Smith, Cal. Yolstead
Gardner, N. T. I'nlmer, H. W. Sperry Willett
Gill, Mo, Rhinock Sterling
Henry, Conn. Itussell Stevens, Minn,

So the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk announced the following additional pair:

For the remainder of this day:

Mr. Scort with Mr. LEvER,

Mr, LEVER. Mr, Speaker, I desire to know if the gentleman
from Kansas [Mr. Scorr] has voted.

The SPEAKER. He has not.

Mr. LEVER. Then I desire to change my vote from “aye”
to “ present.”

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will eall my name.

The Clerk called the Speaker's name, and he voted in the
negative.

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

The SPHAKER. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill

Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr., Speaker, a parlinmentary
inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Was there not an amendment
offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payxe] which
in specific terms put petrolenm and its products on the free
lst? I do not understand that the words “and its producis™
are in any amendment which we have voted on in the House,

The SPEAKER. The amendmentis are disposed of that were
reported to the House,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
and was accordingly read the third time.

Mr. LINDBERGH. Mr, Speaker—

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker——

AMr. LINDBERGH. I move to recommit the bill with the
following instructions——

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman
from Missonri.

Alr. CLARK of Missourl. I offer a motion fo recommit, and
want to ask the Speaker a parlinmentary question before he
puts that motion. Does the rule as adopted carry the previous
question with it, or do I have to move the previous question,
under the rule we are operating under?

Mr. PAYNE. I am entitled to recognition after he gots
through, and I will move tha previous question, if he makes the
motion I expect him to make.

Mr. CLARIK of Missourl. I will make the motion myself.

Mr. MADDEN. A parliamentary Inquiry, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEARER. The gentloman will state it.

Alr. MADDEN. 1 wish to inquire under what rule of prae-
tice in the Flouse the gentleman from Missourl sceks recognition
for the purpose of making a motion to recommit?

Mr, CLARK of Missourl. It has been that way for years.

The SPEAKER. Under the new rule adopted at the begin-
ning of the session, popularly known as the “ Fitzgerald amend-
ment.” [Laughter and applanse.]

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, a parlinmentary inguiry, and
in good faith.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr, MURDOCK. The gentleman from Minnesotn asked for
recognition under the new rule. Was not he entitled fo it?

The SPHAKER. The Chair in carrying out the new rule
Intely adopted feels that In fairness, following a fair construe-
tion of the rule, the gentleman from Missouri, o member of the
minority of the Committee on Ways and Means, the leading
opponent to the bill, ghould be recognized for the purpose of

making the motion to recommit, [Applause.] And therefore
the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Missourl [Mr, Crarx],

Mr. MURDOCK. Another parlinmentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will stale it.

Mr. MURDOCK. I wish to call the Speaker's attention to
the fact that the Fitzgerald amendment, or the pew rule, does
not speeify a member of the minority as the one opposed to the
bill,

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the rule.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend Rule XVI by adding ot the end of paragraph 4: “After the
previous question shall have n ordered on the passage of the bill
or joint resolution, one motion to recommit shall be In order, and the
SFeak.er ghall give prefercnee in recognition for such purpose to a
Member who 18 opposed to the bill or joint resolotion.”

The SPEAKER. Now, the Chair, in falrness, as the Chair
gecks to be in the construction of the rule, recognizes the gen-
tleman at the head of the minority on the Ways and Means
Committee and the leading opponent to the biil

AMr. CLARK of Missourl, Mr. Speaker, I move the resolution
to recommit and the previous question upon it.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized just as far as
the rule empowers him.

Mr. CLARK of Missourl. I will modify that by moving to
adopt the resolution to recommit,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missourl moves to re-
commif, The Clerk will report the resolution.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I call for order,

The SPEAKER, The Chair belleves that gentlemen should
all be seated and that we should have complete order, for the
reason, among others, that there is no debate upon the motion
to recommit, and therefore the Chalr desires to hear and be-
lieves that every other Member should also listen.

The Clerk rend as follows:

Reaolved, That the bill H. R. 1438 be recommitted to the Committee
on Ways and Means with Instructions to amend the bill as herelnafter
npmﬂndmand report the same back to the House at as early a date as

racticable: '

= First. Amend by redocing the datlea carrled by the Bill to revenue
rates, 50 a8 to raise the maximum of revenue with the minlmum of
burden of taxatlon upon the masses of the Ameriean people, so adjust-
ing the rates of duty ns to deal falrly with both producer and consumer,
with due regard to the needs of the Governmen

Second, Amend by making the rates of duty named In the bill the
muximum rates, and provide for minlmum rates below the sald maxi-
:t:lllml11 mtre? that may be allowed foreign countrles for like concessions on

ol "

Tltl?&l. Amend gection 10 by providing that the discriminating duty
of 10 per cent ad walorem therein provided for to m on
1s, wares, and merchandise Imported In vessels not of the United
tates shall be so amended as to provide for a rebate of 10 cen
ad valorem of the dutles provided for In the bill on all imporis enter-
ing our ports from forelgn conntrles in vesséls of the United Btates
in place of the diseriminating dutles now provided for In said seetion,

Fonrth. nd by Ilnserting a new paragraph in sald Bbill that will
provide for a sruduntcd tax to be levled on lncomes.

Fifth, Amend as follows: Strike out all of sectlon 350, covering
bagging for cotton, ny cloth, and simllar fabrics saltable for cover-
ing mtgton. com of single yarns made of jute, jute butts, or hemp,
anid transfer the game to the free list.

Sixth. Amend as follows: Strike out sgection 123, covering hoop or
band lron, or hoop or band steel, cut to Jengths, or wholly or partly
manufactured into hoops or tles, coated or not coated with paint or any
other preparation, with or without buckles or fastenings, for baling
cotton, and transfer same to the free list.

Beventh. Amend by placing leather, harness, boots, shoes, and all
other products of leather on the free

ighth. Amend 013' Incing articles entering Into eompetition with
truat-controlled products upon the free list,

Ninth. Amend by placing cocon, or cacao, crude and fiber, Ieaves
and shells of, on the free list.

Tenth. Amend section 23 by providing that wvesscls built in foreign
countrles, when purchased by citizens of the United States for uso in
the ocean carrying trade, mﬁcbu glvon Amerlean registry under rules
almll regulations, providing same shall be officcred by American
clitizens.

Eleventh. Amend by cutting out all Increases made in the Payne
hill on hoslery and g{ovﬂl‘ g0 as to materially decrease instead of
materially increasing the Dingley law rates.

Twcl!tg Amend by placing all agricultural Implements on the free

list.

Thirteenth, Ammw adding the following paragraph :

“ Whenever the President of the United States shall be satisflied that
the priee of any commodity or article of merchandise has been enhanced
in eonsequence of any monopoly or trust In the United States, ha shall
issuc his proc.amation suspending the collectlon of all customs doties or
import taxes on llke articles of merchandise or commodities brought
from forelgn coontrles. Suech suspension shall contluue ns long as
such enhancement In priee of such commodity or artlele of merchandlse
exists and nntil revoked by the President.”

Fourteenth. Amend by reducing and nd{ustlng rates In all schednles
so that the doties shall not excced the difference in the cost of labor
in Amerlea and abroad and sh upon a basis to produce increased
revenua for the Government and competitive prices for the Ameriean
CcoOnsSumer,

Mr. PAYNE. Mr., Speaker, I move the previous question on
the motion made by the gentleman from Missouri.

The previous question was ordered,

The SPEAKER., As many as are in fayor of the motion made

| by the gentleman from Missourl will say “ aye.”

SN TR, o BT SN s S e e T e S )|
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas

and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 162, nays 218,
answered “ present™ 1, not voting 7, as follows:

YEAS—162,

Adair
Adamson

iken
Alexander, Mo.
Anderson
Ansberr,
Ashbroo
Barnhart
Bartlett, Ga.
Bartlett, Nev.
Beall, Tex.
Bell, Ga
Boehne
Booher
DBorland
Bowers
Brantley
Burgess
Burleson
gurgett
B:;;ns
Candler
Cantrill
Carlin
Carter
Clark, I'la.
Clark, Mo,
Clayton
Cline
Collier
Conry
Covington
Cox, Ind.
Cox, Ohio
Cralg
Cravens
Cullop
De Armond
Dent

Denver

Alexander, N, X,
en

Austin
Barchfeld

Barclay

Barnard

Calderhead
Campbell
Capron
Cary
Chapman
Cocks, N. X,
Cole

Cook
Cooper, Pa.
Cooper, Wis.
Cowles
Creager
Crumpacker
Currler
Cushman
Dalzell
Davidson
Davis
Dawson
Denby
Diekema
Dodds
Douglas

Draper
Driscoll, M. H,
Dure;

Dwight
Edwards, Ky.
Ellis

Elvins
Englebr!ght

Coudrey
Crow

—

Dickson, Miss,
Dies

Hu, “fhes. N.J.

Ransdell, La.
Rauch

Dixon, Ind. Humphreys, Miss. Reid
Driscoll, D. A, James Richardson
Edwards, Ga. Jamieson Riordan
Ellerbe Johnson, Ky. Robinson
Ferris Johnson, 8. C, Rotherm
Finley Jones Rucker, Colo,
Fitzgerald Keliher Rucker, Mo.
Flood, Va. Kinkead, N. J, Sabath
Floyd, Ark. Kitchin Saunders
Fornes Korb]y Shackleford
Foster, I11. Lamb harp
Gallagher Lassiter Sheppard
Garner, Tex, Latta Sherley
Garrett Lec Bherwood
Gill, Md. Lindsay Sims
Gillespie Livingston Sisson
Glass Lio, Slayden
Godwin MeDermott Bmall
Goldfogle McHenry Smith, Tex.
Gordon Macon Bparkman
Goulden Maguire, Nebr. S{uﬂlght
Graham, I11. Martin, Colo. Stanley
Grege Maynard Stephens, Tex.
Griggs Mays Suoizer
Hamill Moon, Tenn. Talbott
Hamlin Moore, Tex, Taylor, Ala.
Hammond Morrison Taylor, Colo.
Hardwick Moss Thom.as, Ky.
Hard Nicholls Thomas, N. C.
Harrison O'Connell Tou Velie
Ing Oldfield Tnderwood
Heflin Padgett Wallace
Helm Paﬁ; Watkins
Henry, Tex, Palmer, A, M, Webb
Hiteheock Patterson Weisse
Hobson Peters Wickliffe
Houston Pou Wilson, Pa.
Howard Rainey
Hughes, Ga. Randell, Tex.
NAYB—218.
Estopinal Kinkaid, Nebr, Parsons
Fairchild Kmlp;l) Payne
Fassett Knowland
Fish Kopp Perkins
Focht Kronmiller Pickett
Foelker Kilstermann Plumley
Fordney Lafean Poindexter
s“oss YE ,[Amg}mm g;att
oster, Langley ay
Foulkrod Law Prince
Fowler Lawrence Pujo
Fuller Lenroot Reeder
Gaines Lindbergh Reglewlds
Gardner, Mass. Longworth b
Gardner, Mich. Lorimer toden
Gardner J. ud heffield
Garner, fE‘a, Loudenslager immons
Gillett Lovering Slem
Goebel Lowden Bmith, Cal.
Good n Bmith, Iowa
Graff McCall Smith, Mich.
Graham, Pa, McCreary Bnagg
Grant McGujre, Okla. Southwlick
Greene Sperry
Griest McKlnley. 111, Stafford
Gronna Bteenerson
Guernsey MecLachlan, Bterling
Hamer McLaughlin, Mich.8tevens, Minn,
Hamilton McMorran Sturgiss
Hanna Madden Sulloway
Haugen Madison Swasey
Hawley Iby Tawney
Hayes ann Tnylor Ohio
Heald Martin, 8, Dak. Tener
gfnr , Conn. MH}Q'MM }‘glstlewood
fg{Ls er, Thomas, Ohio
Hill on Tilson
Hinshaw ondell Tirrell
Holl[nfaworth oon, Pa. Townsend
Howel Moore, Pa. Volstead
;—;owﬂ; “i[}tah :orehead = land
oW organ, anger
Hubbard, Jowa  Morgan, Okla. Wasgl‘;um
Hubbard, W. Va. Morse Weeks
Huff Mudd Wheeler
Hughes, W. Va. Murdock Wiley
Hull, Towa Murphy Wilaon 111,
Humphre Wash, Needham Wood, N. J.
Johnson, ‘hio Nelson Woods, Towa
Joyce Norris Woodya
Kahn Nye You.ng, Mich
Kendall Olsanted The Boen
enda The aker
Kennedy, Iowa  Palmer, H, W. xi
Kennedy, Ohio Parker
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—1.
Lever r
NOT VOTING—T.
Gill, Mo. Russell Willett
Rhinock Beott

So the motion to recommit was rejected.
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.
The SPEAKER. The question now is upon the passage of

the bill.

Mr, PAYNE. And upon that, Mr. Speaker, I demand the

Yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 217, nays 161,

answered “present” 1, not voting 9, as follows:

YBEAS—217.
Alexander, N. Y. Fairchild Knup Payne
Allen Fassett Knowland Pearre
Ames Fish Kopp Perkins
Andrus Focht Kronmiller Pickett
Anthony Foelker - Kiistermann Plumley
Barcbfeld Fordney Lafean Poindexter
Barclay Foss Langham Pratt
Barnard Foster, Vt. Langley Pra;
Bartholdt Foulkrod Law Prince
Bates Fowler Lawrence Pujo
Bennet, N. Y, Fuller Lenroot Reeder
Bennett, Ky, Galnes Lindbergh Reynolds
Bingham Gardner, Mass. Longworth Roberts
Boutell Gardner, Mich. Lorimer Rodenberg
Bradley Gardner, N. J. Lond Sheffield
Broussard . Garner, Pa. Londenslager Simmons
Brownlow Gillett Lovering lem
Burke, Pa. Goebel sowden Smith, Cal.
Burke, 8. Dak. Good Lundin Bmith, Towa
Burleigh Graff MeCall Smith, Mich.
Butler Graham, Pa. MecCreary Snapp
Calder Grant MeGuire, Okla.  Sonthwick
Calderhead Greene MecKinlay, Cal. Stafford
Campbell Griest McKinley, I11. Steenerson
Capron Gronna McKinney Sterling
Cary » Guernsey McLachlan, Cal. Stevens, Minn,
Chapman Hamer McLaughlin, Mich.Sturgiss
Cocks, N. Y. Hamilton McMorran ulloway
Cole anna Madden f wa.aey
Cook — Haugen Madison awne
Cooper, Pa. Hawley Malby Ma)flnor. Ohio .
Cooper, Wis. Hayes ann
Cowles Heald Martin, 8. Dak. 'T'hlstjewood
Creager Henry, Conn. Miller, Eans, Thomas, Ohlo
Crumpacker Hi Miller, Minn, Tilson
Currier Hill illington Tirrell
Cushman Hinshaw Mondell wnsen
Dalzell - Hollingsworth oon, Pa Volstead
Davidson Howell, N. J. Moore, Pa. Vreeland
Davis Howell, Utah Morehead Wanger
Dawson Ho lan Morgan, Mo. Washburn
Denby }_Iubhard. Iowa  Morgan, Okla, Weeks
Diekema ; ubbard, W. Va. Morse Wheeler
Dodds Huff Mudd Wickliffe
Douglas : uizhes. W.Va. Murdock Wiley
raper Hull, Iowa - . Murphy Wilson, TIL
Driscoll, M. B, i "m“hrea Wash., N Wood, N. J.
Dure; , Ohio Nelson Woods, [owa
Dwight Joyce Norris oodyard
Edwards, Ky. Kahn Nfa Young, Mich.
Ellis Blf Oleott ounag. .
Elvins endall Olmsted The Speaker
lebright Kennedy. Iowa  Palmer, H. W.
Kennedy, Ohio Parker
Estopinal Kinkaid, Nebr. Parsons
NAYS—161.
Adair Denver Hughes, Ga Ransdell, La. .
Adamson D[cknon. Miss. Huﬁhaa, . J. Rauch
i{ken der, M Di Ind. H hreys, Miss, Ilfleli?: rd
exander, Mo. xon, In ump 8, ., Richardson
Anderson Driscoll, D, A. James Riordan
Ansberr Edwards, Ga. Jamieson Robinson
Ashbroo Hilerbe Johnson, Ky Rothermel
Austin Ferris Johnson, 8. C. Rucker, Colo.
Barnhart Finley Jones Rucker, Mo
Bartlett, Ga. Fitzgerald Keliher Sabath
Bartlett, Nev. Flood, Va. Kinkead, N. J. Saunders
Beall, Te: Floyd, Ark. itchin Shackleford
Bell, Ga. rnes Korbly Bharp
Boehne Foster, 111 mb Shep!
Booher Gallagher Lassiter Bherley
Borland Garner, Tex. Latta Sherwood
Bowers Garrett Lee Bims
e Gillespie Tiovd Siayde
u espie 0, ayden
Burleson Glass McDermott Small
Burnett McHenry Smith, Tex.
Byrd Goldfogle Macon park
Byrns Gordon Maguire, Nebr,  Spight
Candler Goulden Martin, Colo. Btanle
Cantrill Graham, Ill. Maynard Btephens, Tex.
Carlin Gregg ays Sulzer
Carter £ Moon, Tenn. Talbott
Clark, Fla. Hamill Moore Tex. Taylor, Ala.
Clark, Mo. [Tamlin Morrigon Taylor, Colo.
Clayton lammond Moss Thomas, Ky.
line Hardwick Nicholls Thomas, N. C.
Collier Hard O'Connell Tou Velle
Conry Harrison Oldfield Underwood
Covington Hag Padgett Wallace
Cox, Ind. : Teflin Pa atk
Cox, Ohio Helm Palmer, A, M, Webb
Cralg: - B enr_v,', Tex. Patterson Weisse
Cravens Hitcheock Peters Wilson, Pa.
Cullop Hobson Pou
De Armond Houston Rainey
t Howard Randell, Tex.
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—1.

Lever




1302

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

PR I i = B i A S e e S T | B e s e M ok P BT T

APRID 9,

NOT VOTING—9.

Russell z 8

Coudrey - S
co

Lin
Crow nmﬂﬁ%ﬁ
Gill, Mo.

So the bill was passed.

The Speaker directed that his name be called; and when it
was called, he answered ‘“aye,” as above recorded.

The following additional pair was announced :

Mr. Lever with Mr. Scorr.

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, how is Mr, Scorr recorded on
this roll? I wish to vote “ present,” because I am paired with
Mr. ScorT.

The SPEAKER. Mr. Scorr is recorded as voting * present.”

Mr. STANLEY. I now understand that Mr. Lever is paired
with Mr. ScorT.

Mr. LEVER. I have a pair with Mr. ScorT.

Mr. STANLEY. Then, Mr, Speaker, I desire to vote “no.”

The result of the vote was then announced, as above recorded.
‘[Loud and continued applause.]

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

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for a
print of the bill, 1,200 copies, as it passed the House, and that
in the printing the numbering of the paragraphs and sections
be preserved.

The SPEAKER, Is there objection?

Mr. FINLEY. Will that put them in the document room?

Mr. PAYNE. I do not know where they will go.

Mr. FINLEY. I think they should go to the folding room.
The gentleman ought to know; for if they go to jhe document
room, Members will not get them. I move to amend by direct-
ing that they go to the folding room.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If the gentleman from New York
says they shall go to the folding room——

Mr. PAYNE. I am told they will go to the folding room. -

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. All right.

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol-
lows:

To Mr. Moox of Tennessee, indefinitely, on account of im-
portant business.

To Mr. JoansoxN of South Carolina, indefinitely, on account of
important business,

To Mr. FiNLEY, indefinitely, on account of business.

To Mr. Moss, indefinitely, on account of important business.

DAYS OF MEETING.

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolu-
tion and move its adoption,

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

House resolution §S.

Resolved, That until further ordered the House shall meet only on
Mondays and Thursdays of each week.

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, it is perfectly manifest that
the House has no business to do, and will not have any business
at all until some report is made from the Senate. It will be
perfectly useless to have all the Members of the House come
up here day by day simply for the purpose of adjourning. The
incidental business that we may likely be called upon to do ecan
be done on Mondays and Thursdays, and if this resolution be
passed by a guorum, and we certainly have a quorum here now,
we will be relieved from the necessity of coming up every day
to the House and agreeing to a motion to adjourn.
tion is identical in terms with the one that was adopted in the
Fifty-fifth Congress after the passage of the Dingley law when it

went to the Senate.
Mr. Speaker, the only objection I

Ty
illett

Mr. CLARK of Missouri.
have to it—I am not going to object—is that it is unconstitu-
tional, as the House can not adjourn but three days at a time,
and if the House will give unanimous consent for me to print
some remarks on that subject I will not weary myself or the
House with them now.

Mr. DALZELL. Mr, Speaker, I am sure they will. [Laugh-
ter and applause.]

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Missouri? [After a pause.] The Chair hears

none.
The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to.

ADJOURNMENT OVER.
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move when the House adjourn

to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next.
The motion was agreed to.

The resolu-"

ADJOURNMENT.
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move the House do now adjourn.
The motion was agreed to.
Accordingly (at 8 o'clock and 20 minutes p. m.) the House
adjourned until Monday, April 12, 1909, at 12 o’clock noon,

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of
War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of Engineers,
report of examination and survey of St. Andrews Bay, Florida
(H. Doc. No. 12), was taken from the Speaker’s table, referred
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be
printed with illustrations.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under eclause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo-
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred as follows: !

By Mr. HULL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 6854) for the
erection of a public building at Dayton, Tenn.—to the Commit-
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6855) for the erection of a public building
at Gallatin, Tenn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6856) making appropriation for the con-
struction and equipment of a Weather Bureau observatory on
Crab Orchard Mountain, Cumberland County, Tenn.—to the
Committee on Agriculture.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6857) authorizing the Secretary of War to
supervise the erection of monuments and markers and locate
the route of “the great stage road,” also known as the “ Walton
road "—to the Commiitee on the Library

By Mr. SIMMONS: A bill (H. R. 6858) for the erection of a
public building at Batavia, N. Y.—to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 6859) to authorize the Secre-
tary of War to commence and complete the locking and dam-
ming of the Clinch River, in Tennessee, above Kingston and to
Walkers Ford, and in accordance with the plan heretofore
adopted—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr, CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 6860) to amend section 2,
chapter 1159, United States Statutes at Large, volume 32, part
1, page 405, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the
Territories.

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 6861) grant-
ing a condemned cannon to John A. Dix Post, Grand Army of
the Republie, of Highmore, 8. Dak.—to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 6862) for permanent con-
sular improvement and commercial enlargement—to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. GRIEST : A bill (H. R. 6863) to amend a provision in
the “Act making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1882, and for
other purposes,” approved March 1, 1881—to the Committee
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H, R. 6864) to levy and collect a tax
on the gross receipts of all corporations, firms, or persons do-
ing an interstate business—to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 6865) to
provide for the greater security of life and property on navi-
gable waters, for the inspection of vessels, and for other pur-
poses—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. WALLACE: A bill (H. R. 6866) to extend the time
for the construction of a bridge across the Ouachita River at or
near Camden, Ark.—to the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce.

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 6867) to authorize the
city of Sturgis, Mich., to construct a dam across the St. Joseph
River—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. LORIMER: Resolution (H. Res. 56) providing addi-
tional compensation for the assistant foreman of the folding
room—to the Committee on Accounts.

By Mr. LUNDIN: Resolution (H. Res. 57) authorizing the
Speaker to appoint a select committee to make an investigation

concerning old-age insurance—to the Committee on Rules.
By Mr. BURLEIGH : Memorial of the legislature of Maine,

against the passage of any law by Congress imposing any tax
on succession of inheritances—to the Committee on Ways and
Means.
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Also, memorial of, the legislature of Maine, in favor of the
enactment of a law creating a volunteer retired list—to the
Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. HIGGINS: Memorial of the legislature of Connecti-
cut, concerning reservation of inheritance tax for state reve-
nue—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. SPERRY : Memorial of the legislature of Connecticut,
favoring a change in the date of the inauguration of the Presi-
dent and Vice-President—to the Committee on Election of Presi-
dent, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress.

Also, memorial of the legislature of the State of Connecticut,
favoring the reservation of inheritance tax for state revenue—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

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

By Mr. AIKEN: A blll (H. R. 6868) for the relief of R.
Smith Bailey—to the Committee on War Claims.

DBy Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 6869) granting an in-
crease of pension to Rachel A. Johnson—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Ar. BARCHFELD: A bill (H. R. 6870) granting an in-
crease of pension to Leopold Bertsche—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

. By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 6871) granting an in-
crease of pension to Christopher G. Bollman—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 6872) granting an increase of pension to
Henry R. Tobias—to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6873) granting an increase of pension to
David Copley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. RR. 6874) granting an increase of pension to
Phillip Wolfenberger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6875) granting an increase of pension to
John M. Dorland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6876) granting an increase of pension to
John W. Bentz—to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6877) granting an increase of pension to
Albert G. Pugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6878) granting an increase of pension to
William Shively—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6879) granting an increase of pension to
Henry H. Weirick—to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6880) granting an increase of pension to
Alfred Sanders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6881) granting an increase of pension to
Peter Spangler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6882) for the relief of William H. Rich-
hart—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6883) to remove the charge of desertion
from the military record of George W. Dunlap and grant him an
honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. BARTHOLDT : A bill (H. R. 6884) for the relief of
Edward Cahalan, and the heirs of Milton C. Espey, Edmund P.
Wileox, and Hampton L. Lee, deceased—to the Committee on
War Claims.

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 6885) to reim-
burse the Gore-Duggan Engineering Company—to the Commit-
tee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6886) granting an increase of pension to
Terence N. Foley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BOEHNE: A bill (H. R. 6887) granting an increase
of pension to John R. Carrol—to the Gommlttee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6888) granting an Increase of pension to
Richard A. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BURLEIGH : A bill (H. R. 6889) granting a pension
to Newell Wolcott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 6800) granting an increase
of pension to Reubin Allred—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 6891) granting a pension
to Horatio M. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 6892) for the relief of Mrs.
M. A. Turner—to the Commitiee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R, 6503) for the relief of the estate of Sand-
ford Humphrey, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 6804) granting an increase of

* pension to Eugene Foot—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
By Mr. CLINE: A bill (H. R. 6895) granting an increase of

pension to Martin A. Didion—to the Committee on Invalid

Pensions.

By Mr. COX of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 6806) granting an

increase of pension to Willilam Newton—to the Commitiee on
Invalid Pensions. f

Also, a bill (H. R. 6897) granting an increase of pension to
John J. Alles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6898) granting a pension to Thomas Fin-
ney—to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 6899) granting a pension to Thomas J. D.
Pinnick—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. CRAVENS: A bill (H. R. 6900) for the relief of the
estate of Leroy Noble—to the Commitfee on War Claims.

By Mr. CREAGER: A bill (H. R. 6901) to provide for the
honorable discharge of Platoff Bush—to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. DENVER: A bill (H. R. 6902) granting an increase
of pension to William H. Few—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6903) granting an increase of pension to-
David Gough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 6904) granting an increase of pension
James W. McDaniel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6805) granting an increase of pension
Phillip P. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6906) granting an increase of pension
Hill C. Crawford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6907) granting an increase of pension
Elijah Cowen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6908) granting an increase of pension
Thomas L. Davis—t{o the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6909) granting an increase of pension
Frank L. Dunlap—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H, R. 6910) granting an increase of pension
William H. Everhart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Alsgo, a bill (H. R. 6911) granting an increase of pension to
Alexander Price—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6912) granting an increase of pension to
William J. Srofe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6913) granting an increase of pension to
Samuel N. Weeks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6914) granting an increase of pension to
Silas W. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6915) granting an inecrease of pension to
Henry Babb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6916) granting an increase of pension to
George W. Brookover—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6917) granting an increase of pension to
James Gaines—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 6918) granting an increase of pension to
John Hiett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6919) granting an increase of pension to
John N. MecCollough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6920) granting an increase of pension to
John W. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6921) granting an increase of pension to
Mahlon C. Sween—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6922) granting an increase of pension to
John Wilkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6923) granting an increase of pension to
Tilghman R. Willis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 6924) granting an increase of pension to
Mark D. Ross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. °

Also, a bill (H. R. 6925) granting a pension to Murray R.
Marshall—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6926) granting a pension to Samuel Wolt——
to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6927) granting a pension to James I.
Taylor—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6928) granting a pension to Daniel .
Bavis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ELVINS: A bill (H. R. 6929) granting an increase
of pension to Franklin Cozine—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6930) granting an increase of pension to
Joseph 8. Beck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6931) granting an increase of pension fo
Daniel Austin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6932) for the relief of David F. Rags-
dale—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6933) for the relief of the heirs of Willis
Potter, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6934) to remove the charge of desertion
from the military record of Isaac H. Zo]nmn—-—to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. FISH: A bill (H. R. 6935) for the relief of the
Merchants’ National Bank of Poughkeepsie, N. Y.—to the Com-
mittee on Claims.
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By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 6936) granting an increase
of pension to William T. Boyd—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. HAWLEY: A blll (H. R. 6937) granting a pension
to Almon Shibley—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6938) to correct the military record of
Peter Kenney—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH : A bill (H. R. 6939) granting a
pension to Francis W. Leeper—to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. HUGHES of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 6940) granting
an increase of pension to William Carl—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HULL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 6941) granting an
increase of pension to Milford Clemons—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. (6942) granting an increase of pension to
William W. Baldwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6943) granting an increase of pension to
Louis M. Starring—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6944) granting an increase of pension to
Leonard W. Massey—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6945) granting a pension to William
Boyd—to the Committee oy Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6946) for the relief of M. J, Julian, of
Putnam County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6947) for the relief of John Beasley, of
Rhea County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6948) for the relief of the legal representa-
tives of Z. Tate & Son—to the Committee on War Claims.

Algo, a bill (H. R. 6949) for the relief of the legal repre-
sentatives of Joseph Chipman—to the Committee on War
Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6950) granting pay to heirs of Tyre
Kelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6951) for the relief of . C. M. Cunnyng-
ham and W. H. Cunnyngham, executors of the estate of Elvina
Cunnyngham, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 6952) granting an
increase of pension to John Dufour—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6953) granting an increase of pension to
Samuel Ewing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6954) granting a pension to Helen Canter-
bury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6955) granting a pension to Barbara
Trago—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 6056) granting a pension to Lillie B. Diete-
rich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6957) granting a pension to Julin A.
Dawley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LORIMER : A bill (H. R. 6958) granting an inecrease
of pension to Andrew T. Moonert, alias William Mayfield—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. .

Also, a bill (H. R. 6959) granting an increase of pension to
James M. Merritt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6960) granting an increase of pension to
Allen W. Cross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6961) granting an increase of pension to
John Stephens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 6962) to remove the charge of desertion
from the military record of Theodore Reichel—to the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6963) to remove the charge of desertion
from the military record of Lorenzo F. Brown—to the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6964) to remove the charge of desertion
from the military record of John C. Whittin—to the Committee
on Military Affairs,

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 6965) granting an in-
crease of pension to Oliver A. White—to the Committee on In-
yalid Pensions.

By Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 6966) to re-
move the charge of desertion against James M, Neal—to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6967) to remove the charge of desertion
from the military record of Richard Dove and grant him an hon-
orable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R, 6068) granting a pension to Ara A. Bailey—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, n bill (H. R. 6969) grantitg a pension to Willinm E.
Woodward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. Ik, 6970) granting an increase of pension to
Edward Hall Dell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, n bill (H. R. 6971) granting an increase of pension to
James 3. Spence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 6972) granting an increase of pension to
James R, Hooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6973) granting an increase of pension to
Ephraim C. Parish—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6974) granting an increase of pension to
Joel Cokely—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6975) granting an increase of pension to
John P’. Hardin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6976) granting an increase of pension to
Sidney Clarke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.-

-Also, a bill (H. R. 697T) for the relief of James B. Houston—
to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. MORRISON: A bill (H. B. 6978) granting a pension
to Angeline I. Swaim—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6979) granting an increase of pension to
Catherine I.. Willis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SIMMOXNS: A bill (H. R. 6980) granting an increase
of pension to William Henry H}de—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 6981) granting an
increase of pension to Daniel D. Mann—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6982) granting an increase of pension to
William N. Ash—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6983) granting an inecrease of pension to
Willinmn I. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6984) granting an increase of pension to
Abraham G. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
Also, a bill (H. R. 6985) granting an increase of pension to

Montville Benjamin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (I1I. R. 6086G) granting an increase of pension to
Willinm Franeis Ball—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6987) granting an increase of pension to
Thom:as W. Brewer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 608S) granting an increase of pension
James Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6989) granting an increase of pension
Catherine Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6990) granting an increase of pension
Miles P. Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6991) granting an increase of pension
Edgar Duorfee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6992) granting an increase of pension
H. F. Daniels—to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6993) granting an increase of pension
Samuel W. Dunham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6994) granting an increase of pension
C. Feckenscher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6995) granting an increase of pension
T. W. Gilbey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6996) granting an increase of pension
George W. Graves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6997) granting an increase of pension
Martha Harrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6998) granting an increase of pension
Robert Hawthorn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. €999) granting an increase of pension
Andrew W. Holliday—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7000) granting an increase of pension
Nelson Huxley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. . 7001) granting an increase of pension
Deloss Hopkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7002) granting an increase of pension
Samuel B. Hendricks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. I&. T003) granting an increase of pension
Oscar Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid I"ensions.

Also, a bill (H. I&. 7004) granting an increase of pension
Paul C. G. Itsell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7005) granting an increase of pension
Isanc I Lawrence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. IR, 7006) granting an increase of pension
Edward H. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7007) granting an increase of pension
Esther Lake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7008) granting an increase of pension
Edward Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. IR. 7009) granting an increase of pension
Jennet F. Mueller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. IR. 7010) granting an increase of pension
Henry I’. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7011) granting an increase of pension to
James MeCurdy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7012) granting an increase of pension to
George W. Nicholson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensicuns.
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7013) granting an increase of pension to
William W. Pentlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7014) granting an increase of pension to
John D. Powell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 3

Also, a bill (H. R. 7T015) granting an increase of pension to
Horace A. Rexford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7016) granting an increase of pension to
George Shiebel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7017) granting an increase of pension to
C. H. Sedgwick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7018) granting an increase of pension to
Alfred Tichurst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Alsgo, a bill (H. R. 7019) granting an increase of pension to
Elizabeth E. Ten Eyck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
- Also, a bill (H. R, T020) granting an increase of pension to
Benjamin F. }

Also, a bill (H. R. 7021) granting an increase of pension to
Albert A. Ingham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7022) granting an increase of pension to
Charles Van Horn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 7023) granting an increase of pension to
Julia Nolen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7024) granting an increase of pension to
Peter Wager—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. RR. 7025) granting an increase of pension to
John Wilkinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7026) granting an increase of pension to
Isaac Wadsworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7027) granting an increase of pension to
Jerome €. Walton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also; a bill (H. R. 7028) granting an increase of pension to
R. C. Worthington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7029) granting an increase of pension to
John Wilkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7030) granting an increase of pension to
Mary Smith Weeks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensigns.

Also, a bill (H. R. T031) granting an increase of pension to
Katie Weschke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. T032) granting an increase of pension to
Frank Chase—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7033) granting an increase of pension to
John B. Hanna—to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7084) granting an increase of pension to
Samuel C. Parker—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7035) granting an increase of pension to
Charles L. Randall—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7036) granting a pension to Oliver 8.
Bailey—to the Committec on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7037) granting a pension to Charles N.
Bacon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. T038) granting a pension to Lyman A.
Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7039) granting a pension to William L.
Coryell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Algo, a bill (H. R. 7040) granting a pension to Emory Denton—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. T041) granting a pension to W‘llllam I
Ellis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. T042) granting a pension to Morgan
Gulick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7043) granting a pension to Lizzie J. Hoad-
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7044) granting a pension to James R. Hut-
ton—to the Comm[ttee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7T045) granting a pension to Edward C.
Marsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. T046) granting a pension to Theodore
Pack—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. . T047) granting a pension to J. C. Pred-
more—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. I&. 7048) granting a pension to Albert Robin-
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. T049) granting a pension to Oscar J.
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7050) granting a pension to William A.
Sperl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. It. 7051) granting a pension to Milon Wilson—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. IR. 7052) granting a pension to Orren
Wakeley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. T053) granting a pension to William Dan-
jels—to the Commitiee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R, 7054) to correct the military record of
Daniel D. Mann—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

of
of
of
of
of
of
of
of
of

Also, a bill (H. R. T055) to correct the military record
George W. Barnes—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. T056) to correct the military record
William H. Barrett—to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7057) to correct the military record
Henry Berry—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7058) to correct the military record
John Burke—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7059) to correct the military record
Horace Clapp—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. . T060) to correct the military record
Thomas Eagan—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

- Also, a bill (H. R. T061) to correct the military record
Edwin Horton—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. T062) to correct the military record
Henry P. Kinney—to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. T063) to correct the military record
J. H. Lewis—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R, T064) to correct the military record
George W. Leaming—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7065) to correct the military record
William Manning—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. T066) to correct the military record
George L. Patterson—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. T067) to correct the military record
Charles E. Potter—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. T068) to correct the military record of
Clark G. Russell—to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill- (H. R. T069) to correct the military record of
Jefferson Vinton—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. STURGISS: A bill (H. R. 7070) granting an increase
of pension to Santford 8. Liller—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7071) granting an increase of pension to
Perry Metheny—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7072) granting an increase of pension to
Samuel Gould—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. VREELAND : ‘A bill (H. R. 7073) granting a pension
to Jacob Both—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WICKERSHAM : A bill (H. R. T074) granting an in-
crease of pension to John Burk—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. T075) granting an increase of pension to
Anthony Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R, 7076) granting an increase
of pension to Lemuel Thornell—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 707T) granting an increase
of pension to William H. Carter—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7078) granting an increase of pension to
Charles H. Kendall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7T079) granting an increase of pension to
Emily W. Tilley—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. FORDNEY : A bill (H. R. T080) granting an increase
of pension to John W, Stephens—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. HOBSON: A bill (H. R. 7081) granting a pension to
W. W. Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. -

By Mr. JAMIESON: A bill (H. R. T082) granting an increase
glf pension to Leander Blair—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

ons.

By Mr. KOPP: A bill (H. R. T083) granting an increase of
gnslon to Reuben Sutton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

ons.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7T084) granting an increase of pension fo
Orson Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. T085) granting a pension to Mary J. Pren-
tice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

of
of
of
of

PETITIONS, ETC.

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

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of Rockford Mitten and Ho-
siery Company, Nelson Knitting Company, Burson Knitting
Company, and Forest City Knitting Company, praying for an
increase of the duty on hosiery as provided in the Payne bill—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. AIKEN: Petition of citizens of the Third Congres-
glonal District of South Carolina, favoring a national highways
commission—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. ANDERSON: Petition of R. J. Cristy Company, of
Fremont, Ohio, opposing duty on cold-rolled ='rip steel—to the
Committee on Ways and Means. .
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Also, petition of Sterling Emery Wheel Company, of Tiffin,
Ohio, requesting corundum on free list—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Wolfe Brothers, of Columbus, Ohio, in favor
of shees on free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Fostoria Glass Specialty Company, of Fos-
toria, Ohio, against proposed duty on red lead and lithorage—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. ANSBERRY : Petition of Hide and Leather Associa-
tion, for placing hides on the free list—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. ASHBROOK : Paper to accompany bill for relief of
Peter Everly and Rachel A. Johnson—to the Commiitee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. AUSTIN: Petition of employees of Rockwood Mills,
at Rockwood, Tenn., for retention of paragraphs 325, 826, and
327 of the tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of Joseph Horne & Co.,
against increase of duty on toys—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. BENNET of New York: Papers to accompany bill for
ihe relief of Gore, Meenan & Co., engineering company—to the
Committee on Claims.

Also, papers to aecompany bill for the relief of Terence V.
Foley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BINGHAM : Petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa.,
through the Grecers and Importers’ Exchange. opposing duty on
tea and coffee—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. BROUSSARD : Petition of Maison Blanche Company
and others, against increase of duty on gloves and hosiery—to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. BURLEIGH : Petition of Rumford (Me.) Loecal, No.
9, Brotherhood of Paper Makers, opposing reduction on print
paper—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. CALDER : Petition of Southwick Manufaeturing Com-
pany and others, of Philadelphia, against reduction of duty on
whiting and Paris white—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Lyons Brothers, of Baltimore, against in-
crease of duty on oileloth and linoleum—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Also, petition of W. J. Butterfield, of New York, favoring tax
on tea—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the Florsheimer Shoe Company, ngainst
further reduction of tariff on shoes—t{o the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, petition of International Brotherhood of Paper Makers,
against reduction of tariff on paper—to the Committee on Ways
and Means. -

Also, petition of citizens of the Eleventh Congressional Dis-
trict of New York, against a duty on tea and coffee—to the
Committee on Wnys and Means.

Also, petition of Schiflisticker Union, No. 12768, of American
Federation of Labor, of New York, favoring increase of tariff
on lower grades of embroidery goods—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Also, petition of F. D. Mott, favoring a dufy on
Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of George W. Bayliss, against a duty on crude
cocoa—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Needham & Vallon, against a duty on crude
cocon—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

“Also, petition of Edward Smith & Co., against a duty on china
nut eil—to the Committee on Ways _nmi Means.

Also, petition of Hawley & Hoops, against a duty on crude
cocoa—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of W. E. Dwinill, with eriticism on Mr. Forb-
NEY'S lumber speech—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Harry T. Stuart, favoring increase of duty
on hosiery—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the New York Cordage Company, against a
duty on hemp rope—to the Commiftee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of National Lumber Manufacturers’ Associa-
tion, against deecrease of duty on lumber—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Seaboard Trading Company, favoring re-
duction of duty on salt fish—to the Committe¢ on Ways and
Means.

Also, petition of Clay Tobacco Pipe Mnkers' Union of the
United States, for inerease of duty on clay pipes—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of D. Auerbach & Sons, against a duty on cocoa
beans—to the Commitiee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Butler Brothers, against increase of duty on
toys—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

tea—to the

Also, petition of cifizens of the Eleventh Congressional Dis-
trict of New York, against a duty on tea and coffee—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of common couneil, city of Troy, against reduc-
tion of tariff on collars and cuffs—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, petition of committee of manufaciurers of blueprint
paper, against increase of duty on blueprint paper—io the
Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of sundry citizens of the Sixth Congressional
District of New York, against a duty on tea and coffee—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. CAPRON: Petitions of members of the Tabernacle
Methodist Episeopal Church, of Providence; First Baptist
Church of Hope Valley; Women's Christian Temperance Union
of Trenton; Women's Christian Temperance Union of Washing-
ton; Second Presbyterian Church of Providence; and Broadway
Baptist Church, all of the State of Rhode Island, favoring bill
regulating shipment of liquors into prohibition territory—to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of R. H. Gladding Dry Goods Company, of Provi-
dence, R. 1., against increase of duty on gloves and hosiery—to
the Commiitee on Ways and Means.

Also, paper to acecompany bill for relief of Willlam H. Carter
and Charles H. Kendall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CARLIN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of estate
of Sandford Humphrey—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. CARY: Petition of the F. H. Bressler Company, of
Milwaukee, Wis., favoring placing art works on the free list—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of sundry citizens of the Fourth Congressional
Distriet of Wisconsin, against a duty on tea and coffee—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. CONRY: Petition of ecitizens of the Twelfth Con-

1 District of New York, opposing tax on tea or coffee—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Lithographic International Protective and
Beneficial Association, of Jersey City, for increase of duty on
lithographic products—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Dubois Watch Company, of Brooklyn, N. Y.,
favoring tariff on watches—to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of Porto Rico, favor-
ing tariff on coffee—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petitions of Wallace & Co., Hawley & Hoops, J. IL
Booker, and Dryden & Palmer, all of New York City, against a
duty on cocoa—to the Committee on Ways and Means,

Also, petition of Ernest J. King and 40 other lithographers of
New York City, favoring inereased duties on all supplies relative
to trade—to the Committee on Ways und Means,

Also, petition of Business Men's Association of South Nor-
walk, Conn., favoring free raw printing material—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means,

Also, petition of Paul Taylor Brown Company, of New York
City, for increased duty on camned fruits—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Also, petitions of E. D. MeCordley, Kreuser & Brown, and 40
other lithographers, of New York City, for protection—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Roessler & Hasslacker Chemical Company,
of New York City, against reduction of tariff on eyanide of
sodinum—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Oronogo Circle Mining Company, favoring
increased tariff on zinc ore—to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

Also, petition of the Roessler & Hasslacker Chemical Com-
pany, of New York City, favoring increased duty on cyanide 0!
sodium—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Industrial Agent, of Niagara Falls, N. Y.,
protesting against reduction of duty on lumber—to the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Jed, Frye & Co., of New York City, favoring
reduction of duty on salt and pickled fish—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Knickerbocker Choeolate Company, of New
York City, against duty on erude cocoa—to the Commitiee on
Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Metal Stamping Company, of New York City,
favoring reduction of duty on manufactured metal goods—to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of C. R. Robertson, of Baltimore, Md., favoring
reduction of duty on aluminum—to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

Also, petition of E. & J. Burke Company, of New York City,
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for increased duty on malt liguors—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, petition of Metal Stamping Company, of New York
City, for reduction of duty on metal goods—to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of New England Dry Goods Association, of
Boston, Mass., against increased duty on gloves and hosiery—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the Casein Manufacturing Company, of New
York City, for increase of duty on casein and lactarene—to the
Committee on Ways and Means. .

Also, petition of Charles Zoller Company, of New York City,
for reduction of duty on oils, varnishes, etc.—to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

Algo, petition of Lyon Brothers & Co., of Baltimore, Md.,
favoring tariff equalization on oilcloth and linoleum—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Industrial Agent, of Niagara Falls, N. Y,,
against reduction of duty on pulp—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, petition of New York State members of the American
Paper and Pulp Association, against reduction of duty on
paper—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Yellow Pine Manufacturers’ Association,
against removal of tax on lumber—to the Commitiee on Ways
and Means.

Also, petition of Cattle Raisers’ Association of Texas, for
retention of duty on hides and cattle—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Standard Trading Company, of New York
City, against increased duty on packed fish—to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Felix Solomon & Co., of New York City,
against reduction of duty on paper—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, petition of journeymen mechanical embroiderers of New
York, against increase of duty on hosiery—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Also, petition of salt and packed fish dealers of New York
City, against increase of duty on salt fish—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Algo, petition of Lemon, Bache & Co., of New York City,
against increase of duty on glass—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, petition of the Hampden Watch Company, of Canton,
Ohio, for increase of duty on watches—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Leggerman Brothers, of New York City,
against duty on chicory—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Materne & Hess, of New York City, against
duty on spices and lentils—to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

Also, petition of manufacturers of artificial marble, against
increased tariff on Keene's cement—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, petition of National Tea and Coffee Association, against
a duty on tea and coffee—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Standard Varnish Works, of New York City,
against a duty on Chinese nut oil—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, petition of E. Smith & Co., of New York City, against a
duty on Chinese nut oil—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Butler Brothers, of New York City, against
increase of duty on toys—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of Watertown, N. Y.,
favoring existing tariff on paper—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, petition of Wolfe Brothers Shoe Company, of Columbus,
Ohio, favoring shoes on free list—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, petition of Benter Brothers, of New York City, favoring
specific duty on matting—to the Committee on Ways and Means,

Also, petition of American Plate Glass Company, of Kane, Pa.,
favoring protection on glass—to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

Also, petition of L. C. Gillespie & Sons, of New York City,
favoring Chinese nut oil on free list—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, petition of M. J. Florsheimer, favoring free hides—to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. COOK: Petition of Philadelphia Quartz Company,
favoring retention of present duty on silicate of soda—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Keystone Blue Paper Company, favoring de-
crease of duty on blueprint paper—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, petition of John D. Glass, for retention of sulphate of
i{mmonla on the free list—to the Committee on Ways and

eans,

By Mr. COX: Petition of Otto Fambach and others, for in-
gease of duty on post cards—to the Committee on Ways and

eans,

By Mr. DODDS: Petition of sundry citizens of the Eleventh
Congressional District of Michigan, against a duty on tea and
coffee—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of Everett F. Jonnson and others,
for increase of duty on post cards—to the Committee on Ways
and Means,

By Mr. DANIEL A. DRISCOLL: Petition of sundry citizens
of the Thirty-fifth Congressional District of New York, against
a duty on tea and coffee—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of wholesale grocers of New York City, for free
sugar—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the Courier, Times, and Enquirer, of Buffalo,
N. Y, for free pulp—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of T. B. Shipley, for reduction of tariff on cot-
ton—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Charles F. Hubbs Company, of New York
City, against increase of duty on paper—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Butler Brothers, of New York City, against
ﬁcrease of duty on toys—to the Committee on Ways and

eans,

Also, petition of Buffalo (N, Y.) Oil, Paint, and Varnish
Company, for placing Chinese nut oil on free list—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of John Strootman Shoe Company, of Buffalo,
N. Y., for free hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of J. B. Rhodes & Sons, of New York City, for
free hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of common council of Troy, N. Y., against re-
duction of duty on collars and cuffs—to the Committee on Ways
and Means,

Also, petition of Alabama Marble Company, against reduction
of tariff on marble—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Yale Hat Stores, against increase of duty on
hats—to the Committee on Ways and Means,

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of Buffalo, N. Y.,
favoring free malt—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Larkin & Co., of Buffalo, N. Y., against tariff
on wools for carpets—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Wolfe Brothers' Shoe Company, of Columbus,
Ohio, favoring placing shoes on free list—to the Committee on
Ways and Means,

Also, petition of Dietzer Sale Lithograph Company, of Buf-
falo, N. Y. for protection for lithographic products—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.,

Also, petition of Theodore Hofeller & Co., of Buffalo, N. Y,
favoring placing used rubber on the free list—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Local No. 7, Cigar Makers' Union, of Buffalo,
N. Y., against free cigars from Philippines—to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the Butler Company, of Buffalo, N. Y., favor-
ing free coffee—to the Committee on Ways and Means,

Also, petition of Sprague, Warner & Co., of Chicago, III,
favoring free coffee—to the Committee on Ways and Means,

Also, petition of M. J. Bernhard, of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring
free lumber—to the Committee on Ways and Means,

Also, petitions of Burt-Lindler Company and Menker Candy
Company, of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring free cocoa—to the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means.

Also, petitions of Hawley & Hoops and J. H. Barker & Co., of
New York City, favoring free cocoa—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. MICHAEL H. DRISCOLL: Petition of sundry citi-
zens of New York State, opposing tax on sugar—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: Petition of A. C. Schlesenger, of
Oakland, Cal., opposing reduction of duty on nails, etc.—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of H. Hutchison and others, opposing duty on
lithographic products—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of citizens of Monroe County, Wis.,
against a duty on tea and coffee and other necessities—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. FORNES: Petition of Hide and Leather Assoclation
of New York and vicinity, for removal of duty on hides—to the
Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: Petition of Hon, H. F. Brig-
ham and 5 other citizens of Vermont, for removal of duty on
sugar—to the Committee on Ways and Means,

|
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By Mr. FULLER: Memorial of house of representatives of
the Illinois state legislature, in favor of a just and equitable
duty on zine ore—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the Merchant Marine League of the United
States, in favor of a ship subsidy—to the Committee on the
Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

Also, petition of John J. Stangeland, of Fairfield, Ill., concern-
ing the proposed duty on oils, roots, seeds, etc.—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means,

Also, petition of the Rockford Seed Company, of Rockford,
1ll., eoncerning the proposed duty on vegetable seeds, bulbs,
ete.—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of J. E. Broadie, C. G. McGlashan, J. T. Peters,
V. RR. Anderson, M. 8. Brown, H. C. Porter, and D. B. Hutchins,
directors of Rockford Merchants and Business Men's Associa-
tion, of tockford, IlL, in favor of reduction of duty on raw and
refined sugars—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the Florsheim Shoe Company, of Chicago,
111, in favor of placing hides on free list—to the Committee on
Ways and Means. .

Also, petition of Armstrong Paint and Varnish Company, of
Chicago, I1l., concerning proposed duty on Chinese nut or wood
oil—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of L. B. Duffey, of De Kalb, Ill, concerning the
g{mposed duty on coffee and tea—to the Committee on Ways and

eans,

Also, petition of manufacturers of blueprint papers of New
York, concerning the proposed tariff on blueprint paper—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Fred Biffar, of Chicago, Ill, for reduction
of tariff on prime cartridge shells—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, petition of Pasteur Vaccine Company, of Chieago, Ill,
concerning the tariff on biologieal products—to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of H. J. Pulling, of Chicago, Ill, favoring reduc-
tion of duty on raw and refined sugars—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Edward Hines Lumber Company, of Chicago,
I1l., for greater protection on lumber—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Lemon, Bache & Co., of New York City, con-
cerning proposed duty on plate glass—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Coalfield Company, of Coal City, Il against
a higher duty on hosiery and gloves—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, petition of Lyon & Co., of Baltimore, Md., against in-
crease of duty on oilcloth and linolenm—to the Committee on
VWays and Means.

Also, petition of American Sheep Breeder, of Chicago, Ill,
against reduction of tariff on wool—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, petition of Charles H. Hulburd, president Elgin National
Watch Company, against reduction of the tariff on watches—
to the Commitiee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of citizens of Kangley, Ill, against a duty on
tea and coffee—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of 8. P. Wetherill Company, of Philadelphia,
Pa., for removal of copperas from the free list—to the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis.,
against reduction of the duty on barley—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. GRIEST : Petition of Pennsylvania cigar and tobacco
dealers and manufacturers, opposing the free importations of
Philippine cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Lancaster Dry Goods Association, against the
proposed imcrease of duty on gloves dnd hosiery—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. OND: Petition of Siver Gulleckson and 31
others, of Ihlen, Minn., against reduction on barley—to the
Committee on Ways and Means. .

By Mr. HANNA : Petition of citizens of North Dakota, against
reduction of the duty on barley—to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of Thomas Matthews and 86 other
citizens of San Jose and Santa Clara, Cal., favoring an effective
exclusion law against all Asiatice excepting merchants, sto-
dents, and travelers—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: Paper to acccinpany bill for
relief of Francis W. Leeper—to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. JOYCE: Petition of Local Branch No. 55, of United
Brotherhood of Leather Workers,-of Marietta, Ohlo, against
return of Mexican refugees fo Mexico—to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs,

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of P. H. Pettinger and 10 other resi-
dents of San Francisco, Cal, favoring a reduction of duty on
sugar—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr, KELIHER: Petition of Hide and Leather Associa-
tion, of New York, favoring free hides—to the Committee on
Ways and Means,

By Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey: Petition of citizens of the
Ninth Congressional District of New Jersey, against a duty on
tea and coffee—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. LENROOT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of
George W. Jenkins, alias Henry H. Seymour (H. R, 6762)—to
the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LINDBERGH : Petition of the Commercial Club of
St. Cloud, Minn,, against any reduction of duty on rough or
manufactured granite—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the Woman’s Club of Onigum, Minn., against
a duty on leather gloves and cotton hose—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Also, petition of citizens of Brandon, Minn., and viecinity,
against reduction of duty on barley—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, petition of the Commercial Club of Brainerd, Minn.,
against removal of duty on iron ore—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. LINDSAY : Petition of the New York City Federation
of Women’s Clubs, against the proposed duty on kid gloves and
hosiery—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the Hide and Leather Association of New
York, favoring hides being placed on the free list—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Mr, Louis Winkler, of Fonda, N. Y., against
the proposed duty on essential oils, drugs, roots, seeds, barks,
g{ums, ete,, and kinds of spices—to the Committee on Ways and

eans,

Also, petition of D. Auerbach & Sons, of New York, against
;Iny duty on crude cocoa—to the Committee on Ways and

eans,

By Mr, McKINNEY : Memorial of house of representatives of
the legislature of Illinois, for a duty on zine ore—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska: Petition of citizens of Ne-
braska, opposing duty on tea and coffee—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. MILLINGTON : Petition of W. B. Wilcox, of Utieca,
N. Y., against removal of duty on watches, watch cases, ete.—to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of Rushville (N. Y.) Grange, No.
1137, favoring a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the
Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. STERLING : Resolutions by house of representatives
of Illinois, requesting duty on zine—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of Hide and Leather Association
of New York City and vicinity, in favor of removal of duty on
hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Fred. J. Wright, editor Farm and Stock,
in favor of free lumber—to the Committee on Ways and Means,

Also, petition of O. T. Chamberlain, secretary of Knicker-
bocker Chocolate Company, in favor of removal of duty on
crude cocoa—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Charles Zoller Company, against reduction
of duty on spirit varnishes—to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

Also, petition of Casein Manufacturing Company, of New
York City, for a duty on casein and lactarene—to the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of J. J. Bonneau Company, of New York City,
against a duty on cabinet woods in the log—to the Committee
on Ways and Means, ]

Also, petition of Frederick Huhn, of New York City, for in.
crease of duty on lithographic products—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Antiseptic Toothpick Company, relative to
tariff on toothpicks—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Standard Varnish Works, for placing Chinese
nut oil on the free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Dubois Watch Case Company, against reduc-
tion of tariff on watches—to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

Also, petition of L. C. Gillespie & Sons, for placing Chinese
nut oil on the free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means,

Also, petition of Beckwith-Chandler Company, for placing
Chinese nut oil on the frec list—to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

Also, petition of A, Wittnauer Company, against increased
duty on watches—to the Committee on Ways and Means,
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Also, petition of National Wholesale Dry Goods Association,
for reduction of duty on ollcloths and linolenm—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Algo, petition of D. Auerbach & Sons, against the duty on
crude cocoa—to the Committee on Ways and Means,

Also, petition of Farm Life, for free lumber—to the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. THISTLEWOQOD: Petition of Cairo Retail Grocers
and Butchers' Association, opposing tax on oleomargarine—to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, resolutions of legislature of Illinois, urging tariff on
zine—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. WEISSE: Petition of citizens of Fond du Lac, Wis.,
:{pposlng duty on tea and coffee—to the Committee on Ways and

eans.

SENATE,

_Sarurpay, April 10, 1909.

Prayer by Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, of the city of Wash-
ington.

On request of Mr. Keaw, and by unanimons consent, the
reading of the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was dispensed
- with.

The VICE-PRESIDENT.
approved.

Without objection, the Journal is

THE TARIFF.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J.
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had
passed a bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, equalize duties,
and encourage the industries of the United States, and for
giéher purposes, in which it requested the concurrence of the

nate,

Mr., ALDRICH. I ask that the bill from the House be laid
before the Senate.

The bill (H. R. 1438) fo provide revenue, equalize duties, and
encourage the industries of the United States, and for other
purposes, was read twice by its title.

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the bill be referred to the Com-
mittee on Finance and printed, and that 2,000 extra coples be
printed for the use of the Senate document room.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request
of the Senator from Rhode Island? No objection is heard, and
it is so ordered.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of sundry manu-
facturers of gloves of New York City, N. Y., praying for the
imposition of a high rate of duty on all gloves imported into
the United States, which was referred to the Committee on
Finance.

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of New York,
Massachusetts, Connecticut, Indiana, Illinois, Pennsylvania,
Wisconsgin, Michigan, Ohio, Minnesota, Rhode Island, Nebraska,
Georgia, Towa, New Jersey, and Texas, praying for a reduetion
of the duty on raw and refined sugars, which were referred to
the Committee on Finance,

He also presented the petition of Cornelins Kahlen and George
Staber, of New York City, N. Y., praying that a duty not to
exceed 25 per cent ad valorem be placed on imitation onion-skin
paper, calendared or uncalendared, which was referred to the
Committee on Finance.

Mr., CULLOM presented a memorial of the League of Cook
County Women's Clubg, of Illinois, remonstrating against the
duties to be assessed under the new tariff bill, known ag the
“Payne bill,” upon articles of wearing apparel, particularly
leather gloves and cotton hosiery, which was referred to the
Committee on Finance,

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Crab Or-
chard, Chicago, Assumption, Monmouth, Wyanet, Carpenter,
Mount Vernon, Jacksonville, Kangley, Ladd, Streator, and Free-
port, all in the State of Illinois, praying for a reduction of the
duty on raw and refined sugars, which were referred to the
Committee on Finance.

He also presented a memorial of the Business Men's Associa-
tion of Jacksonville, 111, remonstrating against the proposed in-
crease of the duty on hosiery and gloves, which was referred to
the Committee on Finance.

He also presented a memorial of the Live Stock Exchange
of Chieago, I1l., remonstrating against the repeal of the duty on
hides, which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. SHIVELY presented petitions of Local Lodges Nos. 625,
805, 471, 365, 826, 245, 500, 796, 143, 768, 1012, 446, and 576, of

Hartford City, Huntirgton, Wabash, Peru, Bedford, Muncie,
Valparaiso, Bluffton, Lafayette, Portland, Goshen, Tipton,

Bloomington, and Noblesville, all of the Benevolent and Protec-
tive Order of Elks, in the State of Indiana, praying for the
enaciment of legislation to create a national reserve in the State
of Wyoming for the care and maintenance of the American elk,
which were referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations
and the Protection of Game. .

Mr. FRYE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Augusta,
Manchester, Hallowell, Auburn, and Lewiston, all in the State
of Maine, praying for a reduction of the duty on raw and re-
fined sugars, which were referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. LODGE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Ware
and Lawrence, in the State of Massachuseits, praying for a
reduction of the duty on raw and refined sugars, which were re-
ferred to the Committee on Finance,

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Boston,
Atfleboro, Chelsea, Chestnut Hill, Holliston, Milford, Malden,
New Bedford, Pittsfield, Stoneham, Upton, Holyoke, Lowell,
Chicopee, Natick, Quincy, Somerville, Cambridge, Worcester,
South Yarmouth, East Bridgewater, North Raynham, Fall River,
Lawrence, Mansfield, Springfield, Chicopee Falls, Athol, Prov-
incetown, Brookline, Haverhill, Everett, Hanover, Westfield,
Baldwinsyille, West Medford, East Wareham, Revere, Clifton-
dale, Rockport, Medford, Brockton, Nantucket, Lynn, Sharon,
Palmer, Clinton, Fitchburg, Pigeon Cove, East Taunton, Orange,
Indian Orchard, Salem, Ayers Village, North Andover, Concord,
Yarmouth, Cheshire, Kingston, Ipswich, Dalton, Greenfield,
Webster, Walpole, Newburyport, Peabody, Foxboro, North At-
tleboro, Newtonville, Taunton, Leominster, Barnstable, and
North Adams, all in the State of Massachusetts, praying for the
repeal of the duty on tea, which were referred to the Committee
on Finance.

Mr. BURKETT presented a petition of Local Lodge No. 604,
Benevolent and Protective Order of Elks, of Grand Island,
Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation to create a na-
tional reserve in the State of Wyoming for the ecare and mainte-
nance of the American elk, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game.

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of
Omaha, Nebr., praying that an appropriation of $500,000,000 be
made for the improvement of the inland waterways of the
country, which was referred to the Committee on Commerce.

Mr. STEPHENSON presented a petition of Printing Press-
men’s Local Union No. 7, American Federation of Labor, of
Milwaukee, Wis., praying for an increase of duty on post cards,
which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. DOLLIVER presented petitions of sundry citizens of
Vinton, Iowa, praying for a reduction of the duty on dry goods,
which were referred to the Committee -on Finance,

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Emmets-
burg, Dubugue, Gledcoe, and Waukon, all in the State of Towa,
praying for a reduction of the duty on raw and refined sugars,
which were referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented petitions of Local Lodges Nos. 418, 290,
407, 428, 563, 531, of Charles City, Waterloo, Perry, Le Mars,
Boone, and Council Bluffs, all of the Benevolent and Protective
Order of Elks, in the State of Iowa, praying for the enactment
of legislation to create a national reserve in the State of Wy-
oming for the care and maintenance of the American elk, which
were referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the
Protection of Game.

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Club of Council
Bluffs, Iowa, praying for the passage of the so-called * chil-
dren's bureau” bill, which was referred to the Committee on
Education and Labor.

He also presented a petition of the Jobbers and Manufae-
turers’ Association of Fort Dodge, Iowa, praying for the enact-
ment of legislation granting to the shipper the right to route
his own freight, and also granting to the Interstate Commerce
Commission the power to stop, in its discretion, advances of
rates, which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com-
merce,

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem-
perance Union of Clinton, Iowa, praying for the enactment of
legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxi-
ggng liquors, which was referred to the Committee on the Ju-

ary.

Mr. BROWN presented a petition of Local Lodge No. 604,
Benevolent and Protective Order of Elks, of Grand Island,
Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation to create a na-
tional reserve in the State of Wyoming for the care and main-
tenance of the American elk, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan presented a memorial of sundry citi-
zens of Allenville, Mich., and a memorial of sundry citizens of
Holland, Mich., remonstrating against the imposition of a duty
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