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he will find that those claims stand npon just the same terms as the
others. The committee is right ; the distinction which the Commis-
sioner of the General Land Office seeks to make between the last
claims and the two first is purely imaginary. The title to the one is
just as good as to the other.

lh_lr. 'RIDDLE. Are we under no obligations in regard to those
claims

Mr. HOLMAN. Under no obligations? All the acts of Con
under the treaty up to 1860 were for the p of furnishing facts
to Con 1 move to strike out the enacting clause of this bill.

Mr, FORT. I would like to say just one word.

Mr. HOLMAN. If the fenbleman will renew my motion to strike
out the enacting clause, I will withdraw it for the present.

Mr. FORT. I will doso. 1 see that in the eleventh section of the
act of 1824 there is a gnr:)]viaion which meets this exact case; a provis-
ion that where any lands belonging to these claimants under any
grant, concession, or survey have been sold by the United States the
claimant shall have the right to enter npon any other lands then sub-
ject to entry. This act of 1824 makes it lawful for the claimant to
file his petition before the proper court, and to set up and maintain
his right to the land; and if the land has been sold by the United
States (as the gentleman from Missouri claims was done in this case)
it lis provided thaf the elaimant shall have other lands in lien of those
sold.

In view of the provisions of thisact of 1824, which cover the exact
state of facts alleged to exist in this case, I can see no reason what-
ever for the of this bill.

Mr. BUCKNER. The act referred to by the gentleman from Illi-
nois, [Mr. Fort,] as read by himself, provides that where a party
makes claim under a ﬁrﬂnt, concession, order of survey, or permission
to settle, then he shall be authorized to go into court and prosecute
his claim. But the act of 1860, as I have said time and again, en-
med the rights of these parties by providing that any party who

any written evidence of title from the French government prior
to the cession should have his elaim confirmed. -

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not my friend eoncede that the act of 1860
in its enlargement of the rights of these ies went far beyond the
rights whic theg bad possessed under the treaty with France ?

r. BUCKNER. No, sir.

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly it did. The act of 1812 comes up fully
to the requirements of that treaty.

Mr. BUCKNER. How does the gentleman know that

Mr. HOLMAN. Because the act nses the very terms which are em-
ployed in the treaty, as the gentleman will find by making the com-

arison. el
: Sglori BUCENER. Does the gentleman want to repeal the act of
1

Mr. BLAND rose.

Mr. HOLMAN. Asthe gentleman [Mr. BLAND]is a Re;
fromiMissom'i, 1 will of course withdraw my motion i
new it. \

Mr. BLAND., Mr. Chairman, I have but a few words to say. As
this bill was first reported I do not know that I should have opposed
it. It seems that the Government, according to the claim set up
here, has sold lands belonging to private parties, has derived the ben-
efit of this sale, and the money has gone into the Treasury of the
United States. Buf by an amendment to this bill it has besn pro-
vided that the land serip to be issued in lieu of the lands which have
been sold by the Government shall be located nowhere but in the
State of Missonri. I hope my colleagne [Mr. BuckNER] will not
submit to such an injustice as that amendment would entail upon
our State. As this money went into the Treasury of the United
States, all the lands of -the Government should be responsible for
making this re-imbnrsement, not the lands of the State of Missouri
alone. The United States having obtained the benefit of this sale
and the money having gone into the Treasury, these claims should
be settled from the common fund. Hence, I say that I hope my col-
leagne will not insist upon the passage of this bill in its present form,
which would perpetrate a great injustice npon the State of Missouri
and her lands.

Gentlemen say that these lands are worth nothing. I MF that they
are. In my district there are large quantities of land still subject to
pra-emﬁtion and homestead entry; and the people of my State would
not look with favor npon a measure which would eoncentrate those
lands in the hands of private ies or monopolies. As a Represent-
ative of the people interested in those lands, I protest against this
bill in its present form as an injustice toward them and toward the
State of Missouri.

With the amendment struck out I would not oppose the bill, for in
that form it may be just; but there is t injnstice in compelling
the State of Missouri to refund to the Federal Government moneys
which should come from all the States of the Union and not from one
Statealone. Ihope the bill will not pass as now amended, for it would
be a gross injustice to a large portion of the people of Missouri, an in-
justice which they would resent and ought to resent upon this floor.

IMr. HOLMAN. I now renew my motion to strike out the enacting
clause.

The queéstion being taken on agreeing to the motion, there were—
ayes 71, noes 21 ; no quorum voting,
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ntative
he will re-

Tal]:;lrs were ordered ; and Mr. BUCKNER and Mr, HOLMAN were ap-
pointed. 3

The House divided; and the tellers reported ayes 78, noes nof
counted.

8o the motion was agreed to.

Mr. SAVAGE. 1 move the commitfee rise,

The motion was agreed to.

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore hav-
ing resumed the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of
the Whole on the Private Calendar had had under consideration a bill
(H. R. No. 819) to confirm certain land claims in the State of Missouri,
and had directed him to report the same back to the House with an
amendment striking out the enacting words.

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand the previous question.

The 1};ﬂa\rimla iuestion was seconded and the main question ordered.

Mr. BUCKNER. I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were not ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Shall the enacting
words be stricken out ! :

The motion was to.

Mr. HOLMAN moved fo reconsider the vote by which the enaeting
words were stricken out ; and also moved that the motion to recon-
sider be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

FUNERAL EXPENSES OF AN EMPLOYE.

Mr. McMAHON, by unanimons consent, submitted the following
resolution ; which was read, considered, and agreed to:
of the Soutingah Fend tho fundéal expensis Of Laweios J; Hiley: 1ot oa’ ot
@ contin, nne & Wrence J. 5 an ol
ployé of this House. 4 S
LEAVE OF ABSENCE.
. By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the follow-
ing cases:
‘o Mr. STEVENS indefinitely after the 23d instant;
To Mr. WALLACE, of SBouth Carolina, for ten days on account of
im'Furt.ant business; and
o Mr. HatcHER indefinitely.
Then, on motion of Mr. SAVAGE, (at three o’clock and twelve min-
utes p. m.,) the House adjourned until Monday next.

PETITIONS, ETC.

The followinﬁ petitions and other papers were presented at the
Clerk's desk under the rule, and referred as stated:

By Mr. J. H. BAGLEY: Protest of the people of Coo-wee-skoo-wee
and Delaware districts, Cherokee Nation of Indians, against the es-
tablishment of a United States territorial government over the Indian
country, to the Committee on Indian Affairs,

By Mr. CRAPO: The petition of Abiel Cadding, a soldier of the
war of 1812, for a pension, to the Committee on Revolutionary Pen-
sions.

By Mr. HANCOCK : Papers relating to the claim of the heirs of
David G. Burnet, dece , for timber taken from his lands in Texas
by United States troops stationed at Fort Lincoln in the year 1849,
for building g)urposes, to the Committee of Claims.

By Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia: The petition of M. G. Harman, of
Augusta County, Virg;;i&s,nfor payment of rent due by contract for
the use of stables in icksburgh, V%ginim by the United States
troops in 1865-766, to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, the petition of Adam Lushbaugh, of Aungusta, Virginia, for
compensation for property taken by United States troops, to the same
committee.

By Mr. McDILL: The petition of citizens of Los Angeles County,
California, against the passage of House bill No. 3364, to the Commit-
tee on Public Lands.

IN SENATE,

SATURDAY, July 22, 1876.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. ByrRoN SUNDERLAND, D, D.
THE JOURNAL.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senate will come to order, and
the Becretary will read the Journal of yesterday.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Before the Journal is read I shounld like to hear
the first rule read.

'11‘]13 PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the first
rule,

The Secretary read as follows:

1. The presiding officer having taken the chair, and a quorum being present, the
Journal of the preceding day sh%.ll be read, to the end th;lt. any may be cor-
rected that shall be e in the entries.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll of
the Senate:
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The Secretary called the roll, and ‘thirty Senatots having answered
to their names,

Mr. HOWE, (at eleven o’clock and twenty minutes a. m.) Has the
Sergeant-at-Arms been directed to request the attendance of absent

Senators !
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has requested the Ser-
geant-at-Arms to invite all Senators who are in the building to be

present, but there has been no order,

Mr. HOWE. I move that that direetion be given.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin moves
that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the attendance of
absentees.

The motion was to.
thTh:d PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sergeant-at-Arms will execute

e order.

Seven more Senators having entered the Chamber,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, (at eleven o'clock and twenty-five
minuates a. m.) There is a quornm present. Shall further proceed-
ings under the call be dispensed with? The Chair hears no objec-
tion. The Journal of yesterday will be read.

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. DENNIS presented the petition of Mrs. Elizabeth Barrett, of
‘Washington, District of Columbia, praying for a pension as the wid-
ow of a soldier of the war of 1812; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Pensions. '

Mr. COCKRELL. I present the petition of Manning M. Kimmel,

of his polit-

of Hopkins County, Kentucky, praying for the remoy

jcal disabilities. A bill for the removal of Mr. Kimmel’s political
disabilities has already passed the House of Representatives, and I
present this petition in pursuance of the custom of the Judiciary Com-
mittee of this body, requiring regular petitions. I move the refer-
ence of this petition to the Committee on the Judiciary,

The motion was to.

Mr. CRAGIN. I present additional papers in the case of Albert
Grant, of Washington, District of Columbia, in relation to his claim,
which was reported upon adversely by the Committee on Claims, In
connection with this additional evidence, I move that the motion

tponing indefinitely the bill (H. R. No. 3182) for the relief of Al-

ert Grant be reconsidered, and that it be recommitted with these

papers to the Committee on Claims. As I understand, the chairman
of the committee is willing that the bill shall be recommitted.

Mr. WRIGHT. This case has been called to my attention, and
there seem to be some addifional facts and some references to judi-
cial records that were not before the committee at the time the bill
was considered. In view of all the cirenmstances, I shall not object
to a recommittal. I am not prepared to say that there is anything in
the case as now presented that by any possibility will change the
action of the committee, but I think it fair under all the cireum-
stances that the case should be recommitted.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Benator from New Hampshire
moves that the vote by which the bill was indefinitely postponed be
reconsidered.

The motion to reconsider was a%eed to.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill with the papers now pre-
sented will be referred to the Committee on Claims, if there be no
objection.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,

Mr. CRAGIN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was
referred the bill (H. R. No. 7) to provide for the sale or exchange of
a certain piece of land in the Wallabout Bay, in the State of New
York, to the city of Brooklyn, reported it with an amendment.

Mr. BRUCE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re-
ferred the bill (H. R, No. 1236) %-anting a pension to Harris B. Lov-
ell, late a private in Company C, One hundred and twenty-second
Illinois Infantry Volunteers, reported it withont amendment, and
submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to be printed.

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill
(8. No. 370) to amend an act approved March 3, 1873, entitled “ An
act to amend an act entitled ‘ An act grauting a pension to Captain
Henry M, Scott,’ approved April 9, 1872, submitted an adverse re-
port thereon ; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill was
postponed indefinitely.

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill
(H. R. No. 1499) granting a pension to Mrs. Lydia Johnson, of De
‘Witt Connty, Illinois, submitted a report thereon ; which was ordered
to be printed, and the committee was discharged from the further
consideration of the bill,

FLOYD C. BABCOCK.

Mr. HOWE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration
of House bill No. 516.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, C?roceedad to consider the bill (H. R. No. 516) for the relief of
Floyd C. Babeock. It anthorizes the Secretary of the Treasury fo
pay to Floyd C. Babeock, of Oconomowoe, Wisconsin, $556.55, to com-

nsate him for services rendered by him while acting as deputy

nited States marshal, in the Indian country, in arresting and trans-
porting four murderers to Fort Smith, Arkansas.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims, with an
amendment in lines 5 and 6, to strike out “$5566.556” and insert
“ m.%_”

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report read.

. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no report, the Chair is
informed.

Mr. WRIGHT. There is a report in the case, a House report, which
has been adopted by the Senate committee,

Mr. EDMUNDS, Perhaps the Senator from Iowa can explain the
case without a reading of the report.

Mr, WRIGHT. It appears by the House report that the bill passed
the House for the sum of $556.55. The report of the ecommittee of
the House was for the sum that is named in the amendment, but by
some strange oversight the House passed the bill for the larger amount
and paid no attention to the report of the committee. I snppose it
was an oversight. We adopted the report of the House committee,
and inserted the amount recommended by them. It seems this per-
son was a deputy marshal. He was in the Indian country and was
advised there had been a murder of a white family. There was no
commissioner there who could issue process, but at the request of
persons who knew of the murder, and he himself knowing something
of it, he started after the murderers and succeeded in arresting them.
They were indicted and two of them were convicted and executed.
About the same time a murder was committed by another person. He
was unable to get process, but succeeded in arresting the murderer,
and he was tried, as I now remember. The Department of Justice,
inasmuch as he acted without process, declined to make any allow-
ance or pay to him. The testimony is full, showing that the amount
now given by this bill is a reasonable sum and is justly due.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Did the Department of Justice recommend that
he be paid 1

Mr. WRIGHT. They recommend that he be paid, and state that
they would have paid him, but for the lack of process.

The PRESIDENT pro tem‘fom If there be no objection, the read-
ing of the report will be dispensed with. The question is on the
amendment of the committee.

The amendment was a, to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ment was concurred in.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the Dbill to be
read a third time.

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

RANDALL BROWN.

Mr. WRIGHT. There is a little bill reported from the Committes
on Claims in favor of one of the employés of the Senate. It has

assed both Houses, as I remember, and there haye been two reports
in favor of it. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration
of House bill No. 890,

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, a8 in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 890) for the relief of
Randall Brown, of Nashville, Tennessee. 1t anthorizes the Secretary
of the Treasary to pay to Randall Brown 81,500 for property taken
by the rebel forces while the same was being used by the Govern-
ment of the United States, to be shown upon proofs and vouchers.

Mr, EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the report read in that case.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The report will be read.

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. MITCHELL,
from the Committee on Claims, .Fune 20:

Mr. James WiLson, from the Committee on War Claima, submitted the following

l'e?l‘t:

he Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (II. R. No. £00)
for the relief of Randall Brown, of Nashville, Tennessee, having had the sawme un-
der consideration, mm;t:

That the said Ran Brown is a colored man, resident of Nashville, Tennessee;
that, during the late rebellion, in the year 1863, he was the owner of three teams,
wagons, &c., and was employed with said teams, w 8, &e., on the forts then be-
ing constructed for the defense of Nashville by the Quartermaster’s Department of
the United States Army, with a promise or guarantee of protection azainsteapture
by the enemy ; that, during the month of July, 1863, while enga with histeams
in haunling wood to rton's Station, on the Teunessee and Alabama Railroad, on
the 3d of July, the rebel forces made a raid upon the hands enga in hauling
wood to said station, taking them prisoners and capturing several teams, among
othera the teams, wagons, &o., of the said Randall Brown.

The committee are of opinion that the claimant was entitled to the protection
pledged him, and that the capture of said ho wagons, &o., was without faunlt or
nogrltlgem on the part of the said Brown ; that the said horses, ten in number, were
Wi the sum of §i25 each, the price pai& for horsea for the military service of the
United States at that time; that the ms and harness were worth the sum of
§250, and these facts are clearly established by satisfactory evidence.

Your committee, therefore, re%or& back the foregoing bill with the recommenda-
tion that the same be amended by inserting in line 5 the word “ five " in place of
“gix,” and that as thus amended the bill do pass.”

The Senato committee adopts the foregoing report, with the additional statement
that at the time claimant's property was taken he was still in the employ of the
Government under the contract that gnaranteed him protection

Mr. EDMUNDS. The latter statement is the important point, that
he was still in the employment of the Government, and I was going
to ask the Senator from Iowa about that.

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

CORRECTION,

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I do not want to tire the Senate with
the repetition of matters about figures; but if there is anything to
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be made by making statements full of errors, I think it isworth while
that these statements should be followed by an explicit denial of
them. I find in the RECORD of this morning in what purports to be
a speech delivered elsewhere by Hon. WiLLIAM HARTZELL—delivered
in the House of Representatives this RECORD says on Thursday, July
20, 1876—the same table which was shown here yesterday to be with-
out the slightest foundation. This makes the fifth time that this
table has been spread upon the RECORD, although the first time it
appeared it was followed by the demonstiration that there was no
truth in it. I wish to read from this Recorp and then to make a
statement.

In this connection—

I read from the third page of this morning's RECORD—

In this connection permit me to present two additional tables, one showing the
increase per capita of taxation and the other showing the increase of civil offices,

After this first table, with which I have nothing to do at the pres-
ent time, follows this statement :
The following statement of the number of amnloyéa borne npon the eivil list of
E&Pmsed States from 1859 to 1875, inclusive, 13 compiled from the Biennial Reg-
It is called first “a list of civil officers” and then it is called “a
list of employés” in which it is stated, taking a portion of the table
that was commented upon here yesterday, that the civil officers of
the Government have incmaae(i since 1859 from 44,527 to 94,119 in
1875, that they increased from 57,605 in 1871 to 86,660 in 1873, more
than 30,000 in two years, and from 1873 to 1875 they increased to
94,119, making more than 8,000 increase during the last period of two
ears.
# I have to say, sir, that this is neither a correct statement of what the
Biennial Register a’hows, nor a correct statement of either the increase
of the civil officers of this Government or of the civil employés of
the Government. Whichever term it goes by it is equally false and
without foundation ; and if the Senate will pardon me for troubling
it every time this re-appears in the RECORD, it will be only from a
feeling that, if any thing is to be made by piling up tables of fi
that have no foundation npon which to rest, it is quite worth while,
when they can be demonstrated as this can be to have no foundation
in fact, that that demonstration should follow the table as offen as

it appears.
WASHINGTON MONUMENT.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I move to take np the bill making
appropriation in regard to the Was’hingtan Monument reported by the
Committee on Appropriations.

The motion was agreedto; and the bill (8. No. 982) providing for
the construction of the Washington Monument was considered™s in
Committee of the Whole. It appropriates $100,000 to continue the
construction of the Washington Monument in the city of Waahiugton.
Before any portion of this sum shall be expended, the proper officers
of the Waahinfton National Monument Society, incorporated by the
act approved Febroary 26, 1859, entitled “An act to incorporate the
Washington National Monument Society,” are to transfer and convey
to the United States in due form all the property, easements, rights,
and privileges, whether in possession, or in action, or in expectancy,
belonging to the corporation, for the nses and purposes set forth in
the act of incorporation ; and the charter is so amended as to author-
ize the executive officers of the corporation to make the transfer and
conveyance in consideration that the United States agree to complete
the monument, The construction of the monument is to be under
the direction and supervision of the President of the United Sta
the Snfper\rining Architect of the Treasury Department, and the Archi-
tect of the Capitol, and in accordance with the laws regulating con-
tracts and the construction of public buildings by the Treasary De-
partment ; and detailed reports of the expenditures are to be annually
submitted to Congress.

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I do not rise for the pnrpose of at-
temipting to defeat the passage of this bill; but the subject having
been referred for the last two or three years to the Committee on
Public Buildings and Grounds, I should deem myself derelict in duty
if I were not to present the action of that committee. They have
attempted on several occasions to come to some agreement with the
officers and trustees of the corporation which now claims the con-
trol of this monument, but without success so far as to indunce them
to abandon the control of the monument or the character of the struct-
nre.
I may say that there is some doubt in relation to the foundation of
this monument. The original excavation for this vast strocture was,
as I understand, but eight feet below the surface ; that is to say, they
have dug down for a solid foundation no deeper than they would for
an ordinary dwelling-house in this vicinity, when they originall
proposed to put up a monument about six hundred feet high, It
wonld seem obvious that that is not a sufficient depth fo secure a
firm and enduring foundation. Why,some of our public buildin
erected for the use of the United States Government have had their
foundations in various cities go down to the extent of thirty feet in
order to secure a firm base.

Then 1 have ascertained from a report of the engineer n this
subject that the base is now six-tenths of an inch out of level, which,
of course, will carry the top of the monnment considerably away
from a perpendicular line, and as I have been informed by the former

108, | walks inclosing the ealla, or galler{vmwiuhin. are frot

Supervising Architect of the Treasury there is a difference now, at
the present height, of four inches from being plumb. Whether this
has increased in the last few years or not, I am not able Yo say, but
my Eoint is this, that before anything of additional weight and
height shall be put upon this structure it shall be thoroughly exam-
ined by competent engineers, go that the great risk of putting the
addliltjonal amount of weight on the top shall be done under proper
authority.

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask my friend if his attention has been
called to the report of the board of engineers on this subject

Mr. MORRILL. I have it here,

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well.

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, the Committee on Public Build-
ings and Grounds have been unanimous for several years in relation
to a change in this strueture by which a thing of beauty could be
put up, and at much less expenditure, and for this purpose I have
songht the assistance of various architects, and I have here, if any

ntlemen have curiosity to see them, the varions plans that have
E:en presented by architects showing that we might put up a tri-
umphal arch that would be a proper monument for our greatest and
earliest mili hero, George Washington, and it wonld be some-
thing that would be entirely unique in this conntry, and probably if
it be not put up in this place it never will be anywhere. I have
some plans with different de of ornamentation, and of course
costing somewhat in p ion to the size and character of the
structure. Ome of them was sent to me from Florence, Italy, by an
artist upon seeing some acconnt of the proposition in the newspapers
that there was to be a trinmphal arch or that the question was mooted.
These are genemlly]ealgned for the purpose of having an equestrian
or other statue of Washington upon the top.

Mr. President, let me say a word in relation to this monument, and
I am not disposed to ridicule it. If it is put up at all, the only dis-
tinguishing characteristic about it will be its immense height, and
that will be all that there is to recommend it. It isto bein the form
of an Egyptian obelisk. Now, what is the true character of an

ZUres | poyntian obelisk? I will not ridicule this proposed monument as

the late Horace Greeley did, and call it a * pumpkin with a stick
stuck into it;” but a real obelisk shonld be made from one stone large
enough for the whole structnre. What is this? It is a series of
blocks with a hole in the center, making nothing but a huge chim-
ney, and after all it is no more an object of admiration than a chim-
ne{[ for a huge factory or a shot tower.

r. President, there is another defect in this bill I fear. There
have been not less than three, and I do not know but more, plans on
the part of this co tion. It is trne they surrendered their pow-
ers in 1858 or 1859, but nothing was done by Congress, and they then
got an act of inoorﬁmatiun, I think in 1859, and resumed their powers.
The first plan of the structure involved an expense of something con-
siderably over a million of dollars, and the design then was as it is
stated in the report:

The design embraces the idea of a grand circular colonaded building two hun-

dred and fifty feet in diameter and one hundred feet high from which apri‘gﬁ? an
obelisk shaft seventy feet at the base and five hundred feet high. This be

constrocted first.
The vast rotunda, forming the d base of the monument, is surronnded by
8, buin%atwnlva feet in diameter and forty-five

thirty columns of massive p
feet high, elovated upon a lofty base or stylobate of twenty feet elovation and three

hundred feet square, surmounted by an entablatare twenty feet high, and crowned
by a massive balustrade fifteen feet in height.
The terrace outside of the colonade is twenty-five feet wide, and the pronaos or
walk within the colonade, including the column space, twenty-five t. The
with t massive antm
(pilasters) ten feet wide, forty-five feet high, and seven and a half ¥eet projection,
answering to the columns in front, surmounted by their :ﬁfropﬁatam itravo.
The deep recesses formed by the projection of the ante provide suitable niches for
the reception of statues.

And so it goes on in the most elaborate fashion for a whole page.
At some time subsequently it was proposed to narrow the base to
fifty-five feet square and to run up the obelisk to six hundred feet
high. Now there is a different plan that is brought here for our con-
sideration, I s:&)pose, which pro that the structure shall go up
to four hundred and eighty-five feet high and to omit the colonnade
at the foot, It is now one hundred and sixty feet high, and, with the
base, about one hundred and seventy-four feet high. Here are three
or four plans presented by this company, and here is a bill proposin
to complete the structure without saying anything about under whic!
plan or what it shall cost. It seems to me %at that is going it blind,
and instead that it ought to be particularly described under what
’:!an ihe work is to proceed, or at least that the whole expense should

limited. I wonld much prefer that the commission authorized
here should be allowed to put up any other structure that they might
think more worthy of the Father of his Country and more worthy as
an object of art.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The momin% hour has expired.

Mr.l M0¢RRILL. 1 suppose the Senate will allow this bill to be
complete

erl. SHERMAN. I think we had better do that. This bill is re-
H;thed byfthﬁ Committee on Appropriations, and might as well be

8 of now.

r. ALLISON. I do not object.
reasonable time. Therefore I will
regular order.

provided it is completed within a
make it subject to a call for the
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The PRESIDENT pro !e;lgoro. The consideration of the bill will
be continued subject to a call for the regular order.

Mr. MORRILL. It was the judgment, as I have heretofore inti-
mated, of the Committee on Public Buiid.ings and Grounds and of
every architect or artist with whom I have ever conversed that it
would be far more creditable to our country to put up a triunmphal
arch than to continue this heathen hological monument. Letme
say here that over the front door of the monument, as a matter of
decoration, what do we now find? We find the sun and a couple of
wings, representing in Egyptian hieroglyphies Osiris and Isis, or the
sun and moon, as much as to say that the Father of his Country was
a believer in the sun and moon. I suppose the artist who put on this
::F?Hiogsed it to be a decoration instead of being a heathen mythologi-

0.

Mr. President, if the corporation that hold this monument now in
their cnstody consent to abandon it, it seems to me that the Govern-
ment of the United States ought to be left free to select their own
style and character of a monument, and select one that we know in
the outset will not cost more than a given and fixed sum. I have as-
certained that we can complete an arch anywhere from §300,000 to
$500,000, just in proportion to its amount of ornamentation; that
there is enough in the huge pile of marble to construct it with the
exception of such pieces of marble as would have to be decorated for
the moldings or for any other p in the way of pilasters or
columns, But if this bifl is to pass, E propose to offer the amendment
which I send to the Chair; and I leave it for the good sense of the
Senate to do whatever they think best. If they think it best to fin-
ish this, and I would rather do this than do nothiug, but I think it
would be preferable to do the other thing and that it would be far
less expensive to the United States, and when done it would be un-
questionably a thing of which the country might be proud and en-
tlrelﬂ worthy of Washington, as this monument that is proposed L
think will ntterly fail to be.

The PRESIDIKIG OFFICER, (Mr. MitcHELL in the chair.) The
amendment of the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. MorrILL] will be read.

The CriEF CLERK. The amendment is to add to the bill:

Skc. 2. That before any work shall be commenced npon said monument a plan
for its full completion shall be made and approved by LE:nPranldaut of the United
States, the Su ising Architectof the Treasury, and the Architect of the Capitol,
and that the ultimate cost of the same shall not exceed the sum of $600,000.

BEc. 3. That prior to commencing any work on said monument an examination
shall be made as to the foundation of the proposed monument in order to thor-
oughly ascertain whether it is sufficient to sustain the weight of the completed
strocture; and if the same shall be found insuflicient or detective, or if the base
shall be found out of level, the persons authorized to continue the construction of
the monument under the first section of this act may make any ehange in the form
and style of the structure which they shall agree upon, not to exceed the limit as to
cost, mentioned in section 2 of this act, and which thoy shall judge will be equally
appropriate as a pational monument to Washington.

Mr. SHERMAN. I will defain the Senate but a moment. I sup-
posed that this acgluesﬁun of the construction of the Washington Monu-
ment was settled by the unanimous action of both Houses of Congress
on the 5th day of July. Isupposed that we had made up our minds
to complete the Washington Monument as it is now proposed, and
that that was seftled by the unanimous vote of Congress on a resolu-
tion which I believe was sanctioned by almost everybody who spoke
on the subject. The only doubt expressed by the Eeop]e was that in
some way or other our promise would be like the other promises which
have been made before in regard to the Washington Monument. I
am sorry to see any :lfpositiun made to this bill. Now let me answer
iu a minute or two all that was suid by the Senator from Vermont.

In regard to the examination of the foundation, I hold in my hand
an official report signed by Captain Marshall, of the Engineer Corps,
and approved by General Humphreys, giving in detail the statement
of the engineer that the foundation is ample. They have suggested
certain modifications, and these modifications have been adopted.
I have bere also the plan of the present corporation, which is with-
out means to execute it. Here is the anthentic plan signed by John
B. Blake, secretary, showing: shatt exactly similar to Bunker Hill
monument, The Senator from Vermont ridicnles the plan of this
monument. 1t is an exact copy of the Bunker Hill monument, mag-
nified many times. There cannot be anything so strangely absurd in
it when the Bunker Hill monument is regarded, I believe, as the best
monument in the United States to commemorate revolutionary events,
Here is the monument, [exhibiting plan,] and it is completed now
to the height of one hundred and seventy-four feet. The
height is four hundred and eighty-five feet. The foundation is eighty
feet square, eight feet below the surface, and seventeen feet above
the surface. There is an artificial structure seventeen fect above,
making altogether twenty-five feet for foundation. The monument
was commenced July 4, 1848; the eost so far has been abount §230,000 ;
and there is required to complete the stracture, including the terrace,
about $350,000, of which there is a detailed estimate in the document
before me, being the report of the Select Committee on the Wash-
in{g]zon Monument of the House of Representatives, where these de-
tails are all given.

Unfortunately this work is now in the hands of a corporation cre-
ated by Congress and subject to be repealed by Congress, and that
corporation has not any means whatever to complete it. There have
been complaints made that money heretofore given by private sub-
scription to aid in the Washington Monument has been diverted or
wasted in expenses, and the United States now have by solemn vote

undertaken to complete this monument which will cost, it is said,
$350,000, or about one-fifteenth part of the amount we propose to ex-
pend in a single year on the improvement of rivers and harbors.

Whatever may be said about the arch or the plan of an arch, letus
complete one monument first before we complete another. This mon-
ument has been promised by several votes of Congress. First, in 1783
Congress resolved that the people of the United States wonld erect a
monument to Washington. In 1799 Congress again resolved that the
people would erect a marble monument in Washington to commemo-
rate George Washington, and from that time to this abortive efforts
have been made to carry this promise into effect.

I hope that now by a unanimous vote this attempt to fulfill the
promise we made on the 5th of July will be made. If the Senate
think it advisable to adopt the proposition of the Senator from Ver-
mont, I do not know that I shall have any objection to it, except
that it authorizes three men to change entirely the plan of this im-
provement. I'do not think that power onght to be invested in any
one. We ought to finish it according to the plan proposed, agreed
upon, adopted years ago, and now finally after some modifications
agreed npon by those who are intrusted with this work. But if the
Senate think it proper to make the amendment I shall make no ob-
fection. I am willing to take the vote upon it. As to the examina-
tion of the foundation by a board of engineers, I have no objection
at all, though that has already been done. Without detaining the
Senate, I ask a vote on the proposed amendment and hope we may
carry the proposition, whatever it is, that we agree upon by a unani-
mous vote,

Mr, MORRILL. A single word, Mr. President, in relation to the
nnanimous a})prnval of the pml)oaiﬁon on the 5thof July, There was
not a word of discussion, and 1 must say that I did not comprehend
what was before the Senate, coming in at the door just as it passed,
until after it had passed. I'merely, however, desire to call the atten-
tion of the Senate to what I have stated in regard to the uncertainty
of the foundation, and I will read from the engineer’s report:

The weight of that portion of the shaft already completed approximates 38,703,000
pounds, and of the foundation itself 21,565, The bed of the fonndation has
therefore borne for eighteen years, without signs of weakness or failure, the weight
of 80,270,800 pounds, and whlile there is no apparent reason to believe that it will
not bear the additional weight of 67,005,000 pounds yet to be placed ngon it, there is
only negative proof of its security: and it would therefore be culpable to attem
to complete the obelisk on the present plan until a thorongh examination of the
nature of the subsoil and its ty to resist compression makes it certain, as far
as human mind ecan foresee, that the monument will be as enduring as is the ma-
terial of which it is composed.

Mr. SHERMAN. What does the Senator read from?

Mr. MORRILL. From the report of William L. Marshall, first
lieutenant of engineers.

Mr. EDMUNDS. What date?

Mr. MORRILL. Under date of February 19, 1873.

The weight of the entire shaft, if reared to the full height of 600 feet, allowing
170 pounds to the cubic foot of masonry, will be 15,800,000, bearing upon a base
of 2400 square feet, The pressure is, therefore, ahout 26 tons per superficial foot,
or less than one-eleventh tga crushing weight, supposing that the strength of the
material does not exceed that of ordinary saudstone for building purposes.

Mr. SHERMAN. Onght not the SBenator to state that the very sug-
gestions contained in this report have been adopted by General Hum-
phreys, and are incorpora in the plan on which they are working
now ! The modifications have been made.

Mr. MORRILL. This report goes on :

Owing, however, to the faulty manner of cutting and laying the blocks of the
marble facing of the obelisk an undue pressure is thrown near the exterior edges
of tho joints. The chippings and spliotering of the blocks from this cause may
become aggravated as Lfe wnightar the nbegsk increases, thus marring the appear-
ance of the monument.

I only desire to call attention to this to show that the intimation
I gave was nof without sufficient authority, and I am not aware that
any thorough examination has ever been made since 1573, the date
of this report.

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to call attention to the fact that this
same officer in a letter to General Hunmphreys, dated Washington, Dis-
trict of Columbia, April 20, 1874, page 11 of this official docnment—
this new board baving adopted nearly all the suggestions contained
in the previous report—makes an official statement that the founda-
tion is ample and secure,

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear a part of it, if you please.

Mr. SHERMAN. I will read it:

These modifications will reduce the additional pressure from 57,000,000 pounds
- ”’mm,i.m"m"i‘ R ona e pa (s Joreiaiion AL be L1 b
éﬁ@yr&::;: foo !n:srte:d of 4} tons. po ¢ i

he stability of the shaft at this t will not be reduced, and the structure will
aa of :n;r&&egant proportions when its height is seven times instead of eleven

mes

The dimensions of the shaft, if so modified, will be 55 feet square at base, 38.33
feet square at top, and 437.5 foet from apex to base of foundation.

Herewith is inclosed a rough sketch, drawn to a scale of one inch to twenty feet,
showing the relations between the shaft as originally designed, the portion now
bailt, and the shaft as proposed above, with a plan fora tamestimgsemufaet
sqnare at top, 17 feet high, temlnat‘:a by slopes of two-thirds; with lots

and paved walks, and ascend on the east and west sides by plain stone steps 24 feet -
wide.
The nippm:imh cost of completing the shaft to four hundred feet and the ter-
at its base is— :
38, 749. 9 cubic feet marble facing. at §3.25.......cccecuennnn B har i ng $125,037 17
5, 013 cubie yards brick-work, at 816......... .. E0,208 00
30, 004 cubic yards embankment, at 40 cents. ... ....c.ccvaiiniannannnns 12,001 60
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4,136 square yards flagging, at $7.29. ... occiiiiiiiiii e £20, 770 20

3, 896 linear feet curbing, at §3.95. ....cooviciiinianes as ey X 12,672 00
2, 847 square yards sodding and soiling, at 85cents.....o.ocveeneenannns 2,419 05
250, 4 cubic yards backing for steps, at §i1....... seee 14K
1,478 4 cubic fect cut-stone steps and coping, at §4 .. 591360
r0of and B1AIrWAY.ccveeneeensnermcans bty 39, 000 00
L et i L S e e 1

R L L e e s $245,145 17

e YR Sy e et < A LSRR LR LR 63, 340 75
310, 685 92

So that the very recommendations of the engineer have been
adi)[pt.ed in this plan that I have, and this is the plan. [Exhibiting.]
.EDMUNDS. Mr. President,Iam alittle afraid that the amend-
ment of my colleague, if adopted, wonld defeat the object we have in
view. The persons who now control this monument are a corpora-
tion, and they have the rights that belong to a corporation to whom
ts have been made. Even if we have the power, as I have no
onbt we have—I think it is contained in the act—to alter, amend, or
repeal the incorporating act, and if we were to repeal it, all the prop-
erty that is there would still be theirs if they did not owe any debts,
Now, as we have understood, the larger part of these gentlemen, and
the people who have contribnted the money so far as it has been con-
tributed for the structure, are wedded to the idea of not taking down

anything that has been started for the honor of Washington, so that §31

I suspect that you would find this corporation would deeline to trans-

fer its property to the United States on the terms of the amendment. | 8!

My coll e states, and truly undoubtedly, that the base is now
out of level isix—tenths of an inch as a fact. Snpposing that fo be
the fact, as I have no doubt it is, then this amendment provides that
if the persons charged with the completion of the monument find
that to be a fact, then instead of going on with this monument they
are anthorized to go on with anything that they like with that ma-
terial; that is the short of it. I do not think we shall get ahead at
all with that srovision. I should be guite willing to vote for a provis-
ion which said that these gentlemen having charge of the work, if
they found that the base was so out of level as to furnish reasonable
ground of fear that the greater weight upon it would still more dis-
place if, and make the structure insecure, should report to Congress
for further directions. That would be one thing; but to say that
upon the existing facts—for that is what it amonnts to—hecause the
base is out of level by half an inch, this corporation is to turn over
this structure to a commission to do what it likes with it, to make a
trinmphal arch, which certainly would be a very fine thingi, it never
will do it, becanse I have very good reason to believe (for I have in-
terested myself in my humble way about this business for some years
and early in this session introduced a proposition which went to my
colleague’s committee to complete this monument) that instead of

the monument going on under that amendment nothing will be done | P

about it. These gentlemen will not convey, they cannot be got to do
it, as I now understand ; and they merely represent that feeling which
the people who contributed the money have, and are not standing
upon any obstinate notions of their own that this obelisk to the mem-
ory of one of the chief fonnders of this Republic shonld not be taken
down, but should go on. With the bill in the shape my colleague
proposes, we shall find curselves next year just as we are now.

I do think, therefore, that the true thing to do is to take the bill as
the Senator from Ohio has introduced it, and if it should turn out at
the next session of Congress on an inspection (which, of course, the
President of the United States and the other people in charge would
feel bound to make as a mere matter of ordinary diseretion) that the
foundation is so insecure that the monument eannot be carried any
higher, they would take no desperate steps to run it up in order to see
it fall, but they wounld endeavor to see carefully what the situation
is, and then we can decide what may be done.

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I withdraw the proposition which
I first pPresented and offer this instead as additional sections—

. The tEdESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, leave will
e granted.

r. SHERMAN. A verbal amendment has been suggested to me
in the variation of legal phraseology which I should like to have

adopted first. I move to make lines 14 and 15 read:

Belonging to the said corporation to the uses and for the purposes set forth in
gaid act of incorporation. ¥

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is a mere technical change.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This amendment will be made, if
there be no objection. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]
offers an amendment, which will be read.

: ;Il‘he Chief Clerk read the amendment proposed by Mr. MORRILL, as
Oollows

SEc. 2. That before any work shall be commenced npon said monument a plan for
its full wmg’oietion shall be made and nm‘ad by the President of the United
States, the Supervising Architect of the ' ury, and the Architect of the Capitol,
and that the ultimate cost of the same shall not exceed the sum of $600,000.

Sec. 3. That prior to commencing any work on said monument an examination
shall be made as to the foundation of the pruposed monument, in order to thor-
oughly ascertain whether it is sufficient to snstain the weight of the completed
structure; and if the same shall be found insufficient or defective, or if the base
should be found to be out of level, then the further continuance of the work shall

not be authorized by anything herein contained until the further action of Con-
gress.

Mr. LOGAN. I did not hear the bill read. In whose charge is this
work to bef

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill provides that it shall be in charge of the
Supervising Architeet of the Treasury, the Architeet of the Capitol,
and the President of the United States, and it must be done under
the laws regulating the construction of public buildings of the Treas-
ury Department under contract. Iwill say that if it is true that the
foundation is six-tenths of an inch out of level I do not think that
wonld imlmir very much the strength of the foundation. But the
Senator alleges a fact which would at onee Put a stop to the work;
and on the statements of the S8enator himself it could not go forward
at all. Besides he speaks of its costing $600,000. Is that the cost
from the beginning or only the cost from this time forth ?

Mr. MORRILL. I only propose these sections, not for the purpose
of embarrassing the bill, but of perfecting it. If the bill is to pass it
certainly ought to be limited as to the amount that the United States
shall become responsible to pay. I propose that the United States
shall not be responsible for more than $500,000,

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that is more than enough.

Mr. MORRILL. Idoubtwhetheritcan be completed for that sum,
certainly not for less, whatever the engineers and architects may

say.
Mr. SHERMAN. That is only an invitation for them to spend
§600,000. We have the report of the engineers that it will cost but

0,000,
Mr. MORRILL. If the Senate is willing to limit it to less, I shall
o for a less sum; but I do not believe it ean be completed for any
such sum. It will take from thirty to fifty thousand dollars to finish
up around the base.

Then, in relation to the base being six-tenths of an inch out of level,
I do not know ; but it seems to me that if this thing is to be run up
to four hundred and eighty-five feet in height, and is four inches now
out of plumb, it will be when finished like the leaning tower of Pisa.
I should doubt much the prudence of completing it if it shall be found
to be so much out of plnmb,

I do not desire to embarrass the Senator from Ohio at all, if it is
the sense of the SBenate that this is snch a bill as ought to pass; butI
would infinitely prefer something that would eost not more than two-
thirds of the money, and be, as I think, much better ; but at thesame
time I do think that we ought to limit the amount, becanse otherwise
the architects may go on and construct this under the first plan, the
second, third, or fourth. There is no limit whatever to the ultimate
expense, and certainly I think there onght to be an examination as to
the foundation ; for the late Architect of the Treasury, Mr. Mullett,
told me he would not risk an ordinary building, such as he was put-
ting np every day for the Government, on this foundation. The
foundation ought to be examined there at least to the depth of thirt
feet, to see what the nature of the ground is, or until they find hn.rd’:

an.
Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend the amendment proposed by
my colleague by striking out of the last section the woni :

Or defective, or if the base shonld be found to be out of level.

My object is to strike ont these words which would seem to put a
a stopper, an absolute stopper, nupon any proceeding at all until some
further action of Congress; but I still leave the effective sense that
my colleagne is after. That is the test of the sufficiency of the foun-
dation. The foundation may be defective in a critical sense and still
be absolutely sufficient for the purposes for which it is designed. Of
course I need not illustrate that. rlﬁ' may be out of level and be ab-
solutely sufficient for the p

Mr. LOGAN. If it is not out of level it is the first foundation ever
put up in Washington that was not out of level.

Mr. BAYARD. In common with all my fellow-countrymen, I feel
the deepest interest in the completion at the earliest moment gf this
memorial to the great American. At the same time, it seem me
that we have seen enough in the past to warn us of the danger of per-
sistence in errors, errors in taste, errorsin theory as to what this grand
monument should be. The gentlemen who have bronght in this bill
and those who have framed amendments to it, do probably under-
stand their views of this matter; but it seems to me it would be right
and just that the rest of the Senate should have a little more time to
comprehend the plans pro for our approval or our disapproval.
The amendments to this bill are numerous, and they have not yet been
printed. I suggest that some opportunity for consideration of the
amendments be given to the Senate. Ido nof know that I fully com-
prehend the object of the amendments or the object of the bill bronglrt
in by the S8enator from Ohio ; but if the object of his bill is to continue
the present structure upon anything of a theory which we can imag-
ine from what we see of it, I should be very sorry to see such a plan
further proceed. Why, sir, I have heard no man speak of the present
unfinished monument except in terms of the most positive regret, if
not of absolute disrepect. It seems to have nothing in it that can
either impress yon with awe for its deur or inspire you with ad-
miration for its beauty. I donot believe that this present structure
can be continued and produce auy of those emotions upon us and the

nerations who are to succeed us in this land aud those from other

ands who come here to pay their tribute of respect to the great moral
excellences of the man whose virtues this monument was designed to
commemorate. I do not believe that the impressions we desire to
produce upon them will in any degree be assisted by the continnance
of such a blot upon architecture, as I must consider this obelisk which
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stands here half shorn in its height. There is in it to me nothing
that is impressive, noth'm% that is beautiful, nothing that is tasteful,
nothing tﬁaﬁ is remarkable, excepting perhaps the pious motives
which induced it.

Therefore, if in this bill which I mnfnot fully understand, or if in
these amondmenta, which I do not fully understand, there is a prop-
ogition under any circumstances to continue expenditure upon this
unfinished struncture, I desire to record my vote against them. If on
the contrary there shall be a scheme which shall submit the matter
to those who have made art their study, to those whose professions
. have enabled them to obtain that which we so much lack in the hurry
of the active business life which we lead in this country, and for them
to present hereafter to Congress plans of an hangpropnuta monnment
for this great and, pafriotic purpose, then I shall be very glad to as-
sist in it, nor shall I stop upon the question of simple pecuniary
amount as to this,

This is of all years the one in which this monument should be re-
commenced, in which some new signification should be given by the
people of America of their appreciation of the virtues which called
this monument into existence. But* artislongand timeisflesting ;"
and it is not for us in this time and bastily to be settling a matter
which is to last as we trust for generations, perhaps centuries to come.

Therefore I hope that what has been presented to the Senate to-day
may be put in print, may be brought up here at the earliest moment
of the coming week, and that we may have the opportunity by seeing
these amendments in print to understand precisely the design. As I
understand it now—it may show my want of comprehension of the
amendments—two architects are to agree upon plans which they are
to put in some de in execution without submission to the Senate
atall. That I do not desire shall take place, for, as I have my share
of responsibility, I propose to exercise my share of power in choosing
the character of this monument.

Mr. SHERMAN. If my friend will allow me, I think it is the mis-
fortune now of this Washington Monument that it has been talked
of in Congress for one hundred years. We have madt]alﬂwmiae after
promise, and the very moment we come to anything like the execu-
tion of the promise we are met by these delays. Now, let me give
my friend from Delaware, who is a very reasonable man and I know
a patriotic man, the facts. No plan is proposed. This Congress, in
both Houses, by a unanimous vote declared its purpose to eomplete
the Washington Monument; and now we proposa to spend $100,000
in doing it. There is no controversy at all about the plan. The plan
is a matter fixed by the board of engineers. The corporation that
has this matter in ch has adopted the plan of the board of en-
gineers and here if is. [Exhibiting.]

Mr. BAYARD. Am I mistaken in snpposing from these diagrams
that we have here one proposition which is a trinmphal arch and one
which is a mere obelisk npon a different plan ¥

Mr. SHERMAN. Thbe planof the trinmphal arch is a plan which my
friend from Vermont [ Mr, MorriLL] takes a great inferest in. That
involves t.earinérnp the monnment as it is and building a new tri-
umphal arch. onld the Senate in the second century of our history
commence by tearing down the only monument that has ever been
attempted to be erected for Washington, in order to construct it :{mn
some other plan? Before that trinmphal arch could be finished or
half way up, a new set of men occupying our places here might say that
it did not conform to the laws of taste, and they would tear it down
and build up perhaps a pyramidal arch.

I hope withont any further delay, as the bill creates no new plan
but simply earries into execntion an existing plan adopted after fall
consideration, that we shall have a vote.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 1 understand the amendment offered by
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MoRriLL] requires that a new plan
shall i submitted. If the planhas been adopted andisa fixed thing,
I do ndt know why we should want to adopt that amendment.

Mr. SHERMAN. We do not want the amendment. So far as the
S?n of the Washington Monument is concerned, it has already been

ed.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. If there is nothing open, if the plan is
fixed, the amendment onght to be voted down.

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it ought to be voted down.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to say just a word in reply to my friend
from Delaware, [Mr. BAYARD.] He feels the same interest in this

matter that we all do; he wants the right thing; but unless we be- | d

gin afresh to build a monument of our own from the bottom to the
top, as a fresh work, calling it a trinmphal arch or whatever might
be agreed upon by the architects and the President, then I submif
from the knowledge I have about it, and that we all have, if we are
not to do that we must take this property and this endeavor as faras
it has gone from the people who have furnished the money, and build
it according to their ideas, If their ideas are so bad, so out us
in respect of taste and art as to make the thin when completed
a discredit to the United States rather than a credit to all concerned,
then we mifhb not to do anything about completing that monnment;
and if we do not do anything about completing the monument, what
right have we got, either moral or otherwise, to confiscate their blocks
of marble there and turn them intosomething else? They will never
assent to it. The people who have contributed the money have a
deep feeling about it.

hat is this monument? My friend criticises it, and well he may.

A barn may be criticised in the same manner that was half way up,
or the most ornamental house which was ever bnilt. Aside from cer-
tain flommeries about it of taste, which I have not anything particular
to say about, and which have long since been discarded, this monn-
ment belongs to one of the fixed or species of architecture. It
is an obelisk.

Mr. MORRILL. A class, if my friend will permit me to say, that
was in vogue fifteen hundred years before the Christian era, in the
time of the Pharaohs.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly; I am much obliged to my colleague,
though I believe I knew that before,and I was just going to remark
upon it. Like the Ten Commandments and other iood things, obe-
lisks were in vogne fifteen hundred years before the Christian era,
and something like obelisks were in vogue long before the historio
period. Everybody knows that. It is a question of form and grace
that meets the taste and the eye and the ?ndgment according as the
eye may be naturally skillful or may be educated upon certain prin-
cigles of acquired taste.

do not join with my colleagne in condemning obelisks absolutely.
t many obelisks in this world that are of noble pro-
portions and are well worthy. They are perhaps the most worthy of
any of the objects that have descended to us from that long time in
the Orient, both of time and geography. Therefore I ghall not feel
very nnhappy, and I do not believe the educated people of the United
States (among whom I do not count myself, but speaking my belief
of them) will feel very unhappy if at the end of a hundred years of
endeavor they see an obelisk, although it is a species of architecture
that has existed for many thonsands of years, rearing its head to the
skies in commemoration of this man. I do not think obelisks in the
best sense have gone out of fashion, or out of taste, or out of pro-
priety. In certain a.sgects and certain situations, in the heart of great
cities, trinmphal arches and pyramids also please the eye; but when
on take the geography of this valley of the Potomac and wish to
ring to the eyes of the largest number of people at the same time
that commemorative object to this man which will affect the greatest
number at the same time, some lofty structnre must be resorted to.
Itake it you are not going to have a tower; they are almost barbarie.
All that you have to do then is to have what in the technical sense is
an obelisk. Whether it is handsome or whether it is ugly depends
upon the pr‘{;})ortion of its breadth to its height and the degree of its
tapering., While this thing, as it now stands, is u%l_v, when you carry
it up two or three hnndre«i feet more, whatever the distance may be,
with the suitable diminuntion of its breadth, it will be entirely a dif-
ferent thing from what it is now ; and from all the hills for twenty
miles, for more than twenty miles, diameter around this valley, it
will be the most prominent object next to this Capitol that appears
to the eyo of the beholder. I should be sorry to lose it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the
amendment of the Senator from Vermont to the right of the Chair
[Mr. EpMuxps] to the amendment offered by his colleague, [Mr.
Morrirr.] The amendment will be reported.

The Caier CLERK. The amendment to the amendment is to strike
out from the second section of the amendment the words:

Or defective, or if the base should be found out of level.

S0 as to read :

At,d if the same shall be found insufficient, then the further continnance of the
work, &e.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is now on the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. MoRRILL] to add cer-
tain sections to the bill.

Mr. BOUTWELL. Is the proposition divisible?

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly; there are two sections.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There are two separate propositions,
which are divisible.

Mr. BOUTWELL. I call for a division.

Mr. MAXEY. The first proposition is a distinct propesition as to
the plan; a second branch of the amendment provides for looking
into the old structnre before we go on with it.

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to give notice that if this bill occupies any
more time I shall ask for the regunlar order.

Mr. EDMUNDS. You cannot get it. We will finish this bill to-

There are a

ay.
glr. WHYTE. Mr. President, the amendment, as I understand it,
is directly in the teeth ef the bill. The bill proposes that Congress
shall take out of the hands of the Washington National Monument
Association, which is a private corporation, a chartered association,
the monument, as it now stands, and construct it in accordance with
the views of that association and the plans which it has adopted for
its final completion. The proposition in the bill is that the United
States shall take possession of the monument and assnme its comple-
tion. The bill appropriates for the commencement of the work, when
the United States has taken hold of it, the sum of $100,000, but pro-
vides that before any of that money shall be used this corporation
shall transfer to the United States the property and the work as far
as it has gone, We know that to complete that column, according to
the lowest estimate, will take between $300,000 and $406.000.

The Senator from Vermont, [ Mr. MORRILL, ] the chairman of the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, has given this subject
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t consideration. He has called it to the attention of the Senate
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. We have examined it
with great care, and I for one do not hesitate to express my great
regret that Congress should appropriate a large sum of money to com-
plete this monument on the plan as adopted by this association. To
my taste it will commend itseff solely forits height. Itisto beashigh
as the top of the cathedral at Strasbourg, withont the breadth below
that spire to sustain its great height. This will be a straight shaft,
with a base eighty feet wide and a height of four hundred and sixty-
three feet; nearly three times as hi EM that beantiful monument
which my own State has erected to the memory of George Washing-
ton. How much out of proportion will it be in architectural finish
to the breadth of love and affection which the Father of his Country
has in the hearts of the American people! It will be a single square
spire, almost like the mathematical definition of a straight line,
“length without breadth.” It will not add to the architectural repu-
tation of the people of the United States. It will look merely like a
plain memorial shaft, exaggerated in character, such as we see in
the cemeteries around the various cities of this Union. But the Sen-
ator from Vermont, [Mr. MoRRILL,] anxious to build a monument
which will do honor to our name as a people, who have advanced in
art, has Emposed a triumphal arch, which will be attractive to the
eye, which will make the heart of every American when he locks upon
it beat with joy and inspire in us a laudable pride that here in this
new century we have erected a memorial to Washington, honorable
to his great name, creditable to us, and which will go down to pos-
terity as “a thing of beaunty and a joy forever.”

I would be willing to vote a million dollars for such a trinmphal arch
as that proEosad I.E the Senator from Vermont. When, in passing
along the Cham lysées in Paris, looking toward the sky, I have
seen that magnificent triumphal arch which the French erected in
honor of the grand army under the decree of the first Napoleon,
while I have felt proud of my own country and prond of the mem-
ory of Washington, I hoped to see the day when we, too, would con-
struct some splendid monnmental testimonial which would, in the
time to come, tell the ‘:eople, and the children of the people now
born avd hereafter to be born, that Washington had such a hold
upon our hearts that the most refined art of man had been called
into requisition to devise and the ingenious hands of the famed arti-
sans of America to execute a splendid work of art, which would be
beautiful to the eye—as costly as you choose—but such a work as
would do honor to the man who is first in the hearts of the American

people.

I prefer the amendment because it gives us the opportunity to erect
atrinmphal arch. I prefer it, because you are only, in my judgment,
voting five or six hundred thousand dollars in the bill to complete a
structure, of which I will notsay we shall be ashamed, but of which
I do not think the American EOPIG will be proud.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment
of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MoRRILL] to add additional sec-
tions to the bill. A division has been called for, and the question will
be taken on the first section proposed to be inserted.

Mr. MORRILL. I ask for theyeas and nays on the first amendment.

The weas and nays were ordered.

Mr. COCKRELL and Mr. NORWOOD. Let the amendment upon

which we are now to vote be reported.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first branch of the amendment
The Chief Clerk read as follows :

will be reported.

Sgc. 2. That before any work shall be commenced on said monument a plan for
its foll wmg{llet.lon shall be made and uliprovud by the President of the United
States, the g Architect of the Treasury, and the Architect of the Capi-
tol, and that the ultimate cost of the same shall not exceed the sum of §600,000.

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to ask the Senator from Ohio what
amounts have been estimated to complete the monument? This
amendment requires it to be constructed nnder a different plan.

Mr. SHERMAN. The en%ior(l]aar estimates it at $310,000. The asso-
ciation estimates it at $350,000.

Mr. COCKRELL. That is to finish it according to its present plan?

Mr. SHERMAN. To finish it according to its present plan.

Mr.DAVIS. Doesthe Senator from Ohio object to this amendment?

Mr. SHERMAN. This first amendment authorizes these three men
to tear up the Wsahin%tou Monument and to build a trinmphal arch.
1t defeats the whole object.

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 14, nays
33; as follows:

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Bogy, Bruee, Cooper, Dennis, Gordon, Morrill,
Norwood, Paddock, Rnnwrsr;. Royt:erm::,

A ulsbury, and Whyte—14.
NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Barnum, Booth, Boutweil. Cameron of Wisconsin, Chris-
tiancy, Cockrell, Cragin, Davis, Dawes, Edmunds, Ferry, Frelinghuysen, Hamlin,
Harvey, Hitcheoek, Howe, Ingalls, Kelly, Kernan, Key, Logan, MeMiilan, Maxey,

Mitchell, Oglesby, Sherman, Spencer, Wadleigh, West, Windom, Withers, and

Wright—33.

AﬁSENT—Mm Alcorn, Burnside, Cameron of Pennsylvania, Caperton, Clay-
ton, Conkling, Conover, Dorsey, Eaton, Goldthwaite, Hamilton, Jobnston, Jones of
Florida, Jones of Nevada, McCreery, McDonald, Merrimon, Morton, Patterson,
Raudolph, Sargent, Sharon, Stevenson, Thurman, and Wallace—25,

So the first division of the amendment was rejected.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the second
division of the amendment.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the second amendment be reported.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment wilftl)m reported.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

Skc. 3. That prior to commencing any work on said monnment an examination
shall be madeas to the foundation of the p monument in order to thoroughly
ascertain whether it is sufficient to sustain the weight of the completed structure;
and if the same shall be found insufficient, then the further continnance of the
work shall not be authorized by anything herein contained until the further action
of Congress.

Mr. EDMUNDS. The word “proposed” ought to be stricken out.
It seems to imply a new monument.

Mr. MORRI I have no objection to that amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection that modifi-
cation will be made. 5

Mr. SAULSBURY. I observe thatthe amendment provides for ex-
amining the foundation. Thatis all proper and right, but it does not
specify by whom the examination shall be made.

Mr. SHERMAN. I will say to the Senator that that is provided
for. The bill itself provides that this work shall be done under the
direction of the President of the United States, the Supervising Arch-
itect of the Treasury of the United States, and the Architect of the
Capitol.

Mr, SAULSBURY. I was not aware of the terms of the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment
inserting this additional section.

The amendment was to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there anything in the Dbill limiting the
amount to be expended 7

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us first concur in the amendment.

The amendment was concurred in,

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the first section of the Dbill
itself read, constituting the commission.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

That there be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise ap&ropristod, the sum of §100,000 to continue the construction of the
Washington Monument in the city of Washington : ided, That any por-
tion of said som shall be expended, the proper officers of the Washington National
Monument Society, incorporated by the act approved February 26, 1850, entitled
** An act to incorporate the Washington National Monument Society,” shall trans-
fer and convey to the United States in due form all the property, easements, rights,
and privileges, whether in possession or in action, or in expectancy, belonging to
the said corporation, to tho uses and for the purposes sot forth in said act of incor-
poration ; and the said charter is so amended as to authorize the executive officers
of said corporation to make said transfer and conveyance in consideration that the
United States hereby agree to complete said monnment. And the construction of
said monument shall be nnder the direction and supervision of the President of the
United States, the Supervising Architeet of the Treasury Department, and the
Architect of the Capitol, and in accordance with the laws regnlating contracts and
the construction of public huildinﬁby the Treasury Department; and detailed
reports of snch expenditures shall be annually submitted to Congress.

Mr. MORRILL. I move to insert after the words “the United
States hereby agree to complete such monument ” the words * at a
cost not exceedinﬁ $350,000.” Certainly there ought to be a limit.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Here is a monument, the plans of which
are all made, the cost of which can be ascertained. It will cost
§300,000 for the specifie thing we are about to do. As I understood
my friend from Vermont, he proposed in his amendment $600,000, and
I think I heard him say he did not think it could be compfetcd for
that sum. The amount which we limit regulates the plan,and to in-
sert that plan is to say that we will construct the monument accord-
ing to the plan adopted.

r. SHERMAN. Here isthe difficulty. How can we tell how much
this plan will cost? We have the estimate of the engineers who put
it at $310,000. How can they tell how much it will cost nntil com-
p}e;aﬁg 'Snppoae the cost of stone shoald rise next year, or the cost
of labor

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I merely call the attention of the Sen-
ator from Ohio to the fact that under some plans it may cost a great
deal more than a million. The Senator seems to think it can be com-
E}:ted according to the estimate of the engineer which he holds in

hands. If so, I think it onght to be limited to that.

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not care whether it is limited or not. Itis
said here it will cost $350,000. That is the highest estimate proposed.

Mr. LOGAN. It will be seen by the Senate that if the proposition
is adopted as the bill now reads and should not be a snfficient amonnt,
the deed made by these trustees amounts to nothing. The proposi-
tion in the bill is that we will complete the monument, not for any
particular price but according to this particular plan. Hence the
conveyance will amount to nothing unless we carry oat the plan.

Mr. MORRILL. There is no plan specified.

Mr. LOGAN. It is the same thing.

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not care anything about it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment
of the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. MORRILL] to insert the words * at
a cost not exceeding §350,000.”

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think there ought to be added to the words in
constituting this commission words which would show that these
three officers are to act as a joint commission, and that it does not
depend npon the individual will of every one of them if they do not
aFme about going on. Therefore, after the word “ Capitol,” to save
all possible question, I move to amend by inserting :

‘Which officers are hereby constituted a joint commission for that purpose.
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Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill providing for the
completion of the Washington Monument.”

ARTIFICIAL LIMBS TO DISABLED SOLDIERS.

Mr. LOGAN. I ask to take up House bill No. 1516.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the dutf of the Chair to state
that the morning hour having expired be will lay before the Senate
the unfinished business, which is the bill known as the river and
harbor bill, on which the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] is
enfitled to the floor.

Mr. LOGAN. This will take but a moment.

Mr. ALLISON. I must insist on the regular order. If has now
gone over one hour beyond the time.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will yield to my friend from Illinois so far as I
am concerned.

Mr. LOGAN. If this bill leads to any debate, I shall withdraw it.
It is an act to regulate the issue of artificial limbs to disabled sol-
diers, seamen, and others. It is an amendment to the old act.

Mr. ALLISON. Very well.

Mr. LOGAN. I have been pressed a t deal about it and it has
been here a great while. It will take but a moment to act upon it.
If there is any (ilﬁiection I shall withdraw it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the
Benaet;r from Illinois to proceed to the consideration of the bill he has
nam

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (lH R. No. 1516) to regulate the
issne of artificial limbs to disabled soldiers, seamen, and others.

The Committee on Military Affairs proposed to amend the bill in
section 1, line 7, by inmrtinﬁg after the word “ appliance” the words
* or commutation therefor.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear that explained.

Mr. LOGAN. The explanation is this: Almost in the words of the
bill a law of this kind has existed, passed in 1870 or 1871, and the con-
struction of it is that it only extended for five years and that there-
fore they cannot issue after the first issue. When the apparatus has
been worn five years so that it cannot be used the next five years,
there can be no re-issue. This is almost a literal copy of the bill, ex-
tending it every five years.

Mr. EDMUNDS. How does it differ from the law ¢

Mr. LOGAN. It does not differ at all axoept. to change from the
Becre of War to the Qunartermaster the furnishing of transpor-
tation. It isthe same bill precisely except these changes and extend-
inﬁ{t.o every five era.rs, which, was the intention of the law,

r. ANTHONY. Is this commutation for the limb itself{ I thought
we had voted that down once.

Mr. LOGAN. No, sir; that is in the original law.

Mr. ANTHONY. Then a soldier who has lost a limb has a right to
have an artificial limb or a certain sum of money in lien thereof 1

Mr. LOGAN. Yes; here is the statute:

Every in the military or naval service who lost a limb during the war of
the rebellion, but from the nature of his injury is not able to use an artificial limb,
shall be entitled to the benefits of soction 4788, and shall receive money commuta-
tion as therein provided.

That is, where the limb is so destroyed that they cannot use it, then
we give them in lien of that a certain amount of meney. That is the
law that exists now and this does not change it.

Mr. ANTHONY. I recollect we had a very long and fierce debate
here on the propriety of tg'iving a commutation for the limb, and it
Was Very Eilgeﬂ% voted down.

Mr. LO . Bat it was put in the law as it stands now, and the
only thing that this bill does is, as I stated, to change the trans;i:)):-
tation from the Secretary of War to the Quartermaster-General’s De-
partment and to extend the time; that is to say, it gives a different
construction from what the War Department gives; it allows a limb
to be given every five years. That was the intention of the original
law, but the construction of the Department is that it does not allow
a renewal every five years.

Mr. EDMUNDS. 1should like to hear the bill read again.

The bill was read.

Mr. LOGAN. Imove to amend the first section, so as to conform
to the old law in that particular, to read:

Every officer, soldier, seaman, or marine,

Bo as to include only those who were regularly in the service.

Mr. ANTHONY. I think this bill gives commutation for the limb—
“limb or appliance or commutation therefor.”

Mr. ALLISON. While the Senator from Illinois is preparing his
bill and getting it into such shape that he himself will be satisfied
with, I suggest that we go on with the regular order. He can call

it u in.
MI:'. THONY. 1 suggest “ commnutation therefor in cases where
eommutation is now allowed by law.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa calls for the | class.

regular order.
r. LOGAN. If the S8enator will allow me a moment, I will say
that this bill was carefully examined by the Surgeon-General and is

proposed jnst as it was examined and reported by the Military Com-
mittee on theirconstructionof thelaw. Idonot know who dranghted
the bill, but I examined it and I noticed that the change was that it
used the word “ person” instead of “solditr, seaman, or marine.” I
am now willing to make that change and make it conform to the
original law. at is all there is of the bill. The Surgeon-General

ives a construction that he cannot re-issne these artificial limbs.

he commutation is the same and everything is the same, except the
change I have stated.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment
reported by the committee in line 7, after the words “or appliance,”
to insert “or commutation therefor.”

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend the amendment after the word
“therefor,” by inserting * as provided by existing law ;” so that the
commutation will be exactly as the law now is.

Mr. LOGAN. I have no objection to that.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. INGALLS. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from
Illinois who reported this bill to the law of 1874, approved June 18,
which declares—

That all ns who are now entitled to pensions under existing laws and who
have lost either an arm at orabove the elbow, or a leg at or above the knee, shall be
rated in the second elass, and shall receive §24 per month: Prosided, That no arti-
ficial limbs, or commutation therefor, shall be furnished to such p as shall be
entitled to pensions under this act.

There appears to be a conflict between this and the bill which the
Senator from Illinois proposes now to pass, and I would suggest to
him whether the effect of that bill will not be to repeal this provision
in re to the pension laws and thereby increase the pensions of a
certain class of soldiers who are now disabled, to the exclusion of
others.

Mr. LOGAN. Isaid I wounld withdraw this bill if it created dis-
cnssion, but I wgnt to say that the law has exi in this wa
although the pensions were given. No person is entitled to an artifi-
cial limb unless he was a soldier, unless he had done his doty properly
and was properly discharged. You may call it by what name you
please, if he cannot use the limb he gets commutation for it ; that is
to say, the price of the limb in lien of it. The men may either take
the limb or the price the limb costs in lien of it. That is the con-
struction of the law as it stands now. I hope the bill will pass.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment
of the committee as amended.

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to.

Mr, INGALLS. I su t to the Senator from Illinois to amend
his bill, by an additional section or proviso, to the effect that this act
shall not be held to be in conflict with the act of June 18, $374.

Mr. LOGAN. I willsay to the S8enator that, if the bill conflicts with
it, that may be the object. I think the Pension Committee did very
wrong in passing the law they did, depriving these poor men of their
commutation where they cannot use the limb. They certainly get a
very small pension, and I think they ought to have this limb besides.
It has always been given since the law passed, and I am in favor of
giving if again.

Mr. ALLISON. Let me suggest to the Senator that if I undgrstand
the law quoted by the Senator from Kansas that was an act to in-
crease pensions in certain cases and it did increase the pensions of
this class of soldiers, but it Erovided that if they availed themselves
of this act they should not have artificial limbs in addition. Now it
seems to me, if we pass the bill proposed by the S8enator from Illinois,
it will have the effect to decrease the pensions provided by this act
if they accept the provisions of that act.

Mr. LOGAN. It will not, because the bill already provides, if you
will read the amendment adopted, that according to existing laws
bh;f shall receive this.

r. ALLISON. The existing law is that if they have increased
pensions they shall not receive it.

Mr. LOGAN. If that is the existing law, that is the end of it.

Mr. INGALLS. It is my impression, from an examination of this
law and from hearing the bill reporte(i by the Senator from Illinois
read, that it is the intent by indirection to increase the pensions of
this class of disabilities ; that the object is to get around the law of
June 18, 1874, o as to enable this class of pensioners to receive not
only the increased pension but also the commutation for the limbs.
While this may be right, and I have no objection to it on principle,
still it is obtaining a certain resunlt by indirection and at the same
time works a manifest injustice to that class of pensioners who do not
get an increase by this or bg any other law.

Mr. LOGAN. The ones who get the increase are not the ones affected
by it, and the Senator is certainly wrong. According to the law in
reference to ting pensions, those who get the increased pensions
it provides shall not have this extra limb.

r. INGALLS. The Senator’s bill provides that they shall have
the Jimb or commutation, irrespective of the pension.

Mr. LOGAN. But as it has been amended—I called attention to
the fact a moment ago—by the amendment proposed by the Senator
from Vermont it is “ as provided by existing law;” hence the existing
law already depriving tEem as a matter of course will do it as to that
hat amendment has been adopted.

Mr. EDMUNDS. It might be better, to save all
about the words *as provided,” to add *and limited ;

As provided and limited by existing law.

Pomib]e doubt
80 as to read:
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Then there cannot be a possible question, because if that is a lim-
itation it is a limitation on this. 1 move that amendment.

liﬂ. LOGAN. Idonotaccept that amendment. It is not necessary
at all.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment
of the Senator from Vermont.

Mr. LOGAN. The word “limited” there is exactly what we are
trying to cure It is limited now by the construction ,,fi“m to it by
the oflicers of the law, that these men are entitled at all.

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is only as to the commutation, I will say to
my friend; it does not appliato the rest of it, buf is only a limitation
on Eha commutation. If the man does not fake his limb, it is to
apply.

i IrJ.7 LOGAN. I do not know but that the lawyers who control hy
their construction the statutes of Con would give it that con-
struction. The SBurgeon-General has given it the construction I have
stated. I do not know who else has, but probably the Secretary of
War has, Anyhow it is construed so that no one is entitled under
existing law to the provisions in the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment
of the Senator from Vermont.

Mr. EDMUNDS. My amendment does not apply to the general ob-
ject of the bill as a limitation npon that; but to the amendment re-
ported by the committee abont commutation, which, as it now stands
modified, is ¥ commutation therefor as provided by existing law.” I
propose to add after the word “ provided” the words “and limited ;”
8o that it will be:

Or commutation therefor as provided and limited by existing law.

So that the limitation only applies to the money part or commuta-
tion and that relieves the difficulty that the Senator fromm Kansas
suggests.

'glr. INGALLS. I want to ask the Senator from Tllinois a single
question. The act of June 18, 1874, ?(rovidea for an increased pension
instead of commutation. Now I ask him whether the intention of
this bill is to give the pensioner increased pension and commutation
for a limb that he cannot use ?

Mr. LOGAN. There is no such object at all. The law was passed
withont reference fo the pensions, The object is just what is ex-

ressed on the face of the bill, to give the man an artificial limb who

ost a leg or arm in the service.

Mr. INGALLS. He has a right to that now.

Mr. LOGAN. He had the right to it except that the Surgeon-Gen-
eral construed the law not to extend further than the first five years.
Hence it euts him off ; and thisis only to extend it every five years as
the original intention of the law was. That is what the bill means,
and that is all it was intended it should mean.

Mr. HARVEY. My understanding of this question isthat theobject
of the bill proposed by the Senator from Illinois is to enable pension-
ers of this class to procure from the Government artificial legs at the
rate that the Government arranges with cerfain companies to furnish
them, enabling the soldier fo procure the artificial limb upon much
more favorable terms than he counld possibly fet. it from the eompa-
nies or the dealers, dealing with them individually. I have hadsome
soldiers speak to me about this bill, and as 1 understand, baving to
purchase these limbs each on his individual acecount, they cost some-
thing like 30 per cent. higher than the rates at which the same qual-
ity of limb is provided under the arrangement of the Government
with the companies. The object of this bill is to do away with the
ruling that the Senator from Illinois has referred to, that after the
first five years the soldier, without snch legislation as is proposed,
cannot secure a limb under that arrangement and must make an in-
dividual arrangement on the best terms he can.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment
of the Senator from Vermont. :

The amendment was a to. .

Mr, INGALLS. I move to add as a proviso the words:

Provided, That this act shall be subject to the provisions of an act entitled “An
act to increase pensions in certain cases,"” approved June 18, 1874.

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator is a very good lawyer, and after having
the amendment made to this bill providing that it shall be subject to
all limitations of the law, I presume no one knows better than he
that that does bring it within the very proposition he now makes.
But for some reason or other it is impossible to make a bill so plain
that some one must not have an amendment put to it, not for the
purpose of showing his ability or his facility in getting up laws or
anything of that kind, but for the purpose of having it amended to
malke it so plain that he cannot even understand it himself. That is
about what results from these amendments. I ask the Secretary to
read the bill with the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ver-
mont. It does exactly what the Senator from Kansas proposes to do

now,
The Chief Clerk read as follows:

That every person who, in the line of duty in the military or naval service of
the United States, shall have lost a limb, or sustained injuries depriv.
ing him of the use of any of his limbs, shall receive once every five years an artifi-
eial limb or appliance, or commutation therefor, as provided and limited by existing
lawa, under such regulations as the Snrfeon-ﬁeneral of the Army may prescribe;
and the period of five years shall be held to commerce with the tiling of the first
application after the 17th day of June, in the year 1870,

Src. 2. That nec transportation to have artificial limbs fitted shall be
furnished by the Quartermaster-General of the Army, the cost of which shall be
refunded out of any money appropriated for the purchase of artificial limbs.

IV—302

Mr. LOGAN. “As provided and limited by existing law.” That
covers exactly the proposition the Senator from Kansas desires. If
his proposition goes in I shall ask that the other be stricken ont.
They are both the same, and they mean the same.

Mr. INGALLS. Since reading section 4787 of the compiled laws I
am more than ever convinced that while the SBenator from Illinois
may be entirely sincere, as I bave no doubf he is, in his advocacy of
this bill, it has a purpose which is not disclosed on the surface. Let
me read the language of section 4757:

Every officer, soldier, seaman, and marine who was disabled during the war for
the suppression of the rebellion in the military or naval service and in the line of
duty, or in consequence of wounds received or disense contracted therein, and who
was furnished by the War Department, sinee the 17th day of June, 1870, with an
artificial limb or apparatus for resection, or who was entitled to receive such limb
or apparatus since said date, shall be entitled to receive a new limb or apparatus
at the expiration of every five years thereafter, under such regulations as have
been or may be prescribed by the Surgeon-General of the Army.

Now, Mr, President, can anything be more direct or explicit than
that langua’gei -What is there in that which requires the Fassa.go of
this bill? The direction is explicit that within a period of every
five years after the very date named in the bill, the soldier, seaman,
or marine shall be entitled to the artificial limb and apparatus for re-
section or commutation therefor. Now, in view of the statute of
June 18, 1874, there is no doubt in my mind whatever that the pur-
pose of this bill by re-enactment is to give a certain class of pensioners
an advantage over others who are not on the list. While I do not
object to the increase of pensions, while I do not pretend to say that
these men receive or will receive too mueh, what I do ask is that all
classes shall be treated alike ; but if you are going to increase pen-
sions in one case, increase them in

Mr. LOGAN. Iam very much surprised at the Senator's imputa-
tion. Why the ennstruction has been given to this law that has
been given to if, I cannot state. As I said a while ago, these lawyers
or men having the power to construe statutes give a construetion
that might not be the construction the persons would give who passed
the laws, DBut that is not for me to determine. They have so con-
strued it, and that iswhat this bill pro to remedy—the construc-

tion given. In reference to commutation you will find the same pro-

vision here in sections 4790 and 4791.

Sec. 4790. Every person in the military or naval service who lost a limb during
the war of the rebellion, but from the nature of his injury is not able to use an arti-
ficial limb, shall be entitled to the benefits of section 4788, and shall receive money
commutation as therein provided.

Bre. 4791, The Secretary of War Is anthorized and directed to furnish to the per-
sons embraced by the provisions of section 4787 transportation to and from their
homes and the place whero they may be required to go to obtain artificial limbs pro-
vided for them under suthority of law.

The bill now is almost the same langnage as the existing law ; and
it is merely to avoid that construction of the statufe which has been
given to it by those who have the righs to furnish these limbs or ap-
paratus. Why the constroetion has been given I do not know; but
1t has been given that these men are not enfitled fo artificial limbs
%ter the tirst five years. The only object of the bill is to remedy

ab.

So far as the amendment is concerned I care nothing about it; but
if it is put in, the other amendment ought to be stricken out, because
they both mean the same thing precisely. The Senate having voted
in the amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont, eertainly
it obviates the necessity of the amendment proposed by the Sepator
from Kansas, unless it is a mere desire, as I said, to have the bill so
amended that nobody can nnderstand it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The gquestion is on the amendment
proposed by the Senator from Kansas,

'I'll]m amendment was agreed to. :

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

Mr. LOGAN. I ask that the amendment that I suggested he made,
to strike out “ person” in line 3 of section 1 and insert “officer, sol-
dier, seaman, and marine ;” so as to read:

That mr{ officer, soldier, seaman, and marine of the United States Army who
in the line of duty in the military or naval service, &e.

The amendment was agreed to.
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be

read a third time,
The bill was read the third time, and passed.

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL.

Am from the President of the United States, by Mr. U. 8.
GRANT, jr., his Secretary, aunounced that the President had this day
approved and signed the following acts:

act (8. No. 391) to anthorize the Secretary of War to purchase
a parcel of land on the island of Key West, Florida;
An act (8. No. 843) establishing the rank of the Paymaster-General ;

-and

An act (8. No. 983) to extend the duration of the conrt of com-

missioners of Alabama claims.
CHANGE OF NAME OF VESSEL.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The nnfinished business, being the
river and harbor bill, is now before the Senate.

Mr. HAMLIN. T ask the SBenate to allow me nnanimous consent to
take up a bill to change the name of u vessel, which will not take a
minute. It is material to the man who wants it changed.
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Mr. ALLISON. He can wait one day more.

Mr. HAMLIN. It will not take one minute to pass the bill. Ihope
the SBenator will not interpose any objection.

Mr. ALLISON. Ifit will not give rise to any debate, I will yield.

Mr. HAMLIN. If there be one word of debate, I will move to lay
it on the table.

There being no objection, the bill (8. No. 992) to anthorize the Sec-
retary of thegl'rea.sury to issue a register and change the name of the
schooner Captain Charles Robbins fo Minnie was considered as in
Committee of the Whole,

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

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL.

The Sena.te,bas in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider-
ation of the bill (H. R. No. 3022) making appropriations for the
construction, repair, preservation, and completion of certain public
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, the pending
question being on the motion of Mr. THURMAN to recommit the bill
to the Committee on Appropriations with instructions to reduce the
aggregate amount of the appropriations contained in the bill to a
sum not exceeding $4.000,000.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont [Mr.
EpmuNDs] is entitled to the floor.

Mr. ALLISON. Before the Senator from Vermont proceeds, I de-
sire to say that I shall ask the Senate to remain to-day until this bill
is cnmilated.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Would not the Senator say to-morrow? [Laugh-
ter.

. OGLESBY. I wonder if the Senator from Vermont will get
through with his speech to-day.

Llr.gEDMUNDS. I shall nof, if I am interrupted by orations from
other Benators as I was yesterday. What I had to say would have
been said within thirty minutes, but I think an hour and a half was
oceupied by my little speech being filled np with padding by the
speeches of other Senators; and my only comsolation is that what
they said was so much better than what I could have said that the
country will believe—which I am always looking to of course—that
it was all my speech. [Laughter.]

Mr. President, seriously speaking I am rather sorry that when a
bill of this importance—for it is very important—is before the Sen-
ate, we should find ourselves at this moment with a scant quornm. I
takel lit for granted that we have one; otherwise I could not go on
at all

When I left off last evening I was still on the subjeet of the river
and harbor bill itself, Bﬁ and by, in the course of my remarks, if I
do not get too tired, I shall refer to some other topics that have been
very properly drawn into this discussion, as to the general state of
the eountry, the taxation, expemditures, &c.; but for the present time,
1am on the topic introduced by the Senator from Michigan [Mr.
FErrY] of taking the House bi]f or, if we cannot get that with its
$40,000 more for Michigan, as the songs used to go in the war times:

‘We are coming, Father Abraham,
With forty t.hg'mud more,

which I believe is the exact sum of dollars that my friend from Michi-
gan wishes to have the Senate understand his State gets, or, if we can-
not get that, then we are to take the bill as the Senate have perfected
it—save the mark—not as the committee, but as the Senate has per-
fected it, by increasing $40,000 more for Michigan to $50,000 or so.
But the particular point to which I wish to draw the attention of the
Senate now in the remarks of my honorable friend the President of
the Senate as the ground for pressing this bill through, hit or miss,
without regard to the perniciousness of any of its items, but as a
whole, is that in his remarks of the 15th of July, as the prime or car-
dinal reason for our swallowing the bill whole, he said:

‘We will bave a bill that appropriates £5,800,000, which the House of Represent-
atives has passed, and this, remember, is the body of the people.

Whether the Senator meant by that that the House of Represent-
atives is the body of the pe:ﬁle as the posse comilatus in the counties
is the body of the county that the sheriff may call upon in case of
sudden distress and everybody rallies to the flag, or whether he meant,
as I suppose he did, that the body called the House of Representatives
is a body that comes from the people, I do not particularly know,
but I suppose that is what he meant, and I take it in that sense. I
infer from that remark that the Senator imagines and believes that
this body does not come from the people, but comes from some ex-
traneous foreign source or territory, and that it does not represent
the just, conservative, steadfast, uniform Jjndgment of the people of
the various States; and, therefore, no matter what our individual
opinions may be about this jtem or that item or the other, we are
bound to ¢ it because the House of Representatives, being “ the
body of the people,” or,as in old times, six, or eight, or ten years ago,
used to be called the tribunes of the people, have thought it was
wise or expedient, and that the only discretion left to us was that
very narrow one that belongs fo the servants to register the edict of
the other House, because it 1s “ the body of the people.”

Mr. Preaident} with the greatest possible (let’:arenm to my friend

from Michigan, I must be excused if I differ with him. According to

wy understanding of the f=ame-work of this Government, the Senate

is just as much as the House of Representatives, and in just as large
a degree the body of the people as the Honse is. 'Who are Senators?
Are they not of the people? Are they not citizens of the United
States and of their respective States just as the members of the House
of Representatives are? Are they not presumably equally respect-
able and equally intelligent? Is 1t nof to be presumed that within
the sphere of their habitations,among the people, and of the people,
they may understand, man for man, just as much of the interests, of
the wishes, of the prejudices, of the emotions of the people as the
members of the lower House? I think that question must be an-
swered in the affirmative; and if my honorable friend from Michigan
will only recall to his recollection the history of the formation of this
Government, he will find that such was the concurrent sentiment of
the people of the United States, without regard to State lines. That
great body of patriotic and intelligent men who composed the nation
at that time, ordained and established this body just as much, in just
as large a degree, the representatives of the Eeople asit did the House
of Representatives; with this difference, that the House of Repre-
sentatives, being elected three times as often as Senators, reflect more
perfectly the temporary passion of the hour, if I may so call it, or
emotion of the hour, or sentiment of the hour, than the Senate. The
reason why they gave Senators a long term of office as distinguished
from the short term of the members of the Hounse of Representatives,
was that they intended to provide against the possibility of any sud-
den popular clamor or emotion, or prejudice, or interest which it was
supposed, according to the infirmities of human nature, might affect
a member of the lower House who was watching for a re-election

resently, when it might not affect a member of this House who wonld
Eave the con to believe that if he stood against the tide of clamor
and emotion there would be time for passion to cool and for reflec-
tion to come in,and that he, before his time expired, would be justified
by the unanimous sentiment and jundgment of his counfrymen.

1 know of no theory of the Constitution—and I cannot help be-
lieving that my friend will agree with me, becanse these words of
his, of conrse, were spoken in the heat and hurry of an interlocutory
debate—which Ffemoves this body any more from being “the body of
the people” than it does the members of the other branch of the legis-
lative department of this Government. The oneis the sudden and
responsive element in the Government that fills every breath and
breeze of popular emotion, be it hasty and ill-judged, or be if patriotic
and wise; while this hod.y does not represent such emotions, because
the duration of its term is too long, as human affairs go, to have any
prejudice or interest, or fear, or favor applying to its members largely
influence, their judgments. And, I think I may say, Mr. President,
as to both these branches, that the theory of the frame-work of the
Government was, as it must be of every just government where it is
not the government of a mob, that is for this thing to-day and for
that thing to-morrow, that it is the responsible Government of selected
representatives of the people who, when selected, are subjected in
both Houses to the test of a solemn obligation in the presence of Al-
mighty God that, not according to popular passion, or prejudice, or
interest, or wish, but according to the solemn judgment of each man,
he will vote according to what he believes, and nobody elss may be-
lieve, to bethe public interest. So I must ask to be excused from going
for this bill on the ground that the House of Representatives is “the
body of the people;” and I feel quite sure that my honorable fr.end
from Michigan on reflection will agree with the general principles
that I have stated.

Mr. FERRY. Will the Senator allow me?

Mr. EDMUNDS. With pleasnre.

Mr. FERRY. Mr. President, I do not know from what the Senator
has said that I am disposed to take back what I stated, but I think
Iwill reiterate it. The view in which I stated that the House of Rep-
resentatives represented the body of the people was that the members
of the House of Representatives are elected by the people by districts
casting tleir votes directly for the members representing those dis-
tricts and eomposing the body of the Honse of Representatives. It
was in that light that I spoke of that body as more immediately rep-
resenting the people. In the theory of our Government I understaud
that the Senate more directly represents the States inasmuch as the
Senators are elected by the Legislatures of the States, which bodies
are elected by the people of the respective States.

I do not differ with the Senator from Vermont when he states that °
the Senate of the United States also represents the body of the peo-
ple; but according to the theory of our Government this body is
farther removed from the people, and, as he said, the members of the
Honse of Representatives represent the fluctuating sentiment of the
people, because their election was more frequent and they are more
often called to answer to the judgment of the people. in that
sense I wish my words to stand that the Honse of Representatives
rather than the Senate represents the body of the people en masse,
while the Senate represents them in their aggregated capacity in the
form of States.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, my friend says that he wishes his
words to stand in the sense that he now puts npon them, which isex-
actly the opposite from the natural sense that readi'ug his words as
he stated them would bear to any intelligent reader, for he was urg-
ing us, almost commanding us, to put this bill throngh, right or wrong
as it might appear to our judgment, becanse the House of Represent-
atives had passed it and it was the body of the people. The Senator
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now says that he understands the true meaning of this Im;gnage of
his to be that all there is about it is that the House is the body of the
people becanse it is elected oftener than we are, and the people elect
them directly instead of selectively by other agents of theirs chosen
to make a more careful examination. That is the theory., Whether
they do make it, of course my friend and I would be a good deal in-
clined to doubt.

Mr. FERRY. Ihave no doubt in my case. I do not know how it
is with the Senator from Vermont.

Mr. EDMUNDS. My bonorable friend goes on to say:

Tam willln&tn face the country on this approval rather than let the knife be
plunged into the life of this bill

I take it the S8enator meant by that, either that the knife was the
motion of the Senator from Ohio to recommit the bill with instrue-
tions fo reduce the total, by eliminating works that could now be dis-
pensed with, to $4,000,000, or that he alluded to the amendment I had
the honor to offer to redunce the sum-total to §4,000,000, and leave, as
we did in 1869, the application of it in the discretion of the SBecretary
of War and the Corps of Engineers to the most necessary works. If
those be the knives that are ingerted into the life of this bill, then
the life of the Lill is the largest possible total, for that is the on’l_v life
that these two propositions assail unless the proposition of the Sena-
tor from Ohio may be considered as implying the postponement of
Frankfort, and of Pent Water, and of E.[cCargoe‘s Cove, and Otter
Creek, and Swanton, and so on. If the life of this bill depends upon
the people of Frankfort or the people of Vergennes—and I take them
both in order that my friend may not suppose that I am addressing
personal observations at all; I am on the substance of the thing—if
the life of this bill that my friend is so eager to save depends npon
the fact that the public Treasury shall be drawn upon this year to
provide for Frankfort, and MeCargoe’s Cove, and Otter Creek, then
my friend is probably right, because the chances are altogether that
if this bill be recommitted to the committee with instructions to limit
the appropriation to 4,000,000 by items, McCargoe will disappear
from the scene, and Frankfort wi{l go with its college and with its
iron-furnace and with its u%ricultnm withont the aid of an appropri-
ation ; and Otter Creek will dream over its former ;zlories as a naval
establishment and wait for “the good time coming.”

‘What then does the Senator mean by appealing to the friends of
this bill to stand by it and to stick to if as the House passed it, or
better still, stick to it as the Senate fixed it in spite of its committee
so that Otter Creek and MeCa and Frankfort, &e., shall be sure
to come into the enjoyment of the luxury of the expenditure of pub-
lic money in their localities 7

Mr. FERRY. Will the Senator allow me a moment ?

Mr. EDMUNDS. With pleasure. It is always a greater pleasure
to me to hear my friend than fo speak myself,

Mr. FERRY. If that were the case,the Senator would have yielded
to me to occupy the floor more than he usually does, for I think he
first criticiw} me for leaving the chair and then eriticised me for oc-
cupying the chair so much; buf I would like the Senator now to
classify his position; whether he is the friend of the Senate bill or
nof. I have stated that I was a friend to the bill, and I appealed to
the friends of the bill, ineluding all who are friendly to it. I ask
the Senator where he stands on it ; whether he is a friend or an en-
emv of the Senate bill?

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am not wise enough to know that there is any
Senate bill. I thonght it was a House bill.

Mr. FERRY. I ask that the Senator may understand me; he does
not wish to avoid my question, I suppose, because we are trying to
get at the facts, as he stated a while ago. 1 mean the bill reported
from the Senate committee as modified by the Senate in Committee of
the Whole.

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, Mr. President—I am willing to be ecatechized
npon that subject—I am not in favor of the bill as modified by the
Committee of the Whole, althongh it contains Otter Creek and Swan-
ton, and although it should contain every trout brook and every
spring in the State of Vermont and every valley. 1 am not in favor
of it then, becanse I believe it transcends the true principles of the
Constitution and is an utter waste of the public money ; and if I can-
not have any popularity at home (for we are enough of the people,
notwithstanding my friend’s opinion, to be rather fond of being popu-
lar) except at the expense of taking out of the Treasury of theg[};iwd
States money to improve the internal streams of the State of Ver-
mont, then I do not wish to be popular. But candor compels me to
say that the people of the State of Vermont, as I believe, have not
got educated up to the high pitch of snliposing‘ that it is any part of
my mission to tax the people of New York, or Maryland, or Louisiana,
or Missouri to assnme the control of the streams over which the State
of Vermont has absolute and sovereign jurisdiction, to improve them
and regulate their use for the benefit of the people of the other
States or for the benefit of the people of onr own State. I have not
got to any such piteh of perfection as that yet. So I am quite able
to say that I am not in favor of the Senate bill, as the Senator calls

eit; as it has been perfected, as he calls it. I think I shounld have
voted for the bill omhe House as it was proposed to be amended by
the committee of the Senate, who, by a careful analysis and exam-
ination, endeavored to strike off what counld be dispensed with and
to preserve and increase, where necessary, what the public interests
of the whole nation demanded, although I should have done it with

at reluctanee, because I believe that in the present state of the
reasury we ought not to expend from it so large a sum as the com-
mittee of the Senate reported finally as the total; and as to the
House bill, the Senator himself, in respect of some of the items in
that section of the country where he resides, has been forced to ad-
mit—no, I will not say forced, because that would imply that there
was some want of candor—has candidly admitted that there is no
present public necessity for the expenditure of any such money.

Mr. FERRY. In what respect?

Mr. EDMUNDS. Well, for McCargoe, for instance.

Mr. FERRY. The Senatorin a measure is correct so far as my conrse
in that respect is eoncerned, and I think it justifies the position I have
taken upon this bill. I appealed to the Senator from Iowa, who has
charge of the bill, to know what had been reported in this ease, as I
had no personal knowledge of it. Adopting the plan that I had pur-
sued, that upon the statement of any Senator, he verifying the neces-
sity for any appropriation, [ was disposed to vote for such appropria-
tion, I appealed to the Senator from Iowa if he had any snch informa-
tion. He did not give it; and therefore as upon my own information
I could not press it. I did not do so; but the appropriation was in-
serted in the House. I knew nothing about its merits personally,
and because of that I was consistent in not pressing it upon the at-
tention of the Senate,

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, my friend is abdicating already,
although he is not of “the body of the people.” *The body of the
people” has said {hat McCargoe was a matter of indispensable neces-
sity, of course, because the Honse would not have passed a bill that
contained anything that was not ; but m{ friend abandons it all at
once. Thatis notat all consistent with that respect, that obedience
which from the Senator’s remarks is dus to the
atives. But now let us see.

Mr. FERRY. Allow me a word just there.

Mr. EDMUNDS. 0O, certainly.

Mr. FERRY. On the same principle, following “the body of the
people,” when I did ask that the Honse bill should be taken in case
the Senate bill could not be adopted, on the same principle precisely
1 stuck to Otter Creek, because the body of the people, the people
whom the Senator so eminently represents, had insisted on it; but
upon my own know!a]g:. such as I have of that, I should not have
voted for it unless the Senator stated, as he has I believe stated, the
necessity of it. Upon my own knowiedge I should not have voted
for that; but as the bill comes from the House asa whole necessarily
perhaps it includes exceptional cases. While I might not vote for the
exceptions singly, yet taking the House bill as a whole I was disposed
to support it, and I am still.

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the use of having a Senate if, when the
House sends us a bill which has items in it that are both exeeptional
and exceptionable to our knowledga and belief, we are not anthorized
to say so and reject it? What is the object of this body ? Isittohave
an elegant parliamentarian, a first-rate presiding oificer, and to meef
at twelve and adjourn at four, and go home to dinner and come back
again the next day? Or is it to do some serious work for the protee-
tion of the interests of the people against the improper expenditure
of their money ? If the latter is the object then I submit that when
the Senatefinds a MeCargoe’s Cove or an Otter Creek that it does not
see any ground for, it onght to have the conrage to say so. Bat the
Senator says he was somewhat ignorant abont this matter in the
State of Michigan, and that was becanse, I suppose, of the fact that
he was not one *of the people;” but I find that he states that he ap-
peared before the Committee on Appropriations and made proposi-
tions, as I suppose, between two high contracting parties. He says:

I first proposed to the Committee on Ap, riations in behalf of the delegation
of Michigan thit we would consent— o e

How gracious, Mr, President |—
to a modification of the Honse appropriations for that State, to the redaction of
$40,000, yes, §41,000, as I am reminded by my colleague,

“Appropriations for that State!” Mr. President, I believe T have
said—if I have not I say it now—that I do not know, on the theory
of this bill or on the theory of any other bill of national concern
that we make any appropriations for a State. McCargoe’s Cove woul
be just as important if it were in the State of Wisconsin or Ohio or
New York, I suppose. The commerce of the country, the great na-
tional interests would be equally at stake with the business of McCar-

's Cove if it were out of the t and noble State of Michigan.

it appears to me that my friend isoccupyingarather uncertain atti-
tude, in respect of its correotness but not in respect of its definition,
because that is perfectly plain, as he always is when he talks about
appropriations of this character for any State. They are appropria-
tions of the nation’s money for national objects; and when they
cease to Dbe that, they cease to be not only constitutional but to be
either reasonable or just. That is my opinion; but I may be wrong.
If thisis a bill of distributions, as of & dead man’s estate among his
heirs, then the Senator is right ; but if it be a bill for the execution
under the Constitution of great national instrumentalities of com-
merce among the several States, then the locality of the particular
harbor or of the particular port is of no sort of consequence, and the
harbor of New York (if the State of New York, as was proposed once
daring the rebellion, should have been divided, and the Island of
Manhattan should have been set up as an independent State) would

i

ouse of Represent-
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have been just as nation;\.!, just as important to the whole interest of
the country as it is now, forming the harbor of the Empire State of
the Republic. It is not correct therefore, I submit with great defer-
ence to my honorable and learned friend, to speak of this bill or to
look at it, so far as its merits are concerned, with any reference to
how much or how little money is to be expended within the terri-
torial limits of any particular State. When it descends to that, it
descends to the region of the lobby, to the region of combinations
and of log-rolling, as it is sometimes called, and ceases to be a national
appropriation for national objects and comes to be a combined grab
at the money of the people, to be spent among the people of particu-
lar localities. Any such bif], I am sure, my friend would not be any
more in favor of than I am, if he understood it as I understand it,
because we cannot disagree upon any such principle, I am quite sure.

Now, Mr. President, where do we find ourselves? We find our-
selves, as the fact is, and as has been stated everywhere where an
audience could be obtained, in a state of general stagnation of trade
and of the active industries of the conntry, excepting those of agri-
culture and those other industries, if they can be called such, of the
consumption of necessary articles of life; and therefore it has been
said, as it onght to be said, that the greatest possible economy should
be exercised at this present time, and that every expenditure that
can be dispensed with ought to be dispensed with. Can there be any
dispute about that? I have heard no dispute about it. No man, no
party, no newspaper, no public meeting, no anybody has undertaken
to controvert that pro'pnsition.

Where are we thenT The State of Michigan—and I only speak of
it now as a section of the country because on my view States have
nothing to do with it execept in the attitude I have named, that when
we haveleft the Constitution and have left the public welfare, and have
descended toacooginf, as they say ont West, money out of the Treas-
nry—the State of Michigan, spoken of merely as a locality for the
shortness of the name, has prospered and grown rich and grown wise
in o degree that we all admire and most of ns would emulate, with-
out hmring yet had any appropriation for this year for Frankfort, or
MecCargoe’s Cove, or Pent Water, or any other of the numerous bays
and inlets and streams that flow from that beautiful peninsula into
the great lakes; and if the people of Michigan were able to prosper
within this last year with these harbors as they are, in a time of great
publie distress and hardness, can they not wait for another year and
prosper just as well? Has the prosperity of Michigan for the last
year depended in any essential degree upon the circumstance that a
balf million dollars of the money of the United States has been ex-
pended within her borders for improving harbors of refnge and rivers
and navigable streams? I think not. %Iy friend will not contend
that. Of course, the expenditure of money is an advantage to the
people who receive it, buf it is no advantage to the tax-payer who
owns the farm close by a particular pier or a breakwater or a river
where obstructions are to be removed. He does not get any of it.
It does not help the general body of the community particularly.
Then am I not safe in saying that Michigan—and when I speak of
Michigan, as I have just now said, I repeat I only speak of it as
merely one term as representing one of the various localities in this
broad land of ours—or I will take Vermont—am I not safe in sayin
that Vermont would not have been any less prosperous in any essentia
de, if in the last year the breakwater at Burlington, Vermont,
had not been extended one hiundred feet, although at that port there
is poured into the Treasury year after year ueari{y a million dollarsof
actual collected customs dues? It wonld have made no difference to
ns. It is possible, it is true, that a vessel that got shelter there
might have gone ashore, and the insurance companies would have
hnﬁ to foot the bill; and it is certainly trne, as it is with most
of the places in Michigan, that national interests require in the
proper way and at the proper time, when we are able to do it, that
some reasonable facilities for the transaction of commeree with for-
eign nations and among the several States should be granted and pro-

- vided for. And yet I venture to say that in this lust year of the
stagnation of trade and of commerce the people of the State of Ver-
mont and of the State of New York on the opposite side of the lake,
for which the 1E)‘;’n-ta on both sides are eommon of course, would never
have known that they were not jnst as well off if Jast year’s appro-
priation of 825,000 for Burlington, $50,000 for Plattsburgh, and so many
for Whitehall, whatever it may have been, had never been made at
all. Is it nof one of those cases where we should act as a prudent:
farmer would do with a mortgage on his farm—as the national debt
is a mortgage on all our income and all our property, if we have any
honor, as I take it we have—when he has one year and another year
and another of bad erops and disasters and low markets, so that he
has no margin ¥ Then he gets on with the old barn instead of build-
ing a new one; or, if he has not any barn at all, he stands by the
ancient stack. Althongh my friend from Texas over the way [Mr.
MaxEY] contended that every man ought to have a new thrashing-
machine and a new mowing-machine every year without any regard
te what his resources were, and he could nof stand by the flail and
the scythe any more, I think that is a little overdrawn. We all
know that every prudent man who has sense enough to be kept out
of an idiot asylum, when hard times come, stops improvement in the
sense that we are now speaking of it. He gets on with the old barn
anid the old house and the old wagon and the old horse and the
old flail and the old shoes and the old coat and the old everything;

and yet, when he puts in his crop, nature yields him the same in-
crease it wonld have done had his barn been new, with a cupola and
covered with a roof of gold, if yon please. So I say, in respect to
these internal im I[n-m'cmsnta, as they are properly called ; the time to
pause in internal improvements is when there is a lack of money,
a lack of pmaﬁerit_v, and no essential injury is done to the Republicif
we wait, much less indeed than if we go on, because the money is
much more needed for other purposes that cMnot wait; for every
dollar of monoey that gets into the Treasury and is appropriated for
these purposes comes out of the pocket of somebody. The man who
drank his cup of coffee, or not many years ago ate his ounce of salt,
had to pay a tax upon it which went to swell the funds in the Treas- -
ury. So, now, this money in the Treasury, this six or seven millions
that it is proposed to appropriate for these ohjects, in some way or
other, in a large degree, comes ont of the pockets of all our people,
not absolalely in the case of customs, I admit, becanse the E?reign

roducer bears a certain indefinite proportion of those expenses nn-
donbtedly; but, in the general sense, every man, woman, and child
in this country who has money enongh, as he must have,to buy any-
thing, be it even the product of the soil, contributes something to
this sum ‘of money that is to be expended in this way ; and if the
times be as they are stated to be, are we justified in doing things
which if omitted we shall find ourselves substantially as well off next
year as we are now when there is this universal stagnation, when
there are these numerous failures of busiuess enterprises, of manun-
facturing and of commerce particnlarly, rather than to wait until tho
forces of commereial nature, if I may use such a phrase, are again re-
cuperated and the people go on in prosperity ?

. I am not making these remarks, sir, for the purpose of showing
that we ought not to pass any bill at all. I am only endeavoring to
press upon the minds of Senators the necessity of the highest degree
of economy compatible with the protection of the works of internal
improvement that have been commenced and of such completions
and extensions as the great wants of national commerce in the broad-
est sense will lead us to believe we are justified in providing for at
this time. That is my propoesition, and in making it I appeal with
some degree of confidence to my honorable friend from Michigan, I
appeal with some degree of confidenee to my honorable friends from
Missouri and from Texas and to every Senator, however much their
pride in developing the capacities of their partieunlar localities with-
ont regard to State lines as I have said before may be, there is still,
or there onght to be, that conservative economy that should compel
us now to save every penny that is in the Treasury that the urgent
and pressing demands of a broad national interest do not require us
to expend. We fonnd in 1269, when a bill of this character comin
over from “the body of the people,” as it is called, was so improve
upon and amenced in the Senate that it got info exactly the condi-
tion that this bill is now, that I believe almost by common consent,
althongh the conntry was not then in the condition of depression
that it is now, we dropped it as a thing unwise and extravagant and
out of proportion, and provided the modest sum then I believe of two
millions or two millions and a half of dollars. I propose §4,000,000
now, to be expended under the diregtion of the Secretary of War, and
8o of course through the careful examination of that Bureau in his
Department called the Corps of Engineers, who look after these
things for the most necessary and important purposes. We found
when the year rolled around that the public weal had been promoted
rather than injured; and it is not altogether certain that that two
millions or two and a half millions, or three millions, whatever it was,
had not done as much real good to the national interests of our whole
people—not of States, not of localities, but of all as a nation—as
the whole sum of five or six millions of dollars, mentioned in detail
in the bill that we dropped and rejected would bave done had it been
expended. Can we not, then, in this time of our tronble and distress
resort to a similar method with a similar well-gronnded confidence
that the public interests will be promoted and will not suffer 7

I was-talking just now abont taxation, and I said what perhaps

the Senator from New York [Mr. CONKLING] stated or referred to n}m
other day, that this money which we are expending is the fruit of
taxation ; and so it is, Yet, on the other hand, the tax that the na-
tion imposes, as we all know, although we seem very careful to keep
it out of sight, is not a taxation that hampers anybody's industry.
It is not a taxation that bears npon the manufacture of carriages or
shoes or cloths. It is not a taxation like that provided in the Con-
stitution upon the States according to their representation in the
lower House of Congress. But it is in substance and effect, with a
few minor exceptions, a taxation upon imports and a taxation upon
whisky and patent medicines and fobacco. Whisky is considered to
be in most communities a luxury that in hard times can be dispensed
with, although the people of Michigﬁm and of Vermout might feel
that the harder the times the more whisky they would want to drown
their sorrows, [Laughter.] I cannot say how that wounld be. Ido
not know that my friend and I would feel that way, or perhaps one
of us,

Mr. FERRY. The Senator speaks for himself. -
Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, I will speak for myself. Perhaps I shounld
need whisky, as the water of Vermont is not very good, as we are
a mountainous conntry, and shonld drink that, while my friend from
Michigan would drink of the waters of MeCargoe’s Cove and would
be at once inspirited. Seriously speaking, and leaving off this badi-
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nage which my friend and I are so fond of, the tax,on whisky, which
is the large share of our resource from internal revenne, is not a tax
which embarrasses the productive industries of the country. The
tax is not paid by the man who sells the corn that makes the whisky;
it is neither paid nor borne by him. The tax is not borne by the man
who makes the whisky and sells it to somebody else, in any large
degree. Undonbtedly,theoretically, a share of it falls upon him aund
diminishes his profit, but the great bulk of the tax raised out of
whisky is paid by the man who walks to the bar and pays his ten
cents, or whatever the price is—what is the price 1 [langhter,]—and
swallows his glass of whisky. That is where the tax is paid; so that
it is nseless to say that the people are now gronnd down by taxation
imposed by the Na'ional Government. That is a delnsion among
honest men, and it is a fraud whenever it is represented by anybody
else; becanse there is not a particle of truth in it. It is a tax upon
Juxury; it is a tax upon indulgence; it is a tax upon vice, that my
friend will agree, to a certain extent. ¢

Therefore it will not do to say that the present condition of this
conntry, its paralyzed industries, its diminished ineome, and its gene-
ral stagnation of business, so far as there is that stagnation as there
is in manufacturing operations, arises at all out of any tax imposed
by the National Government. If the States have heavy taxes it is an
affair with which we have nothing to do. We are not to blame for
it, so far as I know. Then we come to the other branch of taxation,
that derived from enstoms. My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. WarL-
LACE] has very well illustrated that, althoungh I am not quite sure that
he meant to do it, when he said that taxation was grinding the peo-
ple of Pennsylvania; that the forges were closed, that the furnaces
were shut up, and that the rolling-mills were closed, and all the great
iron induostries of that magnificent State were in a condition of en-
forced repose. Taxes are too high. How are you to help that? Does
he mean to rednce the duties upon iron? Is that what the people of
Pennsylvania are after?! Wonld that revive the furnaces of Pennsyl-
vania? When iron is now so low in the markets that they cannot af-
ford to produce it, do you mean to take the tax off the importers of
iron in order that the furnaces of Pennsylvania shall start with a still
larger influx of the foreign commodity to compete with them? Is
that the'kind of democraey that my friend from Pennsylvania, who I
am sorty is not here, is preaching? That s the effect of what he says,
that the people of Pennsylvania are ground down by taxation. I
suppose be meant, if he was talking to the purpose at all, taxation
imposed by the National Government. I havedisposed of the tax on
tobacco and on whisky and on patent medicines, taxation by eustoms,
taxation npon articles that so far as they aflect the industries of the
State of Pennsylvania, every per cent of it, cent by cent, is a pro-
tection and encouragement to those indnstries.

If the Senator wishes to tell the people of Pennsylvania that their
true redress is to diminish imposts upon the articles that they pro-
duc~ ~hiefly iron, then I think it will take him a good while to con-
vince the people of Pennsylvania that that is the right way to do it.
It is qunite the reverse. Speaking from a Pennsylvania pointof view,
I think it might be safely said that the furnaces of l[.elmsylvani&,
and.its rolling-mills, and its forges would begin work again when the
tariff upon iron should be so inereased that the foreign producer conld
not compete in the American market with the home producer, and
not otherwise. Why can he compete now ! He can compete now be-
cause the men in foreign countries who do the work do not get the
pay that the men who work in Pennsylvania do. Not getting tho
pay, they do not live in the comfort that the laboring-men of Penn-
sylvania live in. Where the Pennsylvanian gets fresh beef twice a
week, at least, perhaps six times a week, the worker in the mines and
in the iron-mills of Great Britain or of Belgium, or wherever it may
be, does not see it once in six months, Where the Pennsylvanian lives
in a cottage of two stories with %Iasu windows and with a carpet in
its best room, possibly with a melodeon or some iustrument of music
for the amusement and education of his family, and where his chil-
dren go clean and well-dressed to school, his colaborer on the other
side of the Atlantic never heard of such a thing. He lives in a hovel
with a elay floor; he sees neither beef, nor butter, nor white bread ;
his children never go clean or otherwise to school; and he is in mis-
ery. That man, be he democrat or republican, or other, who feels it
to be a part of his duty to provide first for the poor and starving and
unfortunate of some other country than his own, is not the democrat
or the republican for me.

Some of our friends over the way have said that one part of our
misfortunes has been in the terrible extravagance of the republican
administrations, that, as they say, have cursed the country from 1861
down to this day; that appropriations and Government expenses
haveconstantly increased, while the prosperity and the welfare of the
people have constantly diminished. TK:]: is a very serious charge ;
and if it were true in the just sense the republican party ought to be
turued out of power, and some better party, if there could be one,
ought to go in. It is true that the republican party after 1860 in-
creased the expenditures of the Government from forty, or fifty, or
sixty, or seventy millions a year under Buchanan, and they ran upin
a year or two to billions. There is no doubt about the fact; but
what made them run up? Was it the fault of the republican party
that it had the temerity, withont the consent of the body of the
people, as my friend from Michigan wounld say, or the body of the
democratic party, to vote for their candidate for President instead of

the other one? Is that the cause of it? Not quite. Opposing civ-
ilizations, to quote an ancient phrase, had at last come to a critical
climax, and under whatever name or under whatever pretext, it was
essential in the due order of things that at last que of those oppos-
ing civilizations should yield to the other.

Bo there was the rebellion, if by the use of that phrase I offend no
Senator here, and I am sure I do not. There was the rebellion; and
in order to conquer the rebellion it was necessary to raise vast armies
of men, to withdraw them from the peaceful pursuits of industry at
home and to turn them into the terrible conflicts of the battle, and
the terrible privations of the camp and of the prison. Inorder to do
that, it was necessary that taxation should be vastly increased ; that
public expenditures shonld swell a hundred or a thousand fold; and
they did. Yetourdistingnished friends on theotherside of this Cham-
ber have imputed that to the republican party as one of its crimes, and
as one of the crimes for which the republican party is to be dismissed
from the confidence of the people and from the administration of the
Government, and that the men who forced the republican party to
that dire necessity shall be put in power. Who are the men who foreed
the republican party to that dire extremity? Of course the repre-
sentatives of the Southern States who went into the rebellion, so far
as their power and their skill could go, confessedly did it; but that
was not all the democratic party. Isay asfar as the democratic party
of the North was concerned as a body, organized, with its captains
of Tweeds and other nien, it was just as responsible in the moral sense
for this enormous increase of taxation, this enormous expenditure of
treasure, this frightful destraction of human life and frightful increase
of misery in this land, as the men who took up arms for the rebellion.
In my opinion this rebellion would never have reared itself into the
proportions it did, had nof its leaders and the body of its supporters
sincerely believed, as they had good ground to do, that the democratic
party of the North would not permit a Stato to be coerced and kept
in the Union in spite of its will. They believed that, and they had
a very good right to believe it. In those porthern States during the
war where the power of what is now called the republican party was
most potent, like the one which I have the honor to represent in part,
all the patriotie members of the democratic party for the time being
disbanded and joined the Union republican party, ran no eandidates
for office, and put their brave shoulders to the wheel to preserve the
unity of the republican government of the Republic. Wherever, as
in other States, the members of that party either from want of power
or want of courage did not do that, by just so much in those States
was the cause of the Union imperiled and retarded. There was the
great State of New York. In the mnidst of rebellion, with a demo-
cratic executive and a democratic party behind him, thousands upon
thousands of the soldiers of the Army of the United States, including
one brigade from my State, had to leave the theater of war and en-
camp in the sqnares of the city of New York in order to preserve that
State from aiding the rebellion by overturning everything that was
used to snpport the Republie. That is a part of the expense that this
republican y is responsible for.

, Mr. President, I think it is not precisely just for Senators on
the other side of the Chamber to appeal to the people of the United
States at this day and hoor inst the republican party npon the

und that after 1861, when it came into power, the expenses of the
overnment wers enormously increased, and therefore the Govern-
ment ought to be turned over to the people whose crimes or whose
misfortunes or whose misunderstanding of their rights compelled such
great expenditures of life and of money.

Let us see how this was. My honorable friend from North Caro-
lina, [ Mr MErRRIMON, | who found it to be his special mission to assail
the republican party for its terrible extravagance, submitted as doc-
winentary and conclusive proof of his assertions some tables that he
said af first, as I understood him, were official, or at least prepared
from official sonrces. The first one is a—

Sommary or comparative statement of expenditures or appropriations—

“Or appropriations.” Mark the word; as if one word were taken
when that wonld answer best aud the other when that wonld an-
swer best, for there is no snch head in any Treasury accounts, I beg
to assure my friend—
in the several branches of the publie service named, in the fiscal years from 1868 to
15735, respectively.

The first one is the Post-Office, in 1868, §22,000,000; I leave off the
hundreds of thousands and so on, in order to condense what 1 have to
say as much as possible; in 1875, $33,000,000 ; these he gives as the
net ordinary expenses. I pass by what has been said so well by the
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwEs]| about the utter falsehood
of these tables, taking them separately, as conpared with the official
documents before e\'er{ Senator, in many instances showing that
they are not compiled honestly from any official source. I passall
that by for the time being and take the thing asit stands in the tabie,
My friend has complained, if there is any point in his speech at all—
as of conrse there is, for he always speaks to the point—of the ex-
travagance of republican administration about the Post-Office. That
is the first item. What is that extravagance? He complains that
its expenditures have run up from 1363 to 1875 by the sum of £12,-
000,000, What made it run up? If it was the extravagance of the
republican party, it ought to be condemnped. If it was not, it ought
not to be condemned. What was the state of the post-offices in this
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country at the beginning of the fiscal year 18677 These are fiscal
years, the statement ending on the 30th of June in each one of these
years, beginning with 1868, What was the state of the Post-Office in
this eountry in the year from 1867 to 18681 Wedid have a postal sys-
temt that extended all over the United States. We had post-offices,
and postmasters, and mail-carriers, and mail-contractors, and all the
machinery that distributed to all the people of the several States in-
telligence according to the Constitution. What became of those post-
offices in eleven or twelve States of the Union some years before? A
body of men who undertook to separate from the United States de-
stroyed all the system that the United States had. They seized the
post-offices that the money of the people had built. They confiscated
the postage-stamps and the postal moneys that the people of the
United States had provided for, and the mail-bags, as my friend [ Mr.
HaMLIN] says, and the locks—everything ; I believe, even the horses
and the carriages of any mail-contractor who still had any faith in
what was called the old ﬂaq.

Then when the year 1867-'68 came, and there was in the land
again—if it can be ealled peace—peace enongh to re-instate the postal
system, we were obliged, and it was not only a duty but a pleasure,
to resupply all this service in all these various States. In order to
do that and be honest we were obliged to re-employ postmasters and
post-boys, and mail-carriers, and mail-bags, and advertisements for
routes; everything that makes up the multifarions expenditures of
the postal system for the benefit of the people. It took millions of
dollars to do it. Yet the Senator stands up in his place and assails
that as one of the items in the aggregate wherefrom he brings a grand
footinF of crime, of extravagance, of wickedness on the part of the
republican party! In addition to that, and apart from the topie I
have now spoken of, the postal system is being, as it ought to be, pru-
dently and economically, constantly extended intonew States and new
Territories, in order that the chief life of the Republie, the dissemina-
tion of intelligence, the coherence of parts, the unity of the people, may
be constantly promoted; and that requires the expenditure of money.
That is assailed as the extravagance or the crime of a republican ad-
ministration. I should like to have the Benator go to some Western
State or Territory whose hardy pieneers have built up their cabins,
and are producing their crops, and edueating their children, and ac-
cuse a republican administration of giving them the means of com-
municating by letter with their friends elsewhere, and of receiving
every Saturday night their weekly hewspaper, be it religions or other-
wise. I do not think he wonld conviet us npon an indictment of that
kind. I think he would be dismissed out of court for want of juris-
diction quicker than any cause has been dismissed before us for want
of jurisdiction a good deal.

‘hen the next item is the “Indians;” in 186763, §3,900,000; in
1875, $8,384,000. That is a crime, it issaid. Has the Senator pointed
ont or attempted to point ont any one respect in rd to which this
increase has been wrong or wicked? Not at all; bnt becanse there
is an increase, therefore there is an extravagance, or therefore there
isacrime! Tomany mindsthere might be aslight want of logic and

#nce in a proposition of that kind. If the Senator will only go
to the items that make up this inerease, (and for this purpose I say I
take his table to be true, li’unt for the fun of it, not becanse it is true,)
upon his own case he will find that a system of justice, of care, of
economy, as diminishing military expenditures, has been inangurated
by the President of the United States, a system that, whatever may
8o far be its defects and however short it may so far have come of
accomplishing the full beneficence of its purpose, was one that com-
mended itself to the conscientious judgment of the religious denomi-
nations in the whole United States—denominations composed in eqnal
degree of men of all parties, all ereeds, all eonditions of life; becanse
what otherwise would have necessarily been expenditure under other
heads, for Indian wars and for a thousand things, is now consoli-
dated into this item of “Indians.” Therefore, says the Senator, a re-
publican administration has been gnilty of wasteful extravagance
or of eriminal neglect,

Kext is the war expenditure; in 1868, §123 000,000; in 1875, $51,-
000,000. There is a diminution there, but not so great a diminntion
as there ought to have been in one sense of the term. I add to the
Senator’s observation, for, as will be seen, a large proportion of the
expenditures of the War establishment is directly due as an inevit-
able consequence of the rebellion, and as we indulged in the lnxury
of compelling the Southern States to be a part of the Union we must
bear the necessary consequences of that in those increased expenses
of the Army that still come down to us from that great source.

The next is the Navy, §16,000,000, if I correctly read the figures, in
1868 ; $20,000,000 in 1875. There is an increase. How isit accounted
for? My honorable friend says by extravagance, by fraud, by pecu-
lation, by corrnption; and yet if he will only take the tronble (for
he is quite competent to do it) to go to the Treasury accounts, item
by item, of Navy expendifures, I feel safe in prophesying that he
will not find in all that increase even §15,000, even £10,000, that he
will say is in and of itself either extravagant or wrong. The end of
the war found us with a vast amount of crazy and broken-down ma-
terial in the Navy, old hulks and ships of every description that were
worn out and good for nothing, built in haste of green timber and
put together not with great skill, for the time would not allow of

JULY 22,
endeavored, and -T am happy to say with some t!egree of snccess, to
krectify this state of things, to bring a consolidated order, if I may so
express it, out of the chaos of material and of organization that ex-
isted at the close of the rebellion. Instead, therefore, of there hav-
ing been extravagance or wickedness or erime, you will find, if you
will only look at the items, which Senators do not seem to be partic-
ularly anxious to do, that instead of extravagance there has been
economy, and that to-day, instead of having no Navy or a crazy and
illy-regulated one, you have a Navy that makes he just inflnence of
the people of the United States respected on every sea and on every
shore. But that, the Senator says, is a erime. Perhaps he would
agree to have the Navy what it was on the 1st of April, 1561, 80 that—
I will not say ‘‘so that,” for the Senator does not wish 1t so—but
in such a condition that if some new insnrrection shounld arise or
some new tumult, some new war, to which all nations are exposed
and will be until the millennium comes, the United States would find
itself where it was when the rebellion broke out, absolutely paralyzed
in respect of its naval power and of its naval eapacity. T[]ﬁ people
of the United States are appealed to, with an air of confidence, to
condemn a republican Administration for preserving and economiz-
ing this force npon the sea in order that the interests of the people
may be protected.

There is the Coast Survey which has gone up from four hundred
and odd thousand dollars to seven hnngnr:d and odd thousand dol-
lars. What has run up the Coast Survey? Where are the light-
houses and the beacons and the buoys that before 1861 the money of
all the people of the United States had provided over more than a
thousand miles of the southern coasts of the United States? What
became of them ! They “ went away,” as was said about the Ameri-
cans at the battle of Bladensburgh. They disappeared; and in their
places were obstructions and decoys, instead of bnoys marking the
channels of eommerce, and torpedoes and false lights to decey vessels
ashore. The wicked beneficence of the United States has restored
them. My friend complains of it. At the mouth of Cape Fear River,
in the noble State of North Carolina, the great light-house destroyed
by the rebels once more spreads its beams over the sea. That, I sup-

,is a crime. That is the reason why the Coast Survey expenses

ave run up from the end of the war until this time. Restoration,

oblivion, good-will, fraternity has taken from the pockets of the peo-

ple of the United States money to rebuild the light-houses of the

southern coast, to restore the buoys in the channels of commerce, and

to have peace and intercommunication once more ; and that is charged
to us as a erime.

Then there are the judiciary expenses, running from seven hun-
dred and odd thounsand dollars in 1568 to three million and odd thon-
sand dollars in 1875, Where is the justification for that crime? There
were eleven or twelve States of the Union from which all the judicial
organization of the United States had been swept. War had taken
the place of law. The courts of the United States, and the court-
houses, the records, all the machinery of justice had been buried in
the bottomless sea of rebellion. When at last order was restored, by
the exercise of power, there was the natural consequence of irrita-
tion, of discontent, of prejudice, of violence, of mobs, of assassina-
tions, of organizations to persecute men for political purposes, to
drive “the cursed republicans” from the land, and to reduce the
negro practically to his old condition. There were the Kn Klux
and the White Lines, and whatever other organizations may have
been. They could not consist with the reign of law. They conld
not consist with that reign of penceful order out of which unity
and prosperity only ean grow. In order to establish courts and
through the courts in order to enforce peaceful justico against turbu-
lenee and crime, the people of the United States have poured out of
their Treasnry large sums of money. That is another crime and ex-
travagance of the republican party. Why not leave the Ku-Klux
alone to work out their own salvation? Why not let the White Line
carry its red banner wherever it pleases? Why not send home to
every northern State, as there came home to my own more than once,
the dead body of some white republican whose only erime had been
that he asserted the independent right of a citizen of the United States
to have an opinion? Wherefore spend money for the objects of the
administration of justice, for the peaceful supremacy of law? That
is our crime,

Then, we have the subtreasury. “The trail of the serpent,” as the
poet says,” *is over them all.” Every one of these items flows out
of that vast fountain of blood and trouble. Even the subtreasury,
as far removed as that may be supposed to be from these canses and
these consequences, comes in for a share. The subtreasury expenses
have run up from $260,000 to $460,000. What bas increased the ex-
pevses of the subtreasury? Exactly the same cause: the collection
of the enstoms entirely overthrown and disordered, the disbursements
of the public moneys accnmulated an hundred fold, all flowing ont of
this same fountain of wickedness and blood; and yet we are told that
to restore administration and to regnlate public accounts and to make
these enormons disbursements—and this rebellion has eaused it—
that it is a erime in a republican administration to have spent any
money to accomplish it.

Then, next and last, for I am sorry to weary the patience of the
Senate, comes the miscellaneons items of expenditures, increasing
from $53,000,000 in 1368 to §71,000,000 in 1575, Let us see how that

wfection ; and so from year to year those in charge of the Navy
Eepurtment, and within the appropriations made by Congress, have

bappens. I have in my hand the report of the Sceretary of the Treas-
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ury, Forty-fourth Congress, first session, Executive Document No. 2,
not a speech by somebody “elsewhere,” as the saying is, but the
official document wherein on the fourth page of tables attached to
the report is shown what makes up this total of the miscellaneous
expenses of the United States, and where the plain mind of the way-
faring man can see how and why it is that they have increased.
First in respect of a certain part of the Light-House Department, to
which I have already referred, and the Coast Survey, which also is a
rt of the same general system, and the building and repairs of
ight-hounses, This is only the last year, and not for all this period of
seven years from 1868 to 1875. Onme single item is “return of pro-
ceeds of captured and abandoned property,” §880,000. That is one of
our extravagances that has run this thing tl]i. Another item is “re-
payment for lands erroneously sold,” that is, lands sold for the direct
taxes in the Southern States, which, I believe, had something to do
with the rebellion, £35,000. Anvother is “ payments under relief acts,”
ninety one-hundredths of whichgf not a larger &mmrtiun, are relief
cases growing direetly out of the rebellion, §157,000, withont giving the
odd numbers. The next one in this long list of items that the mind
of my friend from North Carolina is too great to descend to, as he
only looks at totals, is “ refunding proceeds of cotton seized,” $36,000.
The vext is “ southern claims commission,” $51,000, the table making
millions in respect of items that grow directly, and by name, ont of
the consequences of the deplorable state of things that existed from
1561 to 1865. When you take every one of the other items, marine
hospitals, refunding duties, and all the ten thounsand items that go
into the miscellaneous expenses of the Government, there are more
tkar half of them that have increased necessarily in a stream that
flows directly, and without any river and harbor improvement to get
rid of obstructions, from this same t cause. i

The Senator has labored under what I think is the misapprehen-
sion of supposing that when the rebels laid down their arms in the
spring of 1865 there was not only oblivion as to the erime of the re-
bellion, but there was oblivion as to all public obligations and all
claims and duties arising out of the then condition of things, that
everything was to be stricken out and that we had no right to know
and no right to bear any of the enormous expenditures which follow,
as the night follows thealay, or the morning the evening, from such
astate of things as existed.

When youn come to the employés you will find exactly the same
thing wherever in the rare instances the employés have increased from
1868. Of course they have been enormously increased since 1859, be-
cause you cannot keep a million of men in the field and have billions
upon billions of public money collected and expended and allowances
made withont an enormous inerease of all the civil establishment of

the Government to carry it on. Since that time, since 1868, wherever |

in the very rare instances there has been any increase at all, it has
been directly attributable to the necessity of settling claims and ad-
Jjusting acconnts growing ont of the rebellion. But when you come
to take it on the whole, as the Senator can inform himself withont
borrowing from any member in another place or anybody else, but
oing himself fo the sonrces of information, instead of there having
n an increase in the persons employed by the United States since
1868 there has been decrease. The Senator foots up his totals in the
Blue Book upon the idea that that represents the actual increase of
the civil establishment, when in point of truth, as he can satisfy lrim-
self, if he will, (and I know he wishes to do it if he has the time,)
what he calls the increase of the Blue Book is only the circumstance
that by a new method of reporting in the Blue Book the names of
persons employed who bad not been inserted before, but who have
always been employed of the same kind and the same degree year by
year as the public service required it are inserted. Itis just asif the
census-taker were to come to my friend and to me and say, * What
does your family consist of 1” and I say, “ Well, my family consists
of four: my wife and my two children;” and my friend says, “ My
family consists of six: my wife and my four children;” and the next
year the census taker comes aronnd and puts the same question and
we give the same answer; but then he asks, “ Have yon not some-
body employed ; have yon not hired somebody this yeart” “O0,yes.”
“Well, whom have you hired?” #Tom, Dick, Harry, Joe, Smith,
Jones,” &e., and so down they go. Now, some enemy of ours desir-
ous to write a book puts this down, and it is published ; and then it
is said, “ The Senator from Vermont and the Senator from North Car-
olina must be very corrupt men ; they must be getting rich at Wash-
ington ; their establishments have increased fonr-fold since the last
census. At the last census their establishments only consisted of four
for one and six for the other, and now there are ten for one and twenty
for the other. There must be something ‘rotten in the state of Den-
mark.’” Yet the simple truth is that my friend and I have told the
census-taker that we E&d employed this servant the last month and
the other servant the month hefore, and we had this mechanic to
mend our horse-shoes and that other one to mend our own shoes, and
80 on; and it all goes down into the book.

Mr. President, I cannot doubt that my honorable friend from North
Carolina has had a sincere desire to correct what he snpposed to be
an evil; but I beg to snggest to him if he monnts his horse and takes
his lance in hand to correct evils, it wounld be perhaps just as well as
wise to first inquire with some care and not on anybody’s say-so, but
ernktgl the records themselves, whether the truth warrants the under-
taking.

Mr. KERNAN. Mr. President, I wish to inqnire of the Senator
from Vermont to what trouble he referred when he said the United
E:]ilt'as "\'ere required to camp its troops in New York during the re-

10m

Mr. EDMUNDS. I referred to an oceasion in the year 1863, I think
it was.

e Ml:-. KERNAN. The Senator means the occasion of the riot in New
ork.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will send for the book and get it for the Sena-
tor, as he does not seem to be familiar with the visit of the Vermont
troops to New York on that occasion.

Mr. KERNAN. I will get at the matter withont any controversy
with the Senator.

Mr. EDMUNDS. He certainly cannot get into any controversy with
me; I yield in advance.

Mr. KERNAN, There was a riot in New York, It was a riot that
arose out of a state of things that existed there in reference to the
draft. Excitement grew up; there was a breach of the law ; there
were grievous wrongs done from excitement and prejudice among a
class; but it did not require any of the United States troops to restore
order, I believe.. My word might not g&:'ery far; buton an oceasion
in the constitutional econvention of 1866-'67, of which Mr. Opdyke,
a republican, who was mayor of New York when that riot oceurred,
was a member. There was some such allusion made to the riot and
the then governor of New York as has been made here, and I can
state in substance what he said. He said that he felt called npon, as
he was the mayor of New York when that ontbreak oceurred, tostate
that he was there when the democratic governor came to the city,
and he desired to bear his testimony in justice to that gentleman that
he in every way discharged his duty as a good, patriotic, and an effi-
cient governor, in aiding him at once in restoring order there.

That the Senator from Vermont may see thot I do not state it erron-
eously, though I state from memory what Mr. Opdyke said, it will be
found in the debates of that convention of 1866-'67. This was a
sudden outbreak. There was no previous warning. The governor
immediately went to the city. He used snch means as were in his
power to suppress the ontbreak. He confronted and addressed the
excited crowd, urging them to abide by the law, conferring with the
republican mayor of the city, and acting with him in restoring order.

r. President, speaking only from memory, I want to say a word
in reference to the State of New York and its people without regard
to the political parties into which they were divided ; and I say, and
I am sure the record will confirm it, that when the call was made for
volunteers in 1861 the governor of the State, who was not a democrat,
appointed committees in the eounties to raise troops without refer-
ence to party; and I know who acted on the committees in my own
county, and I know they raised and sent out from that county during
1861 and 1862, withont any coercion by the draft, without any induce-
ment by large bounties, five full thousand-men regiments. They vol-
unteered. They went out, democrat and republican, side by side,
and they were officered by democrats and republicans, sometimes a
democratic colonel and sometimes a republican. They served out
their time, they fonght side by side, and there was monrning in our
State as often in demoeratic families as in republican families. - So
long as the volunteer system was adhered to New York furnished her
full quota of soldiers. The governor of New York subsequently, and
in 1863 or 1364, remonstrated that we had fornished more than onr

uota, and a commission on that subject was appointed and met at
%Vashingtnn. The matter was looked into, and it was ascertained that
the State had furnished more than its quota. It was not an idle com-

laint. :
p Therefore, in justice to the people of New York, I say that they as a
mass acted without reference to party unifedly in raising troops to
sustain the Constifution and the Union. The regiment that marched
out of Utiea immediately after the Massachusetts regiment had been
fired npon in the streets of Baltimore was a regimenf made up of
democrats anil republicans, equally intent upon doing their duty to
their country, in upholding the Constitution, and suppressing all
armed resistance to it and the laws made in pursnanece of it. It is
not just, therefore, to the mass of the democratic party to say that
they encouraged the rebellion, that they failed to do their duty in
aiding to uphold the Constitution and laws by suppressing the rebell-
ion, or that they as a party, or any large number of them, in any way
gave it encouragement.

I say for the mass of the democratic party in the State of New
York, and I say it that it may go home to the people who kuow in
every neighborhood whether I speak truly or not, that while they dif-
fered from their political opponents with reference to the poliey of the
Adniinistration, while they believed many of the measures adopted
unwise, yet on every occasion they sent out volunteers to their full
share to uphold the Constitntion and maintain the Union. In 1363,
when there was a sudden incursion of the -confederate troops into
Pennsylvania, the demoeratic governor of New York received the pub-
lie thanks of the ident and the Secretary of War for the prompt-
ness with whieh at their eall he ordered ont and sent our militia reg-
iments into Pennsylvania to aid in repelling that incursion.

I do not want to claim anything beyond what is just; butIdo wish
to say in presence of all the people of the State of New York, that
the man who attempts at this day, or at any other time, to got up a
pretense that there was any body of men in that State or that the
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democratic party as a body sympathized with the rebellion and were
not disposed to do their full duty in suppressing it, does them a very
t wrong. :

The Sensgt«or from Vermont talks about the democratic party hav-
ing control of the State of New York. It had a governor during 1863
and 1864, but during neither of those years bad it the Legislature. The
governor acted in entire accord with those who were aiding the Fed-
eral Government to and doing their duty to that Government
in reference to suppressing the rebellion.

One or two other suggestions. I have been in favor of reducing
the amount appropriated by the bill under consideration in the in-
terest of economy. I am also opposed to some of the items in the bill
because they are outside of what I believe to be the sphere of the
action of the Federal Government, I understood the Senator from
Vermont to be of the same opinion; and yet he has made an argu-
ment here that there is no need of economy, if I nnderstood him cor-
rectly. He says in substance that there has been, if I understand
him, all the economy exercised which could be exercised in the ad-
ministration of the Government during the last five or six years.

Mr. EDMUNDS. That does not prove that there is not need to
coutinue it, does it?

Mr. KERNAN. No; I wassimply going to say that I donot think
there has been all the economy in the administration of the Federal
Government during the last five or six years which counld be exer-
cised or which onght to be exercised by t administering it. Iam
not one who has thought that any good came here from saying by
way of taunt “yon have done this” or “you have done that ;" but
when the SBenator from Vermont, replying to gentlemen who on this
floor respectfully nrge and argue that there must be more economy
pnow and in the future than there has been, argues to the contrary, I
think he is at issue with the great mass of the press and of the intel-
ligent people of this country.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Bnt I have not argned to the contrary. I have
nrgll}ed that thereshonld be the nutmost possible economy all the time.

. KERNAN. Well, my friend has said that this needed expend-
iture eame from the rebellion. Does he think that when he gets np
on this floor aud attempts to stirup feeling by saying, “ Why all this
expenditure was cavsed by the war,” he is making a fair argument
in favor of economy 1 ’

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do.

Mr. KERNAN. The gentleman knows that men of his own party,
leading men of high character, as long ago as 1572, before the elec-
tion, by addresses to the people, by speeches in this Chamber and the
other, by addresses on the platform, told the people of this country
that there was maladministration, that there was need of great re-

form in the civil service; and some of them, leading men and long |

prominent members of the repnblican party of high distinetion, said
that they left that li:rt_v becanse they believed they could not work
out; the reforms in the civil service which were necessary wifhin that
party. This is not my testimony. I appeal to Snmner, and Schurz,
and mbull, and a nnmber of others who put forth those views.

Mr. EDMUNDS. What do they say now 7 :

Mr. KERNAN. Mr. Sumnper has gone where he does not speak. I
have not heard of any one of those living, whatever they may say
now, who commends the civil service which they and Curtis said
needed reform, and which they and Curtis have said down to this
time has never been reformed.

Now take a portion of ihe press and a respeetable and large por-
tion of that supporting the nominees of the Cineinnati conven-
tion; they are full of articles stating that the party must unload,
that the party must satisfy the people that there will be reform and

ater economy and more retrenchment. While I am not here with

k and table of amounts, and have not looked info the figures, yet
when the gentleman snpposes that those who speak as though there
was need of retrenchment can be silenced by saying, “Why, this
debt and expenditure were cansed by the rebellion, and you men of
the South were in it and the democracy of New York favored it,” 1
tell him that I do not think he is saying anything that is beneficial
toit.he country or beneficial to any party in whose behalf it may be
said. ,

There is a feeling, wide-spread, among our intelligent people, that
there is need of great retrenchment, of great reforms in the admin-
istration of public affairs. 1 assume that both parties come before
the people promising that if they come into power they will make
them; but, as I understood, the argnment of the Senator was, “it has
all been in the purest line of patriotism and expenditures have been
only what were caused by the war;” and if that be so there can be no
need of reform.

No, Mr. President, in my jndgment the real friends of this country
will welcome to their an the men who are in favor of serutinizing
appropriations of the public money, entting them down where it can
be done, admitting that there can be great reforms in the civil serv-
ice, admitting as they fairly maﬁha’o where a party is long in power
evils will grow up and shounld be corrected when giscovered. On a
bill like this we should examine and see how much must be appro-
priated and how little properly may be. There will come no good to
the conntry by the exhibition here of partisan feeling, none by taunt-
ing one another justly or unjnstly in reference to the action of our
respective political partiesiu the past. I think weshould settle down
to the business before ng and endeavor to do our duty to this people

now eleven years after the war by economizing all we ean, reducing
taxation as we shall be able to do if we do economize, and then we
shall bave done something to perpetuate the Union better than at-
tempting to make anybody believe that a large portion of the people
of the North really were traitors to. their country, to their Constitu-
tion, and to their duty. :

All I meant to say in opening was that the peopie of the State of
New York, without reference to party, were, as a whole, all through
the war loyal to the Constitution, ready and willing to sacrifice their
men and their means to maintain the Union under it, and anxions
that when the war should be over we should bear the burdens it
brought npon ns North and South, taking care while doing so to cnb
off needless or extravagant expenditures and to bring back simplicity
and purity and economy to the administration of publie affairs under
whichever party that administration may be condncted.

Mr. EDMUNDS. 1 accept with due humility the rebnke of my
honorable friend from New York for introducing these disagreeable
subjects, evidently disagreeable to him, into this debate; but I only
did it in self-defense, and I believe self-defense is recognized by the
Senator from New York as one of the fundamental laws of human
existence. It was not any republican member of the Senate that on
this river and harbor bill lannched out into the cognate question of
where the money was to come from and what had inereased the ex-
penses of the Government and made it, as the Senator says and as
the Senators over the way have said, extravagant and wrong. It was
his own party, his own associates, who under cover of this ’ﬁill——l do
not say illogically, for every bill that appropriates money naturally
raises all questions of taxation, of revenue, of cause, the consequence
of public-debt extravagance, everything—but they brought it into
this debate—

Mr. MERRIMON. Will the Senator allow me one word?

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir.

Mr. MERRIMON, With all due respect fo the Senator, I deny that
I bronght this matter first into this debate. Ideny that any Senator
on this side did it, for I heard every speech that was made. The
Senator from Indiana [Mr. MorToN] on Monday made a furions as-
sault npen the demoeratic party. His speech is in the RECORD now,
and it will appear that that gave rise to this discussion. He de-
nounced it for corruption, denounced it for®treason, and for every-
thing else that conld scandalize and demean a party and render it
unfit to enjoy the confidence of any people.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Bo he did, Mr. President, and he did it because
my friend and his associates, or my friend or his assoeiates, I do not
remember which, gave him a just and necessary aud imperative
oceasion for it.

Mr. MERRIMON. In what respect?

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will only be good enough to look
at the RECORD, as he seems to beopposed to looking at official fignres,
perhaps he will be willing to look at the RECORD, he will see. I am
not going to waste the little strength I have in educating the Senator
npon that topic.

Now, Mr. lgresident, I will come back to my distingnished friend
from the Empire State. I repeat that I have not said the little that
I have said, by way of making any assault npon anybody ; but when
I seo the administration that 1 have labored to the best of my ability
to elect and support, in whatever respects I believe it to be worthy of
snpport, (and those are in almost every, buf not every, respeet, ) assailed
as being profligate, corrupt, extravagant, wicked, I do not intend, so
far as.my small voice can go, whether it is on this bill or any other,
to let falsehood and micrepresentation put on the garments of fruth
and go out to the world in that sort of gnise. I have not introduced
anything that has not been referred to before; I have only analyzed
the causes and the particulars ouf of which the honorable Senator
from North Carolina and the others draw their aggregate of infamy
that they file npon the republican party; and if the honorable Sen-
ator from New York can point out a single instance in which I have
misstated, or understated, or overstated any one of those facts I have
referred to, I shall be very much obliged to him.

Mr. KERNAN. The gentleman, of course, does not mean to have
it go forth that I put forth those facts ?

ﬁz'. EDMUNDS. By no means.

Mr. KERNAN. When my friend and the Senator from North Car-
olina get into a controversy about figures, is it entirely fair to bring
New York in and display temper abontit? Because he has done some-
thing in the Senator view, is New York to be kicked ?

Mr. EDMUNDS. Weshall see. Tam now bringing New York in be-
canse New York has assailed me. I am not bringing it in any bot
temper, as the Senator snggests, but I am rather in earnest. I am
bringing the Senator from New York in because he has accused meo
apparently, if there is any point in his remarks at all, and there always
is, of fanning up old sorrows and old discontents and old troubles
that ought to be buried in oblivion. That is the crime that I have
committed aecording to the Seuator from New York, if 1 rightly in-
terpret the scope of his remarks. Now, have I When his associates
who are engaged in the same political enterprise that he is, undertake
to assail me and my votes (because I have voted mostly to appropriate
the money that these administrations have spent) for extravagance,
and corruption, and blindness to public interest and insensibility to

nblic demands, Iimagine that I have the right to put the plain truth

ore this body, in order that it, or if not it the people, may know
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who is responsible and who is not. If I am wrong in that, I beg my
honorable friend’s pardon. Of course I am not.

The Senator says that the people, the liberals who joined the dem-
ocracy in 1872, were erying out for reform. So they were. Many of
the leaders of them were crying out for office, and one of them gota
nomination for it from a party whose wickedness he had done more
to expose than any other man in the United States ; and if Iam wrong
in that, as I am alluding to a distingunished citizen of the State of
New York, I will yield to my friend to correct me. The great body
of what are called the liberals ought not to be left with {he remark I
have just made. It does not apply to them. The great body of the
men who had before acted witE tge republican party who voted for
Mr. Greeley in 1872 were undoubtedly men of sincere convictions and
honest purpeses; but, like man¥ other g\ond men in times gone by,
always exceptling those in the State of New York who never make
mistakes, they were'laboring under a delusion that they have happily
discovered. They have found from the bitter experience of careful
observation and the beariug of heavy burdens how delusive are the
promises of the democratic party, and how utterly hopeless (asmuch
as the repnblican administrations may need further reforms and for-
ther economies) it is for honest and intelligent men to expect any-
thing, so much as a erumb or a thimbleful, from the pargy of which
my honorable friend is a distinguished member. They have seen the
spectacle in the last seven months of one democratic organization,
elected on the cry of reform, civil service reform, the discarding of
political ideas in the selection of public servants, come info power,
and with pitchfork and bludgeon piteh out the oue-armed soldiers of
the Union from little places of trust and small emolument and putin
their own creatures. They have seen a body, elected on the ery of
reform, pass bills as extravagant and reckless and wicked as the one
that woe now have under consideration, to say the least. They have
seen claims that npon the principles of law and public policy ought
never to find a place in a legislative body, go easily throngh. They
have seen a great political convention manufactured into a prepon-
derance fora particnlar candidate, as it is stated— I do not know it to
be true, and I have not access to the accounts as my friend over the
way has to the Treasnry accounts—by paid for advertisements in
newspapeis before hand, pufling the particular fellow who was ex-

wected to run up, They bave seen prize-fighters and gamblers lead-

g the coborts of the reform demoeracy to select a reform candidate
for the benefit of the people of the United States. And so, Mr. Pres-
ident, speaking of those honest and intfellizgent men who having no
lnst for office and no taste for politics, feeling hurt and troubled at
the slowness wi 'h which republican reform as they thought was go-
ing on voted for Mr. Greeley, they have come back again to the true
church and to the trme path, with whatever imperfections, as it has
imperfections, it may still continue to bear, in the hope that the re-
publican party in the future, as it has done in the past, with a unan-
imous fidelity to the great principles of constitutional liberty and the
reign of law in this country, will continue, as it has begun to do year
after year since the war closed, to diminish expenses, diminish tax-
ation, diminish officials, and gradually and steadily build up and per-
fect the pnblic service of the country.

8o much for the liberal part of my friend’s argument. Now, the
worst thing that I have done, after all, if I have done it untruthfully,
is what I have said about the democracy of the State of New York
and other States during the war. My honorable friend misnnderstood
me if he nuderstood me to say that the men who composed a part of
the democratic party in that State and almost every other of the
Northern States were as individnals olppowd to maintaining the su-
premacy of the Union, and that the brave and paisiotic democrat
from the farms of Oneida County did 1ot volunteer just as cheerfull
as the brave and patriotic democrat on the hills of Vermont did.
did not say or intimate any such thing. The reverse is true; the

atriotic sentiment ran through the people of all parties in the North,
{:ﬂt there was the corporation still with its Tweeds and its Deans and
its Pendletons at its head, and that corporation, in the 8.ate of New
York particularly where politics are reduced to an organization with
drill and obedience and discipline, I repeat in my belief, and history
will approve it, threw its heavy weight all the time against the cause
of the Union and for the cause of the rebellion; and I repeat that I
believe had not our southern friends, misguided as they were in that

_ belief, supposed that that corporate authority would control the
masses of the North, they would never have nndertaken the desper-
ate deed they did, of breaking np the Union.

Ah, Mr. President, the idea that that organized clique of men who
ont of Tammany Hall and other similar places have ruled the de-
mocracy for the last thirty years were in favor of prosecuting with
vigor and fervor the war against the rebellion is one that canuot be
proved. The reverse can be proved, in my opinion. There was no
act of Con , there was no movement of troops, there was no eall
by the Exeeutive either for money or for men, that that corporate
organization did not put itself in some way, either by force or by
casuistry or by doubt or by trouble about the Constitution or some-
thing, heavily against, and it enlminated in anopen public and offi-
cial declaration at Chicagoin the snmmer of 1864, when the scales
of battle were trembling in the balance and when if onr friends at
the South, as we now call them and as I now feel them to be, felt
that if they could only hold out a little longer the North would be

disconraged, its money depreciating, its homes depopulated, its taxes
burdensome, they would achieve the independence that they had
songht for and fought for so bravely—what did the demoeratic party -
in its most solemn form do then? It metat Chicago and in the face
of all the people and of all the country North and South, by its com-
mittee of which a distingnished member from the State of New York,
now a candidate I believe for a high position, was amember, reported to
the convention and the convention adopted and put forth to the people
of the world the solemn declaration that this war for the Union was a
failure, That is what my friend from New York calls helping it, I
suppose, and at a time when bat for the providence of God, who did
not intend that a republic shounld exist on this continent whose cor-
ner-stone was slavery, it would have turned the scale; but it fell
upon the people of the North, among democrats as well as republi-
cans, as the blatant and wicked declaration of a treasonable clique ;
but it was the organized democratic party as far as that party conld
be said to have any life at all in the Northern States.

I do not want to be told, therefore, nnless my friend has got some
counter-evidence, that the organization—not every man of the rank
and file, not half the men of the rank and iile, perhaps not a quarter
of the men of the rank and file, but the t leaders whose charac-
teristics prominent and public I have already referred to—did not do
this thing. And if they intended the natural consequences of their
own acts, as every man must be wise to do, they did it in order that
the rebellion might succeed, that the Union forces shonld be with-
drawn, and that peace, honorable and victorions to the rebellion but
dishonorable and infamous to the Union, should be coneluded.

Buf I am supposed to have done injustice to the State of New York
in respeet of the incident, which isonly a mere circumstance to which
I referred as one item in this long catalogue of trouble, going toshow
that the demoeratic party as a party, and its chief and responsible
and official leaders in the State, as snch, did not exert themselves as
they might to maintain the Union, and I said as a consequence of that
the troops of the armies of the United States were withdrawn from
the theater of war and its brigades, one of those from my own State
among the number, had to sit down in martial array in the chief city
of the Union in order to preserve the consistency and the existence
of the Republie. The Senator has not denied that for some canse the
armiesof the United States to the extent of thousands upon thousand
and brigades upon brigades, were withdrawn from the front an
were encamped within the streets and squares of the great city of
New York. What was the need that these men, drilled veterans, in
the very stress and erisis of the rebellion, shonld be carried a thousand
miles from the theater of war and located in this peaceful and patri-
otic State? What led to it? Where was the chiel exeeutive of that
State? Where were the loyal democrats of that State controlling its
organization and commanding its militia? If they wereswift to put
down some little disturbance and riof in the city of New York, why
did they not hasten to the scene? The telegraph was everywhere.
President Lincoln and Seeretary Stanton were undoubtedly in tele-
graphic commnnication with the chief authorities of the city of New
Yﬂl‘iﬁ and of the State of New York, and I think it safe to say that if
the militia of the State of New York could have been obtained to re-
spond to the interests of peace and order in that city in the enforce-
ment, of the draft, the soldiers from the front would not have traced
their weary way from the Potomac and the Rapidan to the banks of
the Hodson. .

There is evidently something about it that needs explanation. The
explanation that the world received at the time was that the gov-
ernor of the State of New York either wonld not or could not produce
foree enongh, he being the commander-in-chief of its military forces,
to pnt down this so-called riof, really a rebellion in the greatest city
of the Union. Could he have done so and had he done so, this thing
would not have been done. But my friend says that he did every-
thing that he could and that he received the thaunks of the President
of the United States, not because he failed to put down the rebellion
in the city of New York and failed to call on bis militia to restore
peace there, but because he graciously condescended to allow the
militia of the State of New York to go down into the State of Penn-
sylvania to repel General Leo at Gettysburgh on the 4th of July. Per-
haps the governor of the State of New York was entitled to thanks.
I doubt if he did more than his duty. I do not, any more than I do
abont this bill regnlating eommerce, know any State lines when one
State is assailed by a foreign or rebellious foe which wonld prevent
the militia of one State from going into another State to help their
brethren maintain order and restore peace, althongh to the shame of
the State of Vermont be it spoken that we once had a governor who
took that view of constitutional law in the war of 1812, When the
militia of the State of Vermont, just before the battle of Plattsburgh,
were gathered at Burlington in order to go across the lake and help
to repel the British, the then governor of the State of Vermont
thought the constitution did not allow him to permit our miliua to
leave the borders of the State. The consequence was, what might
have been expected; that the militia left the borders of the 8. te of
Vermont in spite of its constitution, in spite of its governor, and
fought at the battle of Plattsburgh and helped my friend’s constit-
uents to repel Sir George Prevost and all his host—I believe that is
the way the song nsed to go—back again into Canada. That is the
only instance known to me where the governor of any State has felt
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any particular scruple or has been entitled to any partieular thanks
because the forces of one State marched into another to assist in re-
pelling the common enemy.

But whatever Governor S8eymour did about that let him be thanked
for. I have not assailed him about that, and it was rather a military
flank movement, I suppose, that transferred the scene of war in the
mind of my friend from the city of New York to Gettysburgh. I was
speaking of the city of New York; Mr. Seymour was the governor;
and here is the record of what took place. The riots, as my frien
has stated, arose out of the draft. at was the ostensible canse.
The compiler of the work before me, once a famous democratic can-
didate for the Presidency, Horace Greeley, and therefore Lsuppose
good authority, proceeds to state:

Governor Seymour, who addressed a large gathering in the New York Academy
of Musie, in language carefully weighed beforehand and tempered by the obvious
requirements of his official position. was far more measnred and eautious in his

Its and imputations than were the great majority of his compatriots.

‘Who as Iinfer spoke on the same oceasion, and here are the speeches
of his compatriots that referin very pleasant terms to General Lee and
other people rather prominent at that time, but I will not take the
time to read them.

Yet he opened with this allusion to the nation's imminent perils and the disap-

nted hopes, the blighted eﬁ;mtnﬁtms of those who, whether in council or on the
!;;lé‘lihvzv?glghwl:ged with the high responsibility of upholding its authority and en-

“When I accepted the invitation to speak, with others, at this meeting, we were
promised the downfall of Vicksborgh.”

This meeting was held on the very 4th day of July, at the very
time, although Governor Seymour did not know it, that that wicked-
est of men and most corrupt of administration operators, General
Grant, in the view of our friends over the way, was making rather a
disturbanece in that peaceful town of Vicksburgh.

“ When I accepted the invitation to {Eenk. with others, at this meeting, we were
promised the downfall of Vicksburgh, the opening of the Mississippi, the probable
capture of the confederate capital, and the exhaustion of the rebellion. By com-
mon consent all parties had fixed n;lmu this day when the results of the campaign
should be known to mark out that line of policy which they felt that our country
shonld %n‘rsua. But in the moment of axpoetmf victory there came the miﬂnﬁiﬂ}t
ery for help from Pennsylvania to save its despoiled tields from the invading foe;
. and almost within sight of this great commercial metropelis, the ships of your mer-
chants were burned to the water's edge."

That was to encourage the draft, I suppose, to help the authorities
of the United States to stimulate democratic patriotism to respond
to the roll-call that used to be repeated in the North, I believe, in
some very effective lines:

Now, now, while your brethren are fighting and falling,
Fill up the ranks that are open for you.

That was the way he would fill up the ranks. Mr. Greeley’'s his-
tory proceeds:
m:{daa\d'ing completed his portrayal of the national calamities and perils, he pro-

“A few years ago we stood before this community to warn them of the dangers
of seeﬁun:i utrlff: ¥

That is patriotie—
but our fears were laughed at. At a later day, when the clonds of war overhung
our country, we implored those in authority to compromise that difficulty.”

0! compromise, how many crimes have been committed in thy
name !

‘*We implored those in authority to compromise that difficulty, for we had been
told by that great orator and statesman, Burke—

You will notice that a great orator always quotes Burke; it is an
infallible test—

that there never yet was a revolution that might not have I:letru:lI prevented by a

compramise opportunely and graciously made.’” [Great applause,

And I suppose that compromise would have been to have said that
Lincoln had befter resign and allow the other fellow, whoever he was,
to sit at the chief seat in the capital. That would have done it for
the time being. The orator proceeds:

* Onr prayers were unheeded. Again, when the contest was opened, we invoked
those wll;o bad the conduct of nmﬂrfa not to underrate the power of the adversary,
not to underrate the courage and resources and endurance of our own sister States.
This warning was treated as sympathy with treason.”

And so it was,

** You have the results of these unheeded warnings and unheeded pra They
have stained our soil with blood ; they have carried mourning into ng::ands of
homes ; and to-day they have brought onr country to the very v
Onee more I come before you to offer again an earnest prayer and
1o a warning."

What was that warning? To fill up the ranks or to test the con-
stitutionality of the draft? We shall see:

* Our eonntry is not only at this time torn by one of the bloodiest wars that has
ever rava, e face of the earth; but, if we turn our faces to our own loyal States
how is it there! Yon find the community divided into political parties. strongly
arrayed, and using with regard to each other terms of reproach and defiance.

What were those terms of reproach and defiance? The republican
party I believe has generally been credited with a good deal of per-
sistence and sincerity for prosecuting the war, and the only terms of
reproach and defiance that the democratic party could have showered
upon it were because it was prosecuting the war at all, raising taxes,
borrowing money, issning paper, opening slanghter-pens, making a
draft upon the free and enlightened demoeracy of the State of New
York. That was what it was reproached for. I snppose there were

of destroction.
you to listen

only two sides to the question, so I add to what I said a little while
ago this angust authority, the chief magistrate of the State of New
York, for the fact that the democratic organization was reproaching
and defying the republican party in respect of the matters that the
republican party was trying to accomplish.  +

- ** It s said by those who support more particularly the Administration that we who
differ honestly, patriotically, sincerely, from them with regard to the line of duty,
are men of treasonable purposes and enemiea to our country.

“ Hear, hear!” was thecry. Then, I take it, we have the statement
of this witness that he and those who acted with him officially and
otherwise did differ with the administration in respect of its policy,
to use the very words of the governor, and that policy I believe we
all agree was the most vigorous pgosecntion of the war.

“On the other hand, the democratic organization—

I hit the very word, my friend will see, when I spoke of the or-
ganization as distingnished from the men in it—

“ The democratic organization look u this administration as hostile to their
rights and liberties, 3

There is patriotism for you! The securities and liberties of the
democratic organization that the administration had anything to do
with or attempted to have anything to do with were that, in common
with all the other people of the United States, its able-bodied men
should fight for the cause and that its rich men should pay taxes for
the cause.

*They look upon their opponents as men who would do them wrong in regard to
their most f13m<.hi:¢.p-s. I need not call znur attention to the to:fn of the press
or to the tone of public feeling, to show 3ou ow at this moment partics are thns
exasperated, and stand in defiant attitudes to each other. A few years ago we
were told that sectional strife, w in words like these, would do no harm to our
eountry ; but you have seen the sad and bloody resnlts.  Let us be admonished now
in time, and take eare that this irritation, this feeling which is growing up in our
midst, uhl.:zl not also ripen into civil troubles that shzﬁl carry the evils of war into
our own mes. ]

**Upon one point, all are agreed, and that is this : Until we have a united North,
we can have no successful war.

I take it, therefore, he thonght on the 4th of July, 1863, that the North
was not united on the subject of the war. Ipnt his testimony against
that of my distinguished friend. They are both of themn reputable
witnesses, This witness spoke at the time with the fact before him.
My honorable friend speaks now after a distance of thirteen years,
over which, according to the mission of his party, a good deal of
oblivion has spread its wings.

“TUntil we have a united, harmonions North we ecan have no beneficent peace.
}Inm?uwegamhamuuyt How shall the unity of all be obtained 1 Is it to be
coe:

There comes the-draft, you see; coercion, | Y

“I appeal to you, my republican friends, when you say tans that the nation's
life and existence hang br;mn hm]t?mmd con here, if you yourselves. in
your serious moments, ve that this is to be produced by seizing our per-
sons— -

That is, conseripting citizens of the State of New York—

infringing u our rights, by insulting our homes, and by depriving us of
those chﬂﬁsﬁadmr‘i‘nciples for which our fagthm fought, and tg which wge have
always sworn uf;mnnm [Great applause ]" -

Was that encouragement to the administration of the Government
of the United States? Was language like that calculated to cheer
able-bodied men who heard those words from the greatest statesman
of the State of New York and from the chief executive, through
whose ﬁower alone, as the able-bodied man supposed, he could
compelled to serve the country in the time of its peril? Or was it
calculated—mark the word; I do not say designed—was it calen-
lated to stimulate, as it did stimulate, as the consequence showed, to
the ntmost resistance, breaking out in riot and rebellion, calling for
portions of the regular and volunteer Army to turn their faces north-
ward again in order that the ranks of the Army at the front might
not be filled up by the able-bodied democrats of the city of l‘ﬁew
York. I will not read any more of this speech. There is a good deal
of it which is equally suggestive reading ; it is all in the same strain.
There is no inconsistency in the remarks of the executive. The
writer proceeds:

These orationsare mild and cautious compared with the great mass of democratio
harangues on this occasion. The allusions to Mr. Vallandigham’s arrest as a law-
less outrage and to the States as gnardians of the rights of their citizens (with di-
rect referenceto the impending draft, which Governor Seymour with the great mass
of his party was known to lxzn-d as unconstitutional) and all kindred indications
of a purpose to resist the Federal Executive even unto b in case his " usarpa-
tions " and “outrages” should be repeated and persisted in, were everywhere re-
cetved with frenzied shonts of concurrence and approbation, and a proposition to

organize atonce to march on Washmgton and hurl from }»w&ﬁ:?mmumh‘unul
in the White House would have elicited even more frantic estations of de-

light and approval.

8o says the last democratic candidate of the democratic party for
the office of President of the United States. I commend it to all his
followers and supporters. He proceeds:

The first draft in the city of New York for conseripts under the enrollment act
was advertised to commence at the several enrollment oftfices soon afterward ; and,
as a preparation therefor, the several democratic journals of that city seemed to
vie with each other—especially in their issnes of the eventful morning—in efforts
to iuflame the passions of those who at best detested tho idea of braviug peril, pri-
vation, snffering, and death in the prosecution of an “abolition war."” That the
enrollment here was exeessive and the quota required of tho city was too high
were vehemently asserted, that there wonld be unfairness in the drawing of names
from the wheel was broadly insinuated, but that the draft itself—any drafi—
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And the emphasis is that of Mr. Greeley, not my own—
any draft—was unconstitutional, needless, and an outrage on individual liberty
amt!{ State rights, was more emphatically insisted on.

And then he quotes from the Journal of Commerce, and from the
New York World,-and from the Daily News, and speaks of hand-
bills. Then he speaks of the state of the mob and of the‘econdition of
the organized militia:

The organized militia of the city were generally absent in the interior of Penn-
sylvania; the Government had no military force within call but a handful on Gov-
ernor's Island and in the forts commanding the seaward approaches; while the
police, though well organized and efficient, was not competent to deal with a vir-
tnal insurrection which had the great body of the foreign-born laborers of our eity
at its back, with nearly every one of the ten thousand grog-shops for its block-houses
and recruiting stations. -

It must bave been a charming democracy there, Mr. President.

The outbreak had manifesily been premeditated and pre-arranged; and the tid-
ings of its initial success, b«-h:ﬁ instantly diffused thmuﬁamt the city, incited an
outponring into the streets of all who dreaded the draft, hated the war, or detested
abolitionists and negroes as the culpable causes of both.

Then he goes on fo speak how the riot acenmulated as unrepressed
riots generally do, and the things they did. They began on Monday.
They were kept up through the three following days. He then pro-
ceeds to say:

But a riot stoutly confronted and checked has reached its eniminating point; and
this ome—which wounld almost certainly have broken out on the fourth, but for the
pews of Lee's defeat at Getty sburgh—was now proseented under the heav a disconr-
agement of the full tidings of Grant's triumph at Vicksburgh ; while the first news
of Banks's capture of Port Hudson, of Holmes's bloody 'ml;ulw at Helena, and of
Gillmore's initial success at Morris Island, now pouring in from day to day, proved
& quick succession of wet blankets for the spirits of the rioters.

Now I come to Governor Seymour :

Goyernor Seymour had been in the city on the Saturday previous, but left that
afternoon for New Jersey, and did not return till Tuesday forenoon, when he was
at once escorted to the City Hall, and thence add the crowd who flocked
thither—many, if not most of them, from the mob just before menacing the Trib-
une oftice—as follows:

My fricnds, I have come down here from the quiet of the country to see what
was the ditliculty; to learn what all this trouble was concerning the draft. Let me
assure you that 1 am your friend [U‘pmm'ioas cheering.] You have been m
frivnils [Cries of * Yes,” “ Yes,” * That's so.” * We are and will be again.”] an
now 1 assure you, my fellow-citizens, that T am here to show you a test of my
fricndship. [Chmi 1 wish to inform you that I have sent my adjutant-general
to Washington to coufer with the authorities there.

What for? To show them that volunteers from all parts of the
State are flocking in and that there is no use to resort to this invidious
operation of drafting? Not exactly. Iam afraid I am wrong in mak-
ing that free recitation; let me give his exact words again:

I wish to inform you that I heve sent my adjutant. 1 to Washin to
confer with the wthl:llitim there, and to hnvl?t.htg dnﬂgen?_m led and st e

That is my friendship for yon; that is my loyalty to my country
and my Government; that is what will dispense with turning thon-
sands of the Army back again toward their northern homes to keep
us in order. All will be peace in the State of New York, for she is
not called upon to help fight the battles of the country!

[Vociferous cheers.]

He probably struck the key-note then.

I now ask you, as good citizens, to wait for his return; and T assure yon that I
will do all that I can to see that there is no nality and no wrong done any one.
I wish you to take cars of all property as good citizens and see that every person
is safe.” The safe-keeping of property anil persons rests with you; and I charge
you to disturb neither. Itis your daty to maintain the good order of the city;
anid I know you will do it. 1 wish you now to separate as good eitizens, and you
can assemble agrin whenever you wish to do so, 1 ask yon to leave all to me now,
anil I will see to your rights. Wait until my adjutant returns from Washington,
and you shall be satistied. Listen to me, and see that no harm is done to e%t.hur
persons or property, but retire peaceably.

So he promises them that, if they will only wait, the object they
have in view by these riots shall be accomplished without any fur-
ther destruction of the property of their fellow-citizens and the lives
of their fellow-citizens in the city of New York.

Mr. President, I think I have gone far enongh with this particunlar
incidental topic, which was only one drop in this great bucket of proof,
to show that I did not do any iujustice to the distinguished governor
of the State of New York when I said that the organization of the
democratic party and the action of the executive of that party at
that time in the State of New York were adverse to the cause of the
Union, and that all that doubt and difficulty and riot and hanging
back could do to give aid to the rebellion and to break down the
cause of the Union was done. 1do not mean by that to say that Gov-
ernor Seymour intended and desired that the rebellion should sue-
ceed ; but he was stuffed so full of the dignity of the State of New
York and was so crazy on the subject that any draft under national
anthority must be unconstitutional that he resorted to the same
method of eloquence that demagogues—not that he was one—do to a
mob to keep the péace and get what they desire withont violence if
they ean; if they eannot, what then? Where was the militia of the
State of New York, with its four million people? They were not all
at Gettysburgh; they were not all at the front. New York, like
Vermont aud every other northern State, although they all poured
out their quotas for the war, still had men enongh, able-bodied
men enongh in reserve to have fonght a great many battles and en-
forced order in o great many cities larger than the city of New York.
But that governor who alone had the constitutional power in and as

the head of that State to bring the force of the State to bear against
this insurrection, as Mr. Greeley calls it, did not do it, and the forces
of the nation were recalled from posts of infinite importance and at a
most eritical period in the history of the war to enforce that peace in
the loyal State of New York which we were trying to enforce by arms
over the seceded States.

Now, Mr. President, I am done, 1 believe, with that topic, and I
only want to say one word more. I have not come into thisdebate—
and it is not exhausted ; I am quite ready to begin again when-
ever Iam obliged to do so, much as the people of New York snbmitted
to the draft apparently—I have not come into this debate with any
desire to stir up unlmg‘py remembrances; but when what my hon-
orable friends on the otherside of this Chamber say in respect of the
conduct of republican administrations necessarily leads to the root
ofhthia tree then I shall dig to the root, be satisfied or dissatisfied
who may.

Mr. KERNAN. Now, Mr. President, I submit that the charge of
the Senator from Vermont so elaborately made not to reduce this
appropriation bill, but for other pn s, is an unjust charge. The
riot in New York of which he has spoken was not fomented and there
was no wish to excite hostilities or disturbance in New York with a
view to aid the rebellion. What were the facts? I hope every
American citizen will always remember the history of raising troops
to put down the rebellion, if we ever have war again. The callsmade
for troops by the President were filled, and more were sent than were
wanted up to the ordering of the three-hundred-dollar draft, as it was
called. That draft never got the Government men, Prior to thisdraft
there wrs never a call for tmﬁ when they were not raised by vol-
unteering; and you will remember that prior to the orderof this draft—
I may not get the date accurately—there was an order issued from
the War Department that they would not take any more men. There
was no call on the States or the people for men and a refusal to furnish
them ¥ﬁr1r to the ordering of this Emft. I allude to it only to state
what I think was the cause of the great dissatisfaction with the draft
and of the riot in New York. There came an order for a draft, and
every man drafted who conld pay $300 could stay at home by doing so.
It did create excitement and feeling among poor men in every neigh-
borhood. Before thatin myown county, and I takeitas a fair sample,
we had raised without difficulty the needed troops from the men who
were willing to volunteer ; but when the order came that there should
be a draft and that the drafted men who would pay $300 each need
not serve, the men without means who must go, althongh it was dif-
fieult for them to leave their families, became dissatisfied. Whether
this was right or wrong 1 shall not discuss here. There was a fecl-
ing thatf this was an effort to make the poor men go as soldiers while
others could get rid of going by paying $300. That is what made the
dissatisfaction, and that is what made it necessary for men in every
neighborbood to appeal to that elass to keep them from becoming
very much excited in reference to what they thonght an unfair dis-
crimination. The result of it was that it did not give us men. Dem-
ocrats and republicans alike throughout onr State where there were
cases of hardship raised the money and paid the Government the $300,
for it only asked the one or the other. This made excitement.
Women with children, whose husbands conld not raise the money,
were alarmed and excited. A few months before we could call meet-
ings and raise men by the regiment as volunteers from the class who
had not wife or children depending on their daily labor to keep them
in bread; but when this order for the draft came there arose dissatis-
faction and excitement, not from bad men exciting disquiet, but be-
canse the class of laborers who had families and no means believed
this mode of getting soldiers was unfair and unjust toward them.
There was a very large body of this class of men in the city of New
York; and let me say to the Senator from Vermont that those who
were republicans and acted with the republican party of this class
were excited just as much as democrats. They all thought it was an
effort to make those go to the field withont the credit of volunteerin
who could not raise $300. That was what made the excitement whic
led to the riot in New York.

Did Governor Seymonr incite it? Does the Senator from Vermont
pretend to say that when he spoke in his address on the 4th of July,
1863, about differences between parties he meant they were stirrin
up hostile dissension and violence between parties? There were dif-
ferences then; there were irritations arising out of arbitrary acts of
the Federal Government; there were things in reference to the draft
that created excitement; and when he appealed to the Government
at Washington to let the State of New York raise her quota and not
enforce this draft npon men who counld not raise the $300 and let all
those who conld stay at home, he did, in my jndgment, what was wise
and patriotic toward the Federal Government, and did not do it from
any desire to prevent the Army from being filled with efficient sol-
diers. . Everybody knows that sort of a draft was an utter failure. It
did not furnish men ; it degraded the whole thing down to selling a
man for $300,

But the riot broke out; and it probably grew to greater propor-
tions than it vtherwise wonld owing to the absence of onr militiareg-
iments from New York and its vicinity in Pennsylvania, to which I
referred before. Our governor did not try to stop them going ont of
the State, as did the patriotic governor of Vermont in the war of 1812,
as mentioned by the Senator. They went to Peunsylvania on the
order of our governor, s commauder-in-chief of the militia of the
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State. Everybody remembers how promptly it was done. They were
sent from the eastern part of the State becanse thence they conld be
transferred promptly to the relief of the Federal Governmentin Penn-

Ivania.
liyBm; the troops of the United States did not have to go to stop the
riot. The riot was all stopped before the troops came. There were
men ordered from the interior, but they did not ‘fet to New York until
the riot had ended. But these excited and deluded men, who thought
there was to be a system, not of volunfeering, but of making those
who were poor go to the war, were atorped by the efforts of Governor
Seymour and the local anthorities, and the speech made by Governor
Baymonr and referred to by the Senator, which has been so mnch
abrsed, aided to stay violence and restore order. Governor Seymonr
is Jdenounced because he addressed them as “ my friends.”

Remember, as I said before, it was that particular thing that called
out Mayor Opdfke. He was with him. He thought he acted most
firmly and wisely and pradently. It was a similar reference to®%hat
made by the Senator from Vermont here that was made in the conven-
tion that led Mr. Opdyke to make the speech to which I have alluded.
The ¢ity was under a republican mayor af the time of this riot. Gov-
ernor Seymour had spent Sunday ont of the State, at a place where
he had relatives, in I?gw Jersey, and he hastened back to the city on
the first intimation of theriot. Themayorand he together went to the
scene of threatened violence, and he addressed the excited mnltitude
as men. It was his duty to stay and disperse them without blood-
shed if possible. They were men excited,not with a purpose of march-
ing down South fo help the rebellion, but they were men who had
been excited by the idea that they, laborers, with families and withont
property, were to be dragged to the Army, while everybody who conld
pay §300 would escape. He appealed to theim as friends. A man who
is a coward or who sympathizes with a mob will run away from it;
but when a brave man or officer finds that his neighber’s life or prop-
erty or the public peace is threatened by an excited mob, he does
just what Governor Seymonr did in this case. He, brave, patriotie,
and honest, steps out {el'ore the mob and talks to them in the lan-
guage of kindness, while it is also the language of firmness. He did
address them in that way. The riot went down, He said that he
had sent his adjutant-general to Washington. It was to make an
arrangement that the State of New York might, in accordance with
what had been the previous and wiser mode, be allowed to promptly
furnish her quota of soldiers by volunteers and be relieved from this
draft, which was peculiarly odious, because it permitted all who could
pay $300 to remain at home and required the laborer, who had not
means, to leave his family in want and go to the war for years.

I submit to the distinguished Senator from Vermont, speaking as
he does here in the absence of one whose life has been before the peo-
ple of this conntry, speaking of one as to whom I wonld appeal to his
political opponents in my own State for his purity, for his patriot-
ism, for his sincere desire to do his full duty as a public and private
citizen, whether he really can stand on the ground he has assumed
here to-day in reference to Governor Scymour. I think he has done
injustice to that distinguished citizen in carrying the idea that, first,
he was a traitor to the Constitution of his conntry when he was gov-
ernor; second, that he sought to incite men to resist the Govern-
ment, and, thirdly, that when he addressed that mob he was not do-
ing what was his &nty, endeavoring to quell it, but telling them that
he would endeavor to arrange so that the quota of New York might
be raised in the future as it Ezd ever been in the past, full and uapand
over of able, active young men who were willing to go to the Army
as volunteers, but who dignot wish to go as conseripts,

I leave if, as the Senator says, to history. Tam not here to ques-
tion the accuracy of Mr. Greeﬁzy’a History of the War. He has gone
to his grave. If I shonld read some of the things that he said in ex-
cited moments of large masses of republicans they would have to say
that he did them injustice,and I should admitit. Does the gentleman
say that a history written under the excitement of the war by a manof
his character is to be taken always as true as to what he suggests as
to motives of men from whom he differed politically? We nomi-
nated Mr. Greeley, as the SBenator states, and he was not elected.

I have nothing to say so far as the Senator has read from that his-
tory what Governor S8eymour said. All I ask is a fair interpretation
of it. Onthe 4th of J ulf', 1863, he was speaking on the t im-
{JIortnnt. point of the people of the North being united. United how ?

nited on a {mliey as to the war which wounld suppress it speedily,
which would uphold the Constitution, and which, the moment the
men who resisted the Constitution laid down their arms, wounld in-
sure them protection and republican governmeut. That was the
policy of many men in the State of New York throughont this entire
war. They spoke against the wisdom and justice of arbitrary arrests
in onr own and other States where there was no war, and which ex-
cited bad feeling ; they spoke in favor of our people standing to-

her, in favor of putting down the rebellion by armed force, in
avor of sending onr share of men, in favor of raising our share of
money, and making it a war solely for the Union, and with no other
or ulterior or sinister motive of any kind. And now to read in this
debate the remarks made by Governor Seymonr on the 4th of July;
1863, which the Senator from Vermont has read, and to insinuate or
charge that by those remarks Governor Seymounr meaut or intended
to encourage or favor those in rebellion against the Constitution of
the United States which he had sworn on the 1st of January, 15863,

to nphold, is doing him great injustice. I submit that the Senator
from Vermont is entirely nnjust.

I am willing to leave the history of the State of New York, of its
democratic governor, of the party that acted with him in that State,
to the judgment of fair men ; and I wonld leave it to Governor Mor-
ﬁnn, who was governor in 1861 and 1862 himself. He knows whom

e put on as committeemen and chairmen of committees in the coun-
ties where men were to be raised in 1861 and 1862 ; he knowshow the
response was from the day of the first fire to the end of his adminis-
tration ; and I think that any one looking at it will find that the Fed-
eral Government was as fully sustainéd through the adwministration
of his successor, Governor S8eymour, as it was by the governor of any
of onr sister-States, and I believe as a rule they acted patriotically
and they acted well.

Mr. MERRIMON. Mr. President, much as I regret to protract this
debate I cannot allow the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDS] to
assign me by inadvertence or on purpose a false position, or, if I can
help it, to evade the force of the points 1 endeavored to make against
the repnblican party the other day. He says in snbstance that 1 pro-
voked this debate so far as it is partisan in its character. That I ab-
solntely deny, as I have done repeatedly before. The Senate will
bear me witness and the REcorp will bear me witness that the Sena-
tor from Indiana [Mr. MorTOX] made a farions and what I regarded
as anunjust assault upon the democratic party. He arrai 'Fmﬂ its lead-
ing men and denounced its principles and its policy and its practice.
I thought that I had a right to say what I might deem proper in vin-
dication of the policy of the democratie party at this time, and that
I had aright in reply in some measure to arraign the republican party;
and ventured on Tnesday last to do it. Ouf of what I submitted on
that occasion has sprung, as the Senator from Vermont alleges, this
warm debate. He wonld have the Senate and the countny understand
also that I dragged the war into the debate, and that all the decla-
mation that has been indulged in in reference to the war was pro-
voked by someargumentorsomestatement made by myself. That im-
putation is equally as groundless. I expressiy excluded the war from
what I submitted to the Senate. I did not base any estimate that I
made or any argnment I made upon any expenditures or alleged mal-
administration during the late war. On the contrary, I said that the
war was the oceasion of increased expense; that during the time it
prevailed the civil service was necessarily increased. There were
many considerations that tended to increase the expenses of the Gov-
ernment during that time, and I avoided entering into a discnssion
of the war, or its canses or its co! uences. Nor did I advert to the
increase of the public debt or any of the practices that were carried
on for which the republican party were responsible during that time.
I put that on purpose entirely out of the case. Nor did I take info
consideration the public debt for the pnrpose of seeing whether it
was created on aceount of the war or on aceount of other causes. I
put that entirely out of the caleulation. I said in substance that,
wnoedin% for argument’s sake, which I denied as a fact, that I was
responsible for the war, that the southern people were responsible
for the war, that the democratic party was responsible for the war,
that all the crimes and outrages which were perpetrated during that
time were chargeable to the democratic dpnrty, and that the republi-
can party was virtuons and patrioticand did in all things what it ought
to have done, conld all that concession make any apology for the
rninous extravaganee, the unheard-of frands and frandunlent practices
tolerated by, and in many instances connived at, by the republican
party of the nation? That is the gronnd I based my remarks npon,
and the Senator cannot by his ingenuity now draw me into a con-
troversy about the war. Itisin no just or proper sense a legitimale
snhject of discussion before the Senate at this time.

I shall not undertake to vindicate the course of the South or the
course of the democratie party of the North, or anything that was
done by any person who sympathized with the S8onth during that
tragic period ; now is not the time or the place to do so; but I do nn-
dertake to say, and I have a right to say it, that, whatever the repub-
lican party may have done that was virtnous and good during the
war or since the war, this can be no exense or apology for any crimes
and maladministration and frands and corruptions which it may have
tolerated sinee that time. If since that time it has proved faithless
and unfit to be charged longer with power, the country ought to
know the fact. Aund another material fact to be taken into this ac-
count is that, whatever might have been the position of the Bonth
during the war and however responsible it may have been for the
war—I will not discuss that question now—since that time the peo-
ple of that section of the Union have had to contribute their part of
the publicrevenue, and they havepaid it and are | aying it to-day. They
are responsible for their part of the public debt. They are responsi-
ble for and have paid and must continne to pay their share of the
enrrent expenses of the Government, and being so they surely have
a right to be heard here in reference to the way and manner in which
they are taxed, the revenues are collected. and public expenditures
are made, and for what canses, and whether the ‘authorities of the
United States have administered the Government purely and hon-
estly and for the best interests of the people.

It was in that view, and in that view alone, that I ventured on
Tuesday leat to engage in the debate, and exercise my right on this
floor as a Senator representing in part one of the States of the Union.
Is there auything wrong in that? Am I to be complaived at for that 7
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‘Why make this ad hominem argument, that I am responsible for the
war? What does it prove? Suppose that my hands to-day were red
with traitorous blood, is that any argument in favor of the rninous

olicy and practices of the republican party? Suppose that the whole
gmn.h have committed savage erimes, as the Senator would intimate,
and which I deny, is that any apology for the misrule and general
distress bronght on the country since the war by the republican party?
I think not;. and I apprehend that an intelligent people will not al-
low such an argument, however ingeniously put, and which goes off
on immaterial points, to have the weight of a feather, when they
come to pass npon the merits of the republican party and its conduct
since the war.

The points T endeavored to make in what I said the other day

“were, first, that the republican party had utterly failed to administer
the internal-revenue laws of the country in the matter of collecting
taxes upon distilled spirits faithfully. I went on to show, and by
data which no one denied, and which I undertake to say no one can
deny, that in the neighborhood of a billion and a half of dollars ought
to have been collected and should have gone into the Treasury of the
Union from that single source of revenue, when less than one-half,
not more than one-third of that amount was collected and accounted
for. I went onfurther toshow that, while a large part of the revenue
due from this sonree was not collected, large snums were collected and
not accounted for, and the republican partﬁ, having complete control
of the Government, was responsible to the people for not having
it collected and aceounted for.

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand the Senator to say that is not de-
nied. I denied it. I deny if now. I say there is no ground whatever
for an assertion of that kind. I am surprised to hear the Senator from
North Carolina say that two-thirdsof the revenue that ought fo have
been derived from spirituous liguors has been lost by the republican

arty.
J Mr. MERRIMON, That is not what I said.

Mr. SHERMAN. Or that we have failed to collect the tax, and
only collected one-third of what we onght to have collected. -

Mr. MERRIMON. What I said the other day and what anyone
can see by tnrning to the RECORD was this—

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam turning to it now.

Mr, MERRIMON. A civil-service commission was raised nnder a
statute by the republican party af a time when the better class of
that party—and good men in it have been protesting against mani-
fest frands all the time—were erying out against the frauds and cor-
ruption of those men who had got the control of it, and that civil-
service commission put down in their report, from which I read, that
one-fourth of the revenues were not collected ; and that was nof de-
nied nor can it be denied. They not only asserted it but they said
that estimates had been made b);‘imrsons who were well qualitied to
speak on that subject and who had passed upon it.

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire—

Mr. MERRIMON. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I did nof interrupt
the gentlemen on the other side and I do not want to be interrupted
now. I want to consume as little time as possible in setting ®yself
in a fair, just light. The Senator will have sufficient time after I am
throngh te say what he thinks proper.

Then I said, turthermore, that the Seeretary of the Treasury, Mr. Fes-
senden, in 1864, set down in his report that the annual &rgduct of dis-
tilled spirits in this country at that time was 100,000,000 of gallons,
I believe he said.

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator yield to me right there?

Mr. MERRIMON. Yes, sir.

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say that Mr. Fessenden did say in 1864
that the consumption of whisky in 1860 was about 100,000,000 gal-
lons; but afterward a most ecareful commission was created by the
two Houses of Congress, of which David A. Wells was the chairman,
consisting of three men, and they went into the whole question of
whisky production, not only in the year 1850 but for a long series of
years, and they concluded that less than 40,000,000 gallons was the
average annual production of whisky.

Mr. MERRIMON. The statistics of the country show that the
nnmber of gallons of distilled spirits is more than that; that it is
more than dounble that amount.

Mr. SHERMAN. Upon that point the Senator ought to allow me
to make o statement.

Mr. MERRIMON. I think Senators ought not to be interrupting
me in this way. They may correct me after I gef through if I am in
error. I cannot hear or yield to half a dozen af once.

Mr. LOGAN. We want to state the facts.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North Caro-
lina decline to yield?

Mr. MERRIMON. Yes, sir.

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well.

Mr. MERRIMON. I do not want to be interrupted further. Upon
that statement made by a republican Secretary of the Treasury, and
which I never heard contradicted until the other day by the honor-
#hle Senator from Ohio, [ Mr. SHErRMAN,] I made a calculation—an
estimate—the accuracy of which cannot be denied, whereby it will
appear that during Andrew Johnson’s administration more than $650,-
000,000 were lost. I said a great part of that was not collected at all,
and because it was not collected the republican party was responsi-
ble. It was stolen by faithless officers and misapplied by others

whom the republican party kept in office when they onght to have
punished them for if. That is what I said, and I repeat it, that it
was right and proper that the American people should hold the re-
publican party responsible for it. That is one point I made. In all
the arguments made here I have not heard that satisfactorily an-
swered, and Ido not believeit can be. The estimate may hg extrava-
gant, but I know and the country knows that it has been a standing
ground of complaint by the better class of men inthe republican party
and by the country generally that the Internal Revenue Departient
has lost millions since the close of the war through faithless officers
and frands of the most appalling character.

Another point that I made was that the republican party was not
an economical party; that growing out of the way of administering
the Government during the war, growing out of its extravagant no-
tions of policy and principles, or some cause, it did not administer the
Government economically ; and I cited figures to show that fact. I
undertook to show that the material fizures that I cited are substan-
tially correct, and no Senator has shown them materially incorrect.
One or two of the tables which I hive cited have been assailed to
some extent, but they have not been assailed successfully in a mate-
rial point of view. Ishowed that although in the first table showing
the increase of the civil service there might have been some irregu-
larity and inaccuracies about the details of the compilation and in
the several items from which the table was made up, yetin the aggre-
gate, taking the basis of estimate adopted by a distingunished repub-
lican, it was not far out of the way, The Blue Book, containing the
names of officers, employés, and agents, contained over twelve hun-
dred pages; and estimatinﬁlseventy names to a page, as wgs done by
the gentleman referred to, the number would be something over 84,000
officers and agents and employés in the service of the Government,
Then it was not denied that the names of employés at the navy-yards
and at many other places where persons were employed at one serv-
ice or another were not contained in the Blue Book nor taken into
the calenlation at all; and if they had been the number in the table
which I cited was not sufficiently great. As to the other table, about
the current expenses, I conld not see that there was any very greaf
difference between the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. DAWES] and
myself. I had not verified the table to which he adverted last, as I
told him and the Senate ; but to-day, on looking at the report of the
Secretary of the Treasury and comparing some items there with cor-
responding items in this table, I find that they harmonize exactly.

There is another fact in connection with that table to which the
Senator from Massachusetts did not advert. If he had looked at the
margin on the right-hand side of the table he wounld have found cer-
tain items pnt down asitemsof expendifure and other items as items
of appropriation. He did not make that distinction which was ma-
terial in determining its accuracy. So learning that there were errors
in that table, I cited another table of which there eould be no ques-
tion, which I vouched for when produced, and it was the only one for
which I did vouch. That table shows, as I insisted yesterday and on
Tuesday, not only an extraordinary, but an unnatural, increase of the
expenditures of the Government. I insisted that the republican paruy
were responsible for that umfatural inerease, and I so insist to-day.
Senators in undertaking to answer these points may go off and de-
claim about the warand denonnce the demoeratic party for sympathy
with the rebellion and all that, but I take it sensible men will not
allow that argument to weigh much with them when they come to
consider the two points I have thus made. The people are interested
in knowing whether these charges are true in whole or in part.
There are the figures and the data; let every one caleulate for him-
self. Those are the matters we are at issue about—not about the war
and its erimes and calamities.

I have not time now to enter into an elaborate reply to the long,
labored, and studied speech of the Senator from Vermont; but I am
going to cite some striking statistics from the record, which I happen
to have before me, in order that any man who has the capacity to
calenlate fignres and reason at all may see in a general view the force
and truth of the points which I made and have just restated. If
Senators can show that this general view is not true, I respectfully
challenge them fo do it.

In the year 1550 the population of this country was 21,191,876, The
net annual expenditures for administering the Government that year
were $37,165,990.00. Mark the proportion now of the increase as I
Yass along. In 1860 the population of this conntry was 31,443,321

n that year the net ordinary expenses of the Government wero

£60,056,754.71. In 1270 the population of the country was 38,558,371

now how the expenses go up, ont of all reasonable proportion

In 1875 the net ordinary expenses of administering this Government
were $171,529,848.27, nearly three times what it was in 1860.

Mr. EATON. Exclusive of the pension-list.

Mr. MERRIMON. Ithink neitherthe a{:propriation for pensioners
nor the interest on the public debt is ineluded in that statement of
the Government expenses. I know the interest on the public debt
is not included. Thisis only the ordinary expenses of adininistering
the Government for the last year. The increase for administering
the Government is nearly three to one. The increase in population
is not more, I believe, than ten millions in that time. Now, I put it
to any one who can reason at all whether, taking the growth and de-
velopment and the circumstances of tho country, it 18 necessary in
the year 1275 in carrying on the ordinary operations of the Govern-
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ment, to increase it to three times what it was in 18607 If it is not
necessary, then I ask my republican friends where has from foriy to
fifty million dollars in one year gone to? Answer that. Forty or
fifty millions of dollars is an immense sum according to my notion of
expenditures, <

Then I call attention to another fact tending to show the extrava-
gance I allege. The House of Representatives is fresh from the peo-

le, elected on the ground of reform and reirenchment. They came
Eere to look after t%l: ple’s interest, and they have done it as far as
they could with lights before them and the circumstances surrounding
them. They say that they have made appropriations sufficient to
carry on the Government and to carry it on efficiently. And they
have ent down the appropriations from last year 38,000,000 in round
numbers. Now I ask, if this is true, if the public expenditures the
current year may be reduced $3%,000,000, wa might not that sum
have been saved last gm and for several years past? Let him who
can answer. Yet if the republican party, who have administered the
Government since the war, have collected the revenues, have allowed
no frauds, have administered the Government fairly and honestly in
all respects, how is it possible that the democratic House have ascer-
tained that the Government can be sufficiently supported during the
year 1876-'77 and reduce the amount of revenue to be applied to that
purpose §38,000,000% That is something I cannot understand, and
that is what I leave my republican friends to explain. My friend
says it is not the fact, but has he risen here to say these figures can
be denied T I cite the record here as to the fact. I cite the report of
the Secretary of the Treasury as to the amount exlpendcd for admin-
ijstering the Government in the several periods I have mentioned.
Can they deny that? Can theg_lpuint. ont why the expenses in admin-
istering this Government in 1875 shall be three times as much as it
was in 1860, leaving out the War Department and the war expeuses?
I leave them to answer that question. I put these striking facts and
figures to the people, and I call upon them to call upon this party to
explain how this is; and if they cannot explain it to their satisfac-
tion, to condemn them at the ballot-box. 1

The Senator from Vermont, instead of meeting these figures, facts,
and arguments, and showing they are false or substantially so, goes
off in declamation, and the main part of his speech is devoted to the
war, its erimes and horrors. He seems to want fo divert attention
from this subject by a stirring reference to the war. I do not go into
that subject at all. I cansee no good to come of doing so, and it
is not material to do so. Then, too, he abuses the democratic party
for what they did during the war. It is not my provinee to defend
the democratic party or anything they did during the war. There are
others who can do that more properly and who know more about it ;
but what transpired sinee the war I have a right to talk about, and I
have talked about it. ,

The other day the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SarrMaN] almost
alarmed me about the character of the speech I had made. He said I
had denounced the republican partyin a most wholesale manner; thut
I had said they were common thieves, robbers, dogs, sconndrels, and
all that sort of thing. I wonder that he conld so express himself. I
never indulge in such ]anginaie as that here or elsewhere, I was
glad the next morning in looking over the REcCORD to find that
auybody looking at what I said could not truly say there was a
coarse word of anybody in it. Nor did I deny that ihere were honest
men in the republican party. On the contrary, I expressly said, I
believe in reply to a question put by the Senator from Illinois, [ Mr.
LoGax,] that there were men and thonsands of them in the
republican party just as there are in all parties; but I did insist
that bad, selfish, and eorrupt men had gotten into that party in such
numbers, they had got such control upon its vitality, that the party
was not able to purge itself; and if the American people expected to
rid themselves of this inecubus they would be obliged to change the
administration of the Government. That is what I said. I did not
use any dis tful word to any respectable republican on this floor
or anywhere else. I did not charge the party as the Senator said I
did, and I cannot see any reasonable motive for insisting that I
charged the party in that way. That is the position that I occupied
and now oceupy, and so I wish to be understood.

This, Mr. President, is about all I care to say now. I do notwant to
protract this debate. I am anxious that we should come to a vote on
this bill as soon as possible, but this much was due to myself.

h_Ml;. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion to

im

Mr. MERRIMON. Yes, sir.

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator was speaking abont the extraordinary
expenditures of the Government and comparing them with the ex-
penses of 1860, 1 should like to suggest one or two little items which
will probably refresh his recollection. We estimate the Army to cost
about $1,000,000 to a regiment yearly. When the war broke ont we
had ten reg{imants. If the Senator will look into the condition of the
Army now he will see a difference of about $20,000,000 in that respect.

1f the Senator will examine the amount of claims that have been al-
lowed every yeay since the war by the Quartermaster’s Department
aud by the Commissary Department for horses lost in the service, for
P‘ﬂviainn, for fuel, for destruction of property, and things of that
ind growing ont of the war, he will find another addition perhaps.
Mr. MERRIMON. T would remind my friend that expenses of that
character are not embraced in the net ordinary expenses of the Gov-

ernment. In 1875 the gross expenditures in administering the Gov-
ernment were $652,000,835.32.

Mr. LOGAN. That is paying interest—and everything else—every
claim possible.

Mr. MERRIMON. Certainly; and paying these very expenditures
which we are talking abont.

Mr. LOGAN. For what year is that?

Mr. MERRIMON. Eighteen hundred and seventy-five; and here
is the record if the Senator wishes to see it. '

Mr. WINDOM. In 15751

Mr, LOGAN. What does the Senator mean 1

Mr. MERRIMON. The gross expenditores in 1875.

Mr. WEST. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him one mo-
ment? The Senator gives correctly the gross expenditures, but there
is a very great difference between the amount of money expended
and what 1t costs to carry on the Government.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—

Mr. WEST. One moment.

Mr. MERRIMON. I do not think I have ever seen a time—

- The I;I;FSLDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North Caro-
na yielc

Mg. MERRIMON. If I can find out which gentleman to yield to.
I do not want to be in any way discourteons to any one; but to which
Benator shall I yieldf

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator now makes a statement that the ex-
penses of the Government during the last year were $682,000,000, and
with an air of trinmph he says he has got it here in a report right
before him, Surely a Senator of the United States ought to be very
careful abont making a statement which every boy in the whole land
will wonder at at once. Everybody knows that is not so. The very
next figure to it, within half an inch of the statement of that large
expenditure of éﬁ&‘Z,OOO,DOO, which was the expenditure, shows
there was paid in refunding the public debt $407,377,492,

Mr, EDMUNDS,. It is a mere change of the acconnts.

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the very next figure [pointing on the re-

rt] only so far from that statement. That amount was expended
in refunding the public debt, changing one bond to another.

Mr, MERR[MOg. Thatincluded the sinking fund andother things,
did it not ?

Mr. LOGAN. And that sum of $400,000,000 applies to the state-
ment the Senator referred to as gross expenditures, and is to be de-
ducted therefrom.

Mr. MERRIMON. Certainly, the gross expenditures, There are
the figures, and Senators are denying the fact right in their faces.

Mr. LOGAN. The amount of money paid on the publie debt is a
part of the expenses of the Government, the Senator says, and when
it was paid on a debt incurred by himself and others, a debt that the
war produced.

Mr. MERRIMON. Here I will advert to one matter mentioned by
the Senator from Vermont. Hetalked a great deal about the amonnts
that had been paid out to elaims against the Treasury for cotton, &e.
The Senator ought to have been candid enough to say that in paying
out that money it was paid out because it had heen covered into the
Treasury when the cotton that produced it was seized and sold,
and it was paid out to those who were entitled to it under the de-
cisions of the courts of the country.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Undoubtedly; but the Senator’s point was that
the total expenditures of the Government had gone on increasing and
increasing so as to show by the mere total that they were very ex-
travagant. One item I say is paying that money down Sonth for
their confederate cotton. Is that extravagant{ That was my ques-
tion.

Mr. MERRIMON. No, sir; I did not pretend to say that it was
extravagant. *

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then what did the Senator say this was the total
of extravagance for? "

Mr. MERRIMON. That money was not goften from the people by
taxation, nor was that taken into the account which I have read,
which shows the net ordinary expenses of administering the Govern-
ment every year from 1865. If any Senafor can answer the point [
made, let him answer it. The figures and facts cited cannot be an-
swered by going off on the war.

Mr, WEST. bSmma of your figures have been answered.

Mr. MERRIMON. I do not know when it was done.

Mr. WEST. The Senator from Ohio [ Mr, SHERMAN ] answered your

figures.

ghlir. MERRIMON. No, sir; I read exactly what was in the report
of the Secretary of the Treasury.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly.

Mr. MERRIMON. It included other matters, and I intended fo
state what the gross expenditures were.

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator read it just as the man read the
Bible: “If Satan entice thee to sin, consent thon;” and there he
stopped, leaving off the “not.”

r. MERRIMON. That is a very poor way to meet a fact and an,
argument.
r. EDMUNDS. I submit to the Senator that it is.

Mr. MERRIMON. Making langhable suggestions he-e, there, aud
elsewhere does not meet the point. Can any Senator, will any dis-
interested man in this country, contend that the internal-revenue
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system has been properly, judiciously, wisely, and faithfully admin-
istered since the close of the war; and that the amount of money
has gone into the Treasury that ought to have gone there?! The
amount of money was not collected thatought tohave been collected,
the officers have not accounted for all the money that they D‘ﬂ%llt to
have accounted for, and they having failed to do it the republican
party, having absolute control of the Government, are responsible
for it.

Mr. EDMUNDS, May I ask the Senator—

Mr. MERRIMON. Then here these fignres— :

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North Caro-
lina yield to the Senator from Vermont?

Mr. MERRIMON. No, sir. Here are these fignres which show this
unnatural, this abnormally extravagant inerease of the expenses
from year to year since the war. Has any Senator accounted for
that to the satisfaction of any disinterested mind ?

Mr. WEST. Which figures do you speak of?

Mr. MERRIMON. 1 trust the Senator will not interrupt me again.
If I allow one to do it half a dozen will do it, and I must be courte-
ous alike to all.

Mr. WINDOM. The Senator was asking somebody to account for
it. We thought perhaps he wonld like to have it done.

Mr. MERRIMON. In the proper way and at the proper time.

Mr. EDMUNDS. *In some other way,” as Agrippa said unto Paul.

Mr. MERRIMON. Instead of coming down fo these poinis and
showing how money ought to havebeen collected and how much was
collected and accounted for, the Senator has gone off into the war to
rekindle the fires of hate and discord. I shall not join in that work.

1 adverted to the fact thatextravagance was made manifest in that
the democratic party in the House of Representatives have reduced
taxation $38,000,000.

Mr. WINDOM. By what bill?

Mr. MERRIMON. I mean appropriations, I explained that the
other day. That is another subterfuge. That is the way you un-
dertake to answer a point.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator yield to the Sen-
ator from Vermont?

Mr. MERRIMON. I will not yield; I do not want to be discour-
teous, but if I yield to one, I will have to irield to half a dozen others,
so that I eannot go on with the remarks I intended to make before
taking my seat. The Senator from Indiana [ Mr. MorTOX] the other
day, with an air of triumph asked the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. THUR-
MaAN] or some other Senator, has the Honse sent in a bill here that
proposes to rednce taxation one dollar? He thought that argument
was a complete answer to the argument being made by the Senator
on this side of the Chamber. It is appropriate to allude to it now in
ansgver to the suggestion the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr, WiNpoM]
makes.

The answer to it is twofold and very plain. The republican party
have administered this Government since 1860. Passing by the war,
they have had absolute control of the Government since 1565, and
what is the condition of the country to-day? Prostration of indus-
tries and business everywhere, and we witness distress on every hand.
We hear of failures every day amounting in the aggregate to mill-
ions of dollars. Thousands of laborers are in want g%bread and can-
not find employment. Who is responsible for this disordered state of
the country if the republican party are not? Is it not plainly at-
tributable to their extravagance and misrnle? The maladministra-
tion in the collection of the revenues is sufficient to produce wide-
spread disaster, This alone, in my jndgment, has contributed much
to the present public distress and discontent.

How is it that all this evil has come upon the country while this
party are and have been in power, while they are ruling? The Bible
says, “When the wicked rnle the people mourn,” and the people mourn
to-day. We hear of commercial failures; we hear of industrial fail-
ures ; =yge hear of failures in every respect in every walk of life. On
which side soever we turn our eyes we see distress and hear loud
complaints. Who isresponsible for it ¥ All this is bronght about by
misrule. It has not come without a cause; and in such a country as
this, with snch a people, with such resources, want and distress can-
not come if they are properly and faithfully governed. The reve-
nues of the country are drawn from the same source they were drawn
from last year, and they will fall short many millions of dollars; and
we get that fact from the Treasury Department of the Government,
The public distresses have impaired alarmingly the sources of revenue.
Hence the taxes may not be redunced, unless in the contingency I will
now mention., The House has reduced the appropriations $33,000,000.
1f this republican Senate will coneur in thatreduction then we may ex-
pect a bill before we adjourn reducing the taxes of the people of the
country $20,000,000. Concur in the appropriation bills as the Hounse
passes them, and let us see if we donot get areduction of taxation to
that amount. The House, of course, cannot send a bill here reduein
the taxes until they see what a republican Senate will do with the
appropriation bills.

Mr. WINDOM. Would the Senator like to have me give a speci-
men of those reduetions ¥

Mr. OGLESBY. I want to see a statement of those reductions.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North Caro-
lina yield ? :

Mr. MERRIMON. Two gentlemen want to put questions. I do
not know to which Senator I am fo yield.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator yield to the Sen-
ator from Minnesota, [Mr. WiNpom1]

Mr. MERRIMON. I am oblig:d to yield.

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not fair. I asked the Senatorto yield to
me first.

Mr. MERRIMON, If anybody is going to misconstrue my motives,
I will not consent to yield to anybody.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Go on; there will be time enongh by and by.

Mr. MERRIMON. My purpose in rising was not to go into a gen-
eral discussion. I am not prepared to do it now.

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is evident.

Mr. MERRIMON. If I should take time and belabor the subject
and study it as the Senator from Vermont has done, I would make
many points that he would fail to meet, as he has failed to do to-day,
the points I made the other day; he would make another speech
based on the war! I have simply endeavored in the course of a hasty
running debate to correct some misrepresentations and to restate two
points, which seem to have given S8enators on the other side so much
tronble ever since. I believe every day since I spoke first in this
debate Senators have been endeavoring in one way or another to get
rid of two rather iroublesome points made against their party. If I
have the opportunity I can make the argnment tenfold stronger,
and the time will come before the November election when I will do it.

Mr. FRELINGHUYBEN. I want to ask the Senator for a piece of
informaiion.

Mr. MERRIMON. Ido notthink]I can yield to my friend from New

Jersey.

Mr.yFRELINGHUYSEN. All T want to know is this: My friend
told the country and told me that the expenditures of the Govern-
ment for 1875 were $6582,000,000. Is that correct?

Mr. MERRIMON. No, sir; I did not say that at all.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. You certainly said so.

Mr. MERRIMON. No, sir; I did not say so, nor anything like it.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. And that the report of the Secretary of
the Treasury proved it.

Mr. MERRIMON. 1 said that the net expenditures of the Govern-
ment were $171,520,848.27; and I said that that was nearly three
times as mach as the administration of the Government cost in 1860
when the population has inereased less than ten million; and I called
upon the Senator from New Jersey and the Senator from Louisiana
and all the republican S8enators to explain to the American people how
that happened. Let them do so, if they can, here or elsewhere.

Mr. WEST. As the Senator has alluded to the Senator from Lou-
isiana, will he allow me fo say a word to him, being what I wished to
say to him a few moments ago?

Mr. MERRIMON. When I get through I will yield. There seems
to be a persistent purpose on the part of a number of SBenators, if
sible, to divert me from the line of discnssion I am pursning and in-
terject speeches of all sorts and character into my remarks. Iam
sure I did not interrupt any Senator in that way.

I was going to say that I did not expect or care to engage further
in this debate and I rose this evening, after what the Senator from
Vermont had said to-day,simply to restate the points I had made and
to cite some figures from the record which happened to be convenient,
which add weight to what I said on the former occasion. Whatever
they may say about these two tables excepted to, no Senator upon
that side has yet shown that they are substantially wrong. I repeat,
no Senator has shown that either of those two tables is substantially
wrong. Outside of and apart from those tables I desire to cite these
ﬁ%uws from the record in order to show that the data upon which I
rely for the points I made the other day are true as taken from the
records, and I beg Senators, when they come to comment wpon the
positions I took the other day, to come up to the point and to meet
the facts. When they shall do so successfully the country will be
better satisfied than they will be with fiery declamation about the war
and ifs horrors. The war is over; the people now want peace and
faithful, honest, wholesome, government.

Mr. WEST. I want here to interpose and ecall the attention of the
Senator and the Senate te jome of the facts in connection with these
tables, Whether the Senator from North Carolina said so or not,
certainly the Senator {from New Jersey so understood him, and cer-
tainly I so understood him, that the gross expenditures of this Gov-
ernment in the year 1875 were §682,000,000.

Mr. EDMUNDS, The Senator said so.

Mr. WEST. That point was immediately answered by the Senator
from Ohio, [Mr. SHERMAN, | who called the attention of the Senator
from North Carolina to the fact that in the very next column of fig-
ures $407,000,000 of that amount was accounted for in the changes in
the publie debt. I want to call the Senator’s attention also to this
column of net ordinary expenditures, as they are called and rendered
in the Treasury book-keeping. They are no criterion whatever of the
expenses of the Government. They are the disbursements ont of the
Treasury of the United States for anyand all purposes and are obliged
by law to be stated as expenditures. If the Senator will recur to the
foot-note under that table, he will see one very prominent and marked
instance, and that is the case where the money invested by the United
States for the benefit of the Alabama claims claimants to the extent
of $15,500,000 is charged as an expenditure of the Government. This
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sum of $682,000,000 is the disbursement out of the Treasnry of the
United States. It hasnothing to do with the expendifures whatever
or the cost of the Government.

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from North Carolina made a state-
ment so extravagant and so wild upon this floor that when he made
it it excited my surprise and perhaps rather an undue heat in reply
to it; but here the fi are before me in black and white, I wish
to point out to the sober sense of candid men in regard fo this whisky
tax, for that is all I shall refer to, the ample and full explanation

iven by official documents of the discrepancy between what it is al-
ﬁ:gad we ought to have collected and what was really collected. The
Senator commenced by muminﬁ an entirely erroneous estimate of
facts; I do not care how if is ¢

Mr. MERRIMON. I gave the estimate made by Mr. Fessenden.

Mr. SHERMAN. It was made casually by Mr. Fessenden. If you
will show me the langunage of Mr. Fessenden I can explain it. I can-
not find it. Here is E.rils annual report as Secretary of the Treasury,
and if is not in it. I will read from the speech of the Senator from
North Carolina:

According to a statement which I have before me giving the amount of internal
revenus raised from distilled spirits from the year 1263 to the year 1875, the aggre-
ﬁa number of gallons npon which tho Government received revenue was G16,500,-

. The number of gallons that ought to have been acconnted for in that time is
13,000,00 1,000, according to the estimate made by the late Mr. Fessenden (then Sec-
retary of the Treasury) in 1864,

Mr. Becretary Fessenden never made snch an estimate. He died
lm;f before the expiration of the time that this estimate covers.

r. EDMUNDS. That is probably their reason for supposing he
made the estimate!

Mr, SHERMAN. The Senator from North Carolina commenced by
saying that Mr. Fessenden stated we should have collected taxes on
this large amount:

The number of gallons that onght to have been acconnted for in that time is

13,000,000,000, according to the estimate made by the late Mr. Fessenden (then Sec-
retary of the Treasury) in 1064, * d

That is, that Mr. Fessenden made an estimate that there was mann-
factured in this country from 1863 to 1875 13,000,000,000 gallons. Mr.
Fessenden, unfortunately for the country, died in 1370.

Mr. MERRIMON. What I meant—

Mr. SHERMAN. Iknow what the Senator meant. I take what
he stated as his data. In the first place, the whole basis for this com-
putation alleged to have been made by-Mr. Fessenden was a remark
made by him either in debate here on the floor or in his report as
Secretary of the Treasury. If was not made in his report as Secre-
tary of the Treasury, because I have looked over that report. He
wonld not have made it there, but in some speech he said that in
1860 we manufactured in this conntry 100,000,000 gallons, as shown
by the census. This was a casunal statement, such as we often
make ; just as my friend said the §Ir;oss expenses of the Government
for 1875 were $652,000,000, But Mr. Fessenden was mistaken, be-
cause when yon look at the census returns it isdifferent. Ihave here
the census returns of 1860, and they show that the entire amounnt,
the highest amount that was ever estimated to be nade in this conn-
try—not what was actnally manufactured, but what was estimated
to be made in this conntry—was 90,412,581 gallons, which it is said
was made in 1860. Here is a falling off of 10,000,000 gallons to com-
mence with; but that was not all. When this number of gallons
was made, whisky was worth in Missouri and Illinois about fifteen or
sixteen centsa gallon. It waslargely consumed. Nearly one-third of
the whole whisky was consumed for what was called burning-flaid,
and the rest was made into aleohol at a very cheap rate and ex-
ported. This is shown by the official document that I have before me,
and which is no less a document than Mr. Wells’s report made to
Congress, a gentleman who is an acknowledged authority upon this
question.

Mr. LOGAN. A recent democratic candidate for Congress.

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not know that he was a democratic candi-
date for Congress in Connecticut a short time ago. At all events he
is a gentleman of character. Mr, Wells gives a statement of the
former production of whisky and shows how rapidly it has fallen off,
and then he says:

Sinee 1260, when the foregoing returns of the Censns Office were made, a ve
large reduetion in the distillation and consnmption of distilled spirits in the Unit
States has taken place, The first, and undoubtedly the 1 t, element in such
reduction has been the disuse of alecohol for the preparation of buraing-fluid, which
is commercially p edl by mixing one gallon of rectified spirits of turpentine
(eamphene) with from four to five gallons of aleohol. Eaeh gallon of aleohol thus
used requires 1.88 gallons of proof spirus, by which is to be understood amixture of
abont 50 per cent. aleohol and 50 per cent. water.

For some time previous to the year 1861 the use of burning-fluid in the United
States as an illuminating agent, in places where coal gas was not available, was
nlm;;at nnj\'({lrsa[. Its price 1836 to 1861 ranged from forty-five to sixty-five
cents per omn.

1t would sppear, by the investigations made into this subject by the commission
that the amount of alcohol converted into burning-fluid by miang with rectified
spirits of turpentine, (camphene,) and consumed during the year 1860, conld not
have been less than 12,060,000 gallops, which must have necessitated the nse of
upward of 19,000,000 gallons of proof spirits, At the Sounth and West, how-
ever, large quantities of burning-tinid were prepared by mixing the aleohol di-
rectly with the erude or commercinl spirits of torpentine, without subjeetin
the latter constituent to reetification; which amount being allowed for wou!ﬁ
probably increase the figures above given by one-third, amg. make the total con-

sumption of aleohol, for the preparation of burning fluid in the country, during
1800, 16,000,000 gallons, requiring over 25,000,000 gallons of proof spirits.

Here are 25,000,000 gallons gone, because in 1861 petrolenm became
the substitute for burning-fluid. Thus 25,000,000 gallons disappeared
at onece from the consumption of the country and the amonnt was re-
duced from 90,000,000 to 65,000,000 gallons, instead of 100,000,000 gal-
lons, as the Senator assnmes,

Mr. MERRIMON. Allow me to ask the Senator one question.

Mr. SHERMAN. No; I want to get throngh with thisexplanation
becanse I am now reading from documents.

Sinee 1862 the production and consumption of burning fluid in the United States
have almost cntBtl ; ceased, and its price on the 1st of September, 1863, was ro-
ported to the commission as about $4 per gallon. This result may be attributed
mainly to the discovery of petrolenm, and the use of its cheaper and less dang
ous ferivatives for illuminating purposes, and Ay to the high price of spir-
its of turpentine in consequence of the rebellion, this article having advanced
from forty-seven cents per gallon in 1860 to §2.15 per gallon at the close of 1564,
With a return of spirits of turpentine to its former price and a reduction of the
tax on distilled spirits, it is the opinion of dealers most conversant with the trade
that a partial revival of business of manufacturing burning fluid may be expected.

But the truth is that by reason of the great cheapness of petrolenm,
all this burning fluid, even from turpentine, is now superseded by
the petrolenm. This rednces the enormous estimate of the Senator
down to 65,000,000 gallons. But I have here also the statement made
by the same disfinguished source, together with his associates of the
revenue commission, showing that in 1866 by this and other causes
stated in_the report the production of whisky in this conntry had
been reduced to 40,000,000 gallons on account of the tax being put
upon it, and for this reason among other causes these commissioners
recommend the reduction of the tax on whisky.

Let us go back again for a moment to the statement of the Senator
from North Carolina and see if such an exaggeration would not ex-
cite surprise in a person who wished to get at the'facts. I will read
again what the Senator said :

In that year he said in his report, in making his estimates on the sobject of the
internal revenues, ihat the number of gallons distilled was equal to about one hun-
dred millions per anuum—

I shonld like him to furnish me the aunthority. I eannot find it in
Mr. Fessenden’s report certainly. Ihave the report, and I have given
it to the Senator, and I shonld like him to find the authority—
and if that amount of spirita was distilled in 1864 it is reasonable to estimate that
after peace returncd, and when the indusiries of the country had been in some
measure renewed, the number of gallons produced annually would inerease; but
for the sake of ecrtainty and fairness I take it that the annual tmduct lon of spirits
in this country since 1804, and anterior to that time as far back as 1863, was equal
t0 100,000,000 gallons per annum,

In the first place, I show that the whole basis has dropped ont of
this estimate; first, that in 1860 only 90,000,000 gallons were pro-
duced ; next, that in 1861 the amount fell off to 65,000,000 zallons
by the authentic report of your commission, and that the following
year by the same statement and report the amount fell down to
40,000,000 gallons.

Mr. MERRIMON. Will the Senator say that there is a less quan-
tity of spirits distilled in this conntry now than in 1860 ?

Mr. SHERMAN. I am not saying a word about that now; I am
mminF to that. The SBenator confuses dates. I say that in 1854 the
official report of these commissioners certifies and shows that the
amonnt 1prmllwed in this conntry was not over forty millions of gal-
lons, and they thonght that was an overestimate, and that in 1863
and 1862 it could not have exceeded sixty-five millions, and the rea-
sons were given for this estimate. Now take up the Senator’s figures
made up on this false assnmption, first upon a statement that I do
not find in Mr. Secretary Fessenden’s report:

Mr. MERRIMON. But you admit he did say it.

Mr. SHERMAN. I admit he said in some speech that the amount
produceil in 1860 was one hundred millions, but that was not correct.
But the Senator, instead of taking official data and looking at the
censnus report himself, takes an ad captandum remark made by a Sena-
tor as the authentic basis for a remark that wonld sink the whole re-
publican party into infamy if it were true. Upon this false bagis he
goes on and makes this arraignment of the republican party®vhich
I say would cover them with infamy if it were true:

If that is correct, I repeat the number of gallons that ought to have been made
from 1863 to 1574 was 13,000,000,000 of gallons. In tho years 1265, 1866, 1~67, and
1563 the tax on spirits was 82 a gallon. This onght to have yielded £200,000,000 in
those years. Now hear the fact, and a material one, that only £104,000,000 were re-
alized; 8o the losa to the Government pending that time was §696,000,000! 1 ask
the Senator from Indiana and I ask the Senator from Ohio, who propounded their
questions with such an air of trinmph a while ago, where did that money go to;
into whose pockets did that go! It went into the pockets of those who collected
the revenue and those who controlled the rovenue; it went into ten thousand ave-
nues to corrupt and demoralize and impoverish the conntry and prostrate the indns-
tries of the country, and to bring about the present state of general public distress
and suffering. .

Thus the Senator upon the basis of a single error of his own, upon,
first, a false quotation, and next a false estimate, and next a false’
compntation, makes a charge against a political party that it had
squandered, put in its pockets and scattered among its leaders as an
agency of corruption $6956,000,000. The Senator may think that that
is a good stump argunient; it is not a senatorial argument, for no-
body believes that this money was ever collected ; it has never gone
into the hands of anybody or ever corrupted anybody, except so far
as distillers and others engaged in the manufgeture of whisky may
have been able to steal and rob, and perhaps a few store-keepers and
other officers may have been able to evade the law in collusion with
them.
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But let us go further. Take the Senator’s own figures now. He
quotes from a table which I supposeis correct; I have notstopped to
verify it. He shows that in 1863 the number of gallons of whisky on
which the tax was paid was 16,149,954, That was when the tax was
twenty cents a gallon, and I have no doubt that probably represents
all that was made during that year, because Senators must remember,
those who were here at the time will remember very well, that when
it was first proposed to put a tax upon whisky every distiller in this
land went to work to make as much as he could continuously; the
distilleries were run to the very utmost extent of their capacity in
order to bring into the market unpaid whisky as they had a right to
do. It was a part of their business. The resulf was that at the time
our tax law took effect there was supposed to be on hand one or two
years’ supply. Whether that be so or not, it is difficult to tell ; but
at any rate for nearly a year after the tax of twenty cents took effect
there was very little whisky manufactured in this couniry. The
amount on hand filled the channels of consumption. I, among others,
endeavored to put a tax upon the spirits on hand, but we found our-
gelves opposed by a large majority of both Houses of Con and
could not do it, on the ground that it was difficult to trace this
whisky. The faet was that before the tax took effect probably
100,000,000 gallons had been manufactured and put on the market.
Afterward, and most nunwisely, there was an effort in the conntry—
and it was voted for by a majority of both Houses of Congress against
my earnest remonstrance—to raise the tax from twenty cents to §2
a gallon, I believed then that it was a most suicidal attempt, but
the very moment that proposition was made in either House of Con-
gress, the distillers again went to work with full fury, every distill-
ery was run to its ntmost ca{mcitf, and in a single year they ran up
the manufacture of whisky in this conntry at a tax of twenty cents
a gallon to 85,295,393 gallons in 1864. They pushed it to the nutmost
extremity, and they had nearly a year at their utmost capacity to
run up this whisky, and it was said the distilleries were running day
and night; distilleries were built merely for the purpose of availing
themselves of the opportunity., My friend from Missouri [ Mr. BogY]
I have no doubt is familiar with the history of the western country.
Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois started in this business with t fervor
and fmiﬂin order to evade the two-dollar tax. They ran into market
in less than asingle year 85,000,000 gallons and paid the tax of twenty
cents a gallon on it, and what was the result? The channels were
filled. The uses of whisky had been somewhat varied; the consump-
tion had fallen off largely. The tax was so high at §2 a gallon that
it made the price &z.gge a gallon. Itsuses fell off and from and after
the taking effect of that tax of §2 a gallon there was very little
whisky, comparatively, manufactured in this country. These com-
missioners estimate the amountat thirty to forty million gallons man-
ufactured after that time; but 'nn]g.i?pily this was accomplished in
1865 when the $2 a gallon tax took effect just about contemporaneous
with the coming in of Andrew Johnson, aud the controversies which
arose between the then President and the Senate, the republican
party and the democratie party, as to who was responsible for Mr.
Johnson,

The tax itself wasunwise, and attempting to levy a two-dollar tax
the republicans onght to take their full share of the responsibility,
but I believe that every demoecrat in either House voted for it. It
was not a party matter. It was an effort on the part of the temper-
ance people of both political parties to gain the highest possible rev-
enue out of whisky; butit wasa piece of bad political economy. We
defeated ourselves. Iam glad to say that I voted against it, and I
always have ogpased these sudden outrageous changes of our rev-
enue laws. The resnlt was to force the product of whisky before the
two-dollar tax took effect to so great an extent that the channels of
consumption were full, and for two or three years after that we raised
scarcely anything. We did the same thinE last year with partially
the same effects, though I tried to defeat if. In 1865 the number of
gallons of distilled spirits under the dollar tax had fallen fo 16,958,845;
in 1866 to 14,847,943; in 1867 to 14,583,739; in 1868, the last year of
Johnson’s administration, to 7,224,808 gallons. Thus, first by the op-
eration of a bad law, and next by the operation of the political con-
troversies that led to bad men being employed for the collection of
the revenue, the whisky tax fell down until there was oné year only
$14,000,000 received from it.

Mr. I;'residant, the idea that anyone should come in now and insist
or claim as a political argnment to be used on the stnmlp, not here,
that during fonr years when Andrew Johnson could only col-
lect a tax on seven million gallons there were one hundred million
Fallons of whisky made each year and that the republican party col-

ected the tax on one hundred million gallons and used all except the
$14,000,000 collected as a corruption fund, is so strange, so extrava-
gant, so wrong, that in a deliberative body like this it seems to me
such a suﬁsﬁon ought not to be made. Sir, it does seem to me that
when one knows the facts as they are, to nse such an argunment before
the peofple 80 as to mislead them into a gross and erroneous idea of a
state of corruption that does not exist except in the imagination, is

wrong.

Mr. SAULSBURY. Will the Senator allow me one question ?

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. SAULSBURY. I understand the Senator from Ohio to say that
during the administration of Mr. Johnson in one year there were only
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about seven million gallons produced. I think the Senator means to
say that is the amount on which revenne was paid.
. SHERMAN, Yes.

Mr. SAULSBURY. Iwant to know whether in that year and sub-
sequent years there was not a vast amount of illicit whisky distilled
upon which there was no revenue collected ?

Mr. SHERMAN. Undonbtedly; and here is this report of the Rev-
enue Commissioner made in 1867 calling attention to it, and it be-
came 8o gross and glaring that it led Co to repeal that act and
to retrace its steps. There were wholesale frands committed in Mr.
Johnson’s administration.

Mr. SAULSBURY. I want to ask the Senator this question, to be
honestly answered, whether if the revenue officers during that period
had performed their m and those charged with the administration
of the Government discharged their duty, could that illicit
whisky have been manufactured and put upon the market?

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not believe in a broad country like ours,
with every opportunity to evade the laws, with mountains and
streams and sparsely populated all over, it is in the power of man to
collect a tax of $2 a gann on whisky. The cost of manufacturing
whisky is only sixteen cents. I appeal to my friend from Delaware
now to answer me in honesty when I ask him whether, if there is
any responsibility for the failure to collect the revenue in those mem-
orable years, it is not shared by both political parties, because John-
son sent us only men who belonged to his political faith, and we
only confirmed the best that we could get from him ?

Mr, SAULSBURY. I will answer honestly the inquiry. In the
first place, I disclaim what has been attempted to be made here in
argument the impression on the country, that the administration of
Andrew Johnson was a democratic administration; but even if it
had been a democratic administration the history of the country
shows that the republican Congress changed the law and wonld not
permit Mr. Johnson to turn out at his pleasure the revenne officers
and other officers that he had the appointment of, and that he could
only make appointments by the consent of the m&ublican Senate.
If there was any failure to have proper revenne officers it was not
the fanlt of Mr. Johnson, but the fault of those who controlled his
action by their legislation.

Mr. SHER . I can divide with my friend even on his own ar-
gument. The tenure-of-office act, which he thinks transferred the
responsibility from Andrew Johnson to the republicans, was not

till nearly two years after Johnson was President.
3 Mr. STEVENSON. Johnson was a republican those two years, any
ow,

Mr. SHERMAN, Isit nof ridiculous in the Senate of the United
States to have this matter discussed as a question of responsibility
for the loss of this whisky revenue when no human power conld col-
lect ? It was a wrong law, sustained by both political parties, en-
deavored to be enforced at a time when from the nature of ﬂ.lil:]tj{ﬂ and
the political controversies that existed it was impossible to collect it.
Therefore I know, without asking the answer of my honorable friend,
that he wonld not make this broad, sweeping charge against the re-
publican party for the corrupt use of GGQG,DO%,ODE).

Let us go further, Mr. President. The result was that in 1368-'69
at the last session of Congress during Mr. Johnson’s administration
Congress undertook to correct this evil and reduce the tax to fifty
cents, and from that time until the last two or three years the tax on
whisky has been collected as closely as any tax levied by the Gov-
ernment of the United States. That is the judgment of the officers.
trMIr' MERRIMON. Why, look at the prosecutions all over the coun-

v

Mr, SHERMAN. I say that until the last three yoars the tax has
been collected regularly, and the tax has been collected on more gal-
lons of whisky, with a irx.dual increase of the number of gallons,
than was estimated by the revenue commission which sat in 1869.
The very table produced by the Senator from North Carolina will
show that since the time General Grant became President of the
United States, from 7,000,000 gallons which paid the tax thsg&)receding
year under Johnson’s administration, it sprang up in 1869, the first
year after we put in effect the new fifty-cent law, to 62,926,416 gal-
louns; the next year after that to 78,490,198 gallons, and that year
was the year that wo changed and tampered with to some extent the
fifty-cent law, by putfing on the complicated barrel-tax and some
other taxes. Under this new complication, or change, or enlarge-
ment of the tax, the number of gallons which paid tax was reduced.
The next year it fell to &3,214,0& ; the next year after that, 1872, to
66,285,000; the next year after that to 65,603,000 ; the next year after
that, 1874, there was a falling off to 62,000,000, From the commence-
ment of Grant’s administration until 1873 the whisky tax, I repeat,
and I can fortify it by official testimony of the highest character,
was collected as closely and regularly as any tax imposed by the
Government of the United Btates; and the only evasion of that tax
was in those sparsely populated Sonthern and Northern States where
whisky could be made in the mountains and on the streams beyond
the reach of the ordinary revenue officers, and where it was neces-
sary to carry the military in order to enforce the collection of the
revenue,

Then nnwisely, as I again repeat, we tampered with this whisky
tax, and raised it, and the result was that we threw into the pockets
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of men who held whisky large sums of money and we lost.revenue.
And the result of this increase of the tax, and of every increase of the
tax beyond a reasonable limit, or beyond that limit which experience
shows to be the one best adapted for revenue, is wrong, and reduces
the revenue instead of increasingit. Therefore, since 1873 the amount
has not been so large, and this is probably due also to a falling off in
consumption mseﬁe, somewhat by hard times, because although that
circumstance affects whisky less probably than anything , for
people will have their grog anyway, yet it does affect it to some ex-
tent by taking away from them the ability to buy their ; but
last year the tax-paid whisky had risen again somewhat, to 64,425,912
gallons. What it is this year I do not know.

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the Senator let me ask him a question f

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. STEVENSON. 1 should like to know how much the Govern-
ment lost by these late robberies by these rings in various cities, Saint
Lonis, Milwaukeé, and so on ¥

Mr. SHERMAN, I cannot tell.

Mr. BTEVENSON. What is the estimate of the Treasury Depart-
ment as to the loss of the Government arising from these robberies

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know. I do not know that there is any
basis for an estimate; and I heredesire to say that, so far as they are
concerned, all these whisky thieves, the men who endeavor to evade
taxes, I am very glad to see them punished and glad to see them
pushed to the extreme.

Mr. STEVENSBON. Does not my friend know that some of those

pointments were protested nﬁ;unat as unworthy and incompetent
to the President himself when they were made?

Mr. SHERMAN, The Benator from Kentucky, with more discretion
than the Senator from North Carolina, wants to change the issue as
to whether sometimes bad appointments were not made; but the
Senator from North Carolina cgm'ged us with $696,000,000 wasted and
squandered, and put in the pockets of politicians in four years and
scattered around as a corruption fund.

Mr. MERRIMON. No, Mr. President, I do not think that is fair.

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the statement.

Mr. MERRIMON. I laid down certain premises and deduced an ar-

t from them.

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Ohio is commenting on the fall-
ing off of the whisky tax for 1574 and 1875, but he does not take into
consideration one element that had considerable to do with it. The
question of the change of the whisky tax was pending here some six
months, and every distillery was run night and day for six months
in anticipation of that change of the tax. The necessary consequence
was that the statistics that year would be greatly swollen and the
next year greatly fall off.

Mr. SHE . That is true, and that operated just as it did at
the time when the tax was raised to §2. It ap that one year,in
1864, the number of gallons run up to £5,000,000 on the twenty-cent
tax in anticipation of the two-dollar tax.

Baut I desire to say in conclusion that the statements made by the
Senator from North Carolina, exaggerated as they are shown to be,
entirely untenable, blown up, caleulated to mislead and deceive the
people and convince them of a state of corruption that does not ex-
1st, are answered by the simple facts I have presented taken from his
own speech in t degree. There is no desire, I am sure, on the
part of the republican party, there can be no motive on the part of
the republican party to see a falling off of the revenue or to see cor-
ruption and abuses in the collection of the whisky tax. Why, sir,
the only men who have been punished have been punished by repub-
lican administration. General Grant himself has never deviated one
hair's breadth from the declaration he made “let no guilty man es-
cape.” But whether he did or not, I do not want to be drawn into a
mere political issue as to whether bad appointments are sometimes
made and good appointments are always made. Thatisone question;
but as for the charge made by the Senator from North Carolina, it
seems to me when explained it will only excite derision, and every
fair man will see that, while there may have been here and there a
loss of the whisky tax, here and there frands and corruption in the
collection of this as of other taxﬂ:i the charge as made is a gross
exaggeration, tends to mislead and deceive the people, and does not
do justice to them or give them an opportunity to judge fairly of the
facts that are submitted to them.

Mr. MERRIMON. Now, Mr. President, I wish simply to point out
how unfair, in my judgment, the Senator from Ohio is. I made arga-
ments. I took certain data; I pointed out to the S8enate where I got
those data, explained it fully, and then made certain deductions from
them. Every man who reads my specch will see that I got at the data
just in that way; and notwithstanding what the Senator says this

evening, and we have for the most part his simple opinion about it, | effec

I think that he is very greatly mistaken about the amount of spirits
distilled in this country.

Mr. SHERMAN. I bave read the report.
Oélr. MERRIMO}L. Iiiim are the returns of the Internal-Revenue

ce one year eighty-five million oms.

Mr, SH .F[M.Aﬂ I explained th%.:u

Mr. MERRIMON. Yes, you explained that in one part of your
laptaeché and you go on covering it up in another.

Mr. SHE - Isay thatduring that year, tempted by the near
approach of the two-dollar tax they ran their distilleries night and day.

Mr. MERRIMON. I believe that there are all of a hundred million
ons of spirit distilled in this conntry annually, and even more
than that. Of course what I stated was a mere estimate, but I gave
the data on which that estimate was made so that nobody could be
misled by it. The figures are enormous; they are startling; they are
alarming, and taking half of it to be so, it is still appalling.
Mr. BAULSBURY. (At five o’clock and fifty minntes p.m.) I move

that the Senate ndjlonm.
b_lllu[r. ALLISON. I hope that will not be done. Let us finish the
ill.

Mr. CRAGIN. Iappeal to the SBenator to withdraw his motion to
allow me to infroduce a resolution. ENO! nol]

Mr. SAULSBURY. It is near six o'clock.

Mr. ALLISON. I ask for the yeas and nays on the motion to ad-
journ. I want to see—

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is debate.
b'l}l[r' ALLISON. I merely want to say that an adjournment on this

ill now— -

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is not debatable. The
yeas and nays have been ordered on the motion to adjourn.
1‘J‘I‘I:.e yeas and nays being taken; resulted—yeas 8, nays 32, as fol-

W83

TYEAS—M; . Ba , Booth, Hitchcoe by, Saulsbury,
e
Chmﬁmgj Cookrall. Crag ,]n)lv‘i.u, Dawes, Dennis, Frelin h?mﬂmay. Hl:nsng',
Inlfn].la, ly, Kernan, Key, Logan, McMillan, Maxey, Msurrm Mitehell, Mor-
rill, Norwunf Paddock, Ransom, Spanmr,Wndlelgh, ithers, and Wright—232.

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of 1vania, Caper-
ton, Clayton, Conkling, Conover, Cooper, Dorsey, Eaton, Edm: Ferry, Gold-
igwcnita. Goﬁlan, Hs:!n ls[cm, Hamlin, f:hm?::. Jym of Florida, Jones of Nevada,

[ eDonals 3 orton, Imm. 5"8“ sh"“r urmau,
Walmy West, Whyte, and Windom—32, sl

8o the Senate refused to adjourn.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam not going to make a h; but I am go-
ing to ask my honorable friend from North Carolina, who stated that
my statements respecting what made up what he calls the net ordi-
nary expenses of the Government did not include the items to which
I referred directly referable to the rebellion, to turn to pages 16 and
17 of the report of the Becretary of the Treasury for this present ses-
sion. There he will find the items for the War Department for the
years 1865, 1866, 1867, 1868, 1869, 1870, 1871, 1872, 1873, 1874, and 1875,
and for the Navy Department for the same years, for the Indians for
the same years, for pensions, to which I did not allude, amounting
to §30,000,000 each year in round numbers.

hL{:. MERRIMON. The Senator misunderstood me; I did not say
tha

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will be good enough now, as he
told me, to wait until I can make some consecutive statement of fig-
ures that possibly if he will look at he will understand, he will oblige
me. And then there are the miscellaneous expenditures. These five
heads are there given, and then comes a table of the ordinary net ex-
penditures, not his table, but a table which the Senator will find on
Eaga 16 and page 17 of Executive Document No. 2 of the Forty-fourth

ongress, first session, now here. Instead of my being mistaken in re-
spect of what items went to swell these aggregates, if the Senator
will only be iood enou{gh to look at it himself and not take any mem-
ber of any other body in any other place for his authority, he will see
that I was perfectly correct in every particular. The only want of cor-
rectness that my observations had in respect of these expenditures was
that I only stated the leading items, for I would not weary the pa-
tience of the Senate by going throngh them. This shows, if there is
any value at all in statements of expenditures made officially to Con-

and not in speeches, the book being here, that wherever there

as been an increase of expense, it has been directly referable to the

unhappy causes to which I alluded, and the charge of the Senator was
that that was extravsfanca in the republican party. :

Mr. MERRIMON. I do nof care to continue the controversy this
evening. There may be an opportunity on another occasion. I am
anxious for a vote. :

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope there will be another occasion, for I have
a deal more to say.

. NORWOOD. I move tolay on the table the motion to recom-
mit the bill. '

Mr. MORRILL. Would not that carry the bill?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That motion would carry the bill.

Mr. STEVENSON. I hope the Senator will withdraw the motion.

Mr. NORWOOD. Does the Chair rule that the effect of my motion
would carry the bill to the table if it should prevail

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks that would e the

t.

Mr. MERRIMON. A motion {o lay on the table in case of an appro-
priation bill does not take the bill.

Mr. ALLISON. Why not vote directly on the question?

Mr. NORWOOD. I withdraw the motion.

Mr. STEVENSON. I shall vote for the recommittal of this bill as
proposed by the S8enator from Ohio, [Mr. THURMAN.

I shall do so for two reasons: First, because the bill contains large
appropriations to objects purely local, exclusively within the cogul-
zance of the States, and forbidden in my judgment by the Constitu-
tion of the United States; second, in this hour of monetary depres-
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sion, when the Treasury is depleted, and the people are threatened
with increased taxation, I deem it impolitic to appropriate one dellar
more to worksof internal improvement already commenced than isab-
solutely demanded ; and, as to worksnot commenced, I think their con-
struetion should be postponed fo a more convenient season. Iunder-
derstood the Senator who has this bill in charge, [Mr. ALLISON]
uneqnivocally to say, that the House bill contains many large appro-
priations to works already commenced, which the engineers having
them in ohariem can be reduced withont detriment to the public
service. If this be true, expediency and economy alike demand that
such reductions should be at once made. I donot intend to be drawn
into any discussion of the political issues of the presidential campaign
upon which we have just entered. Sucha debate belongs more appro-
priately to the hustin&t.han to the S8enate Chamber. But I must be
pardoned for saying, that the country will demand, and has a right to
expect, retrenchment and reform from all parties, and especially an
economical reduction of the annual expenditures of the Government.
That is the surest way to reduce taxation. Economize by lessenin
appropriations, and what remains of the annual revenue received eac
year from taxation will go to a reduction of the public debt. With
its diminution come lower taxes.

I will not say, after the reprimand the other day of the Senator
from Indiana,[Mr. MORTON,] that * the wolf is at the door, and that
the Government is threatened with bankruptey,” words charged by
him to have been improperly nsed in some late impromptu speech by
the democratic candidate for President, Mr. Tilden, and which seemed

somewhat to stir up the ire of that Senator.” But really, as it seems

to me, there was no occasion for it. The words, if at all, were
used tively, to denote the disordered and depressed condition of
our public affairs and the oppression of the people under onerous Fed-
eral taxation. It was a very pardonable and usual license of clear,
gtrong illustration; one which Mr. Clay in former times often in-
dn]geﬁ in, when arraigning his political opponents for mistakes and
maladministration of our public affairs. He would often declare:
“We are in the midst of a revolution, bloodless as yet.” The people
are groaning under political misrule greater than ““war, pestilence,
or famine,” Mr. Tilden, doubtless, never supposed that in resorting
to similar figurative illustration, he would subject himself to so
sharp and personal a criticism as that indulged in by the SBenator
from Indiana upon him for an innocent play npon words.

No one can dehy, Mr. President, that, whatever republican speakers
may say about the material wealth of our country, and the inexhaust-
ible character of its resources, it is self-evident that the present mon-
etary and industrial condition of the whole country is deplorable. Its
business energies paralyzed; its currency disordered; the national
credit abroad depressed ; the future uncertain; and the people groan-
ing under the burdens of an oppressive, frightful, and ruinous tax-
ation. Thisis what Mr. Tilden intended to portray ; nor is the picture
overdrawn. Iam informed that the business failures of 1875 amonnted
toseventy-seven hundred and forty, and during the first three months
of this year exceeded twenty-eight hundred, with aggregate liabilities
in that period exceeding $264,674,000. Public confidence is shaken,
business is disturbed, and bankrupteies overwhelm the land.

No matter, then, to what source these evils are to be traced, whether

to the maladminstration and mistakes of the party in power; or to any
other cause, no oue doubts the fact of their existence. Consequently,
all hflalstion having for its object reduced expenditures and lower
taxation, became an imperative obligation npon al;‘fyolitical parties.
Government is a trust, and all introsted with its administration are
trustees for the benefit of the people within the limitations and the ex-
actions of the Constitution. If the pending bill, therefore, contains
a solitary appropriation not clearly authorized by the Constitution,
let it be stricken out. 8o, too, if appropriations to objects clearly
constitutional are greater in amount than competent engineers in
charge of them say, present necessities demand, let them all be re-
duced.

Like my friend from Maryland, [Mr. WHYTE,] I have been reared,
Mr. President, in a political school of strict constructionists whose
foundersand followers have never believed that the Federal Government
possessed the constitutional authority to enter upon a general system
of internal improvements. Iknow it isaschool which some democrats
deride and would now discredit; still there are some of us who are
not ashamed of its faith and still cherish its doctrines. We still think,
that, as in the past so in the future, it may turn out that a rigid
adherence to the Constitution, strictly construed, with a simple Gov-
ernment, honestly and economically administered, may prove the best
mode of preserving free institutions.

Our fathers believed that a recurrence to fundamental principles
wonld often prove a safegunard against dangerous political evils. My

“belief is, that it is because certain great principles of the Constitution
have been departed from, that the Government has of late been so
often in peril. We have proved our ability to preserve the unity of
Government from all armed and direct assaunlts from without or
from within. But the problem of our capacity to resist internal perils
is yet to be solved. The dead empires of the past have found their
graves in extravagance, luxury, idleness, and corruption. Our safety
and our success, as a free constitutional Republic in the past, has
been based upon the ready adherence and obedience of the people to
the restraints and limitations of the Constitution im by them
on their own power. Their willing observance of the law, and their

unwillingness to mrm-lea;zl its barriers, under any temptation and in
any emergency, has been hitherto onr shining excellence.

‘When river and harbor bills, or other similar enactments contain-
ing immense appropriations from the Treasury of the United States
to objects in every section of the country, in which the people of
every State where the proposed improvement is located, are so deeply
interested, are under consideration, I know how difficult it is for the
representative so to read the Constitution, uninfluenced by local
self-interest, as to find among its provisions a negation of power to
make an appm?riation to objeets in his own State. This difficul
has been signally illustrated in the great eonflict of opinion whie
has existed in the past, among the most eminent and distinguished
statesmen upon the extent of constitutional power in the Federal
Government to make these improvements. , in the main,
that the wnatitutlot::lnfower extended to objects national, as contra-
distinguished from local; to improvements of a general character, in
which the whole country were interested, rather to such as were
wholly within a State, local in their character and within the exclu-
sive cognizance of State jurisdiction. Buat the great difficulty was,
what was national and what was local? That was the precise point
of conflict which has existed, and still exists.

While vetoes of river and harbor bills have often marked demo-
cratic administrations, yet it would not be difficult to find in many
of the bills that have received the sanction of demoeratic Presidents
some obiects of questionable constitutional power. I know, too,and
I trust I deeply aﬁ)preeiat’a, the present condition of the South, and
the imperious call for necessary appropriations to improvement of
their rivers and harbors, most of which are clearly within the sphere
of the Constitution. Nordo Iundervalue the deep interest of South-
ern Representatives for the passage of this bill. It makes large ap-

ropriations for improvements in the South. Here comes the test.

he conflict of self-interest, with the barriers imposed by the Con-
stitution against snch a forbidden appropriation. I shall not be
guilty of the ungracious task of criticising, or attempting to Biut
out the various items of appropriations in this bill which are wholly
and purely local.

No such bill as this was ever presented to a demoeratic President,
and none such, if presented, could have received his assent. No Sen-
ator can deny, that the bill does contain appropriations to objects
clearly local, and not sanctioned by the Constitution. The test of the
truth of this statement which I propose is this: Let each separate ob-
jeet for which this bill makes an appropriation be Eut into a separate

ill, and how many of them would pass muster eitherin the House or
in the Benate? I put it to Senators upon this side of the Chamber to
tell me,is it not a dangerous precedent for us, in an hour when we have
been decrying against the usurpations and unlicensed assaunlts of cen-
tralized power on the constitutional rights of the States, to allow a
combination of local interests in the States to blind our eyes o any
open violation of the Constitution for any purpose! Why, Mr. Presi-
dent, there can be no cavil about the fact, that a large number of the
appropriations in the House or in the Senate bill, are made to ob-
jects for which Congress has no power to appropriate the publie
money. And how unequal and unjust is this unanthorized distribu-
tion? The House bill contained appropriations toan amountexceeding
£5,000,000, and yet I am informed that two States—neither of them
verzjnﬁa in extent or in population—neither of them bordering on the
seaboard—one an inland State—have received .one-fifth of the whole
sum appropriated by that bill. This is eertainly a significant fact,
and does not indicate the safest plane for enlightened or wise legisla-
tion. The Senate Committee on Appropriations strnck out eight
or nine hundred thousand dollars, I believe, of the appropriations
contained in the House bill; but yet that committee substituted
other objects to which thef appropriated amounts greater than those
contained in the House bill, increasing the sum appropriated by the
House some £30,000. If I errin this statement I hope some Senator
will correct me.

My honored friend the Senator from Virginia [Mr. WiTHERS] is
amazed that Senators who claim that the Hounse bill was objectiona-
ble, because it contained many appropriations clearly local, and there-
fore unconstitutional, should have voted to non-concur with the
Senate committee in striking out these objectionable items. My
friend tells us, that if he should-ever require a political Mentor, Le
would take care never to seek him from among his brother-Senators
who have been guilty of such political inconsistency. Mr. President,
1 hagepen, like tﬁg Senator from Ohio, [ Mr. THURMAN,] to be one of
the Senators who find themselves in this unfortunate category of the
Senator’s exclusion. Now I have no ambition whatever to be the
political Meutor of any Senator, or of anybody else. I have neither
the acquirement nor experience to fit me for so exalted a position ; but,
if I did aspire to such a distinction, I utterly deny that the fact stated
by my friend from Virginia, would be any argnment or proof of my
disqualification to teach even him, political orthodoxy and consistency
as a democrat of the old school.

There wonld have been great force in the suggestion of the Senator
of an alleged inconsistency on the part of these Senators who vo
to non-concur in the amendments of the Secate committee—if that
committee had stricken out all the appropriations to local and un-
constitutional objects in the House bill, and retained only those clearly
within the slphere of constitutional power. But unfortunately for
my friend's logie, the Senate committee did no such thing. They
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struck out local appropriations from the House bill, it is true; but they
put in their stead other objects even more local and more objection-
able. The Senate committee increased the entire appropriation over
that made by the House some $30,000. The House bill, although it con-
tained many objects clearly unconstitutional, was preferable to the
bill brought in by the S8enate committee. The latter contained as many
local objects, but in addition, increased the amount of money ap-
priated. I voted therefore to non-concur in all the amendments of
the Senate. I did so to kill both bills if ble, and if I failed in
that, I preferred the House bill as containing the smaller appropria-
tion n.ng consequently the lesser of twoevils. The SBenate committee
struck out a small appropriation to Rock Castle River of §2,000, and
to Cumberland River, above Nashville, which had been put into the
House bill. But while these appropriations were stricken out, the
Senate committee put into the bill, as amended by them, a large a

ropriation to Elk River, in West Virginia, and another to the Little
%anawha.,in the same State. Ifthe first were local, the last were. If
there was to be a general distribution of money to local objects in the
States, instead of appropriating to rivers and harbors anthorized by
the Constitution, I desired justice should be done to Kentucky, which
is among the largest tax-paying States. = If local objects were stricken
out in Kentucky, I desired them stricken out elsewhere, so as to have
an equal and exact justice in the distribution among the Stutes. But
neither the restoration or exclusion would have secured my vote to
either bill.

Mr. WITHERS. A general distribution, then, would eontrol your
ideas as to constitutional obligation {

Mr, STEVENSON. By no manner of means. I have jnstsaid that
I would vote against both Senate and House bills, and the fact that
they contained appropriations to local objects in Kentucky four times
greater than the insignificant sums contained in the House bill would
never change that vote. The fact that an a}i'pmpriation is to a local
objeet in Kentucky will never, I trust, affect the standard of my judg-
ment upon the question of constitutional power. No appropriation to
an object deemed by me outside of the Constitution, whether large or
small, in Kentucky or out of Kentucky, will ever receive my sanction.

Mr, WITHERS. Then you ought not to vote for the House hill.

Mr. STEVENSON. I will never vote for it. I said I never could
be induced to vote for either bill in their present shape. Iam only
surprised that a Senator coming from Virginia, trained in and familiar
with the construction of the Constitution which made that noble old
Commonwealth illustrious, from the foundation of the Government
to 1860, doetrines illustrated by Jefferson, Madison, and Monroe, could
have so far forgotten his early political teachings as to be willing
to vote for such a bill as this, because it contains appropriations to
local creeks within the confines of Virginia. I was also raised in that
same Virginia school, and I may say, I cling to its doctrines of close
construetion and rigid adherence to all the limitations of the Con-
stitution upon congressional or executive power with greater tenacity
now than ever, as the palladium of political safety. If local com-
binations in bills like this shall override the constitutional barrier
and inhibitions upon Congress to appropriate money except to na-
tional objects, the end will soon come.

Mr. WITHERS. I will say, with the permission of my friend, as
he has expressed surprise at my position, that I received my ideas on
the subject of the powers of the Government; in this line from a dis-
tingui Eled Kentuckian, who, althongh he was born in Virginia, made
hisreputation as a statesman of Kentucky. At his feet I was brought
up inmy political faith. He had no such seruples of conscience about
appropriations for improvements.

E‘j STEVENSON. No one respects more than I do the fame of
that distinguished Virginian who has rendered illustrions the Com-
monwealth which I in part represent in this Chamber. I never
agreed with him in imlit.lcal opinion.

Mr. WITHERS. I did.

Mr, STEVENSON. I looked, as I said, to Jefferson, to Madison,
and Jackson as my mentors, and believed with them in a closer con-
struction of the Constitution than Henry Clay did; but my friend,
the Senator from Virginia, can never find shelter under Mr. Clay for
the support of an%snch bill as this. Never, sir; never! I went over
his record upon that subject this :m:smin(,i:1 and I defy the Senator to
show that Mr. Clay ever advocated a bill with appropriations like
those which we are called upon on this oceasion to sanction by our

votes.

The distingunished statesman to whom my friend has referred was
a liberal constructionist. He believed in appropriations to our har-
bors, on salt water or fresh, on the lakes or on the oceans. He fa-
vored liberal aid to the Mississippi and all its tributa.r::l the Ohio,
the Arkansas, the Missouri, the Red, and the White, indeed to all ob-
jects of a general and national character, I have no doubt he would
have supported the Pacific railways, as he did the Cumberland road
but nowhere can his vote be found for objects such as are contained
in this bill. At least such is my opinion, and I think I would vouch
the record in support of my statement.

I hope this bill will be recommitted and that the committee will
reduce the appropriations to objects that are clearly national. While
I am a Kentucky Senator, charged with the protection of her inter-
est and honor, I do not forget that I am also a Senator of the United
States. I shall vote liberal sums to our harbors North and South, to
our lakes and to our great highways and national thoroughfares. I

includethose made forourrivers like Cape Fear, which empties into the
ocean and which is a harbor of inealculable value. So of many others
of like character. As was said by the Senator from Conneeticut [ Mr,
EaTtox] the other day about the removal of obstructions at Hell Gate,
near New York, which when accomplished would shorten the voyage
from New York to Liverpool three hundred miles, what State in the
confederacy is not interested in and would not be benefited by that
improvement ?

ut in all these appropriations I must look to the limitations of
the Constitution. I have noother guide. Inthe faithful observance
of its sanetion is our safety. Let not appropriations in the several
States beeguile representatives into the support of appropriations not
warranted by the organic law. Madison, Monroe, Jpa.cksun, Polk, and
Pierce all vetoed measures like this, but containing no such objection-
able objects as the pending bill. All these vetoes rested upon the in-
vasion of the sovereignty of the States, which appropriations by the
Federal Government to objects elearly loeal, and wholly within the
domain and cognizance of the State, would invariably inaugurate.
If this measure pass, it isthe opening-wedge to unlimited appropria-
tions under this head as our country expands and the applications for
appropriations to local objects increase. Such legislation, if con-
tinued, must ultimately beggar the people. It issix millions to-day,
it may be twelve next year, and twenty afew years hereafter. There
isno limit. If States are to be seduced into the support of billslike
this becaunse objeets within their territorial limits receive large appro-
priations, then States may combine and disregard all limitations of
the Constitution.

If objects contained in this bill be constitutional, I am unable to
perceive any limit to which the power of appropriations may not be
carried. Increased taxation, higher protective tariffs, and corrupi
legislation must be the legitimate fruits of such a policy. The States
will become mere stipendiaries of the Federal Government, mere play-
things of its unlimited a progrintions. 1t was buft afew years since,
that Congress was asked to r an Ohio company to construct a
railroad across the domain of Kentucky, against the consent of the
State, from Cincinnati to Chattanooga,in Tennessee, with no gnards,
or ouiy such as Congress might be pleased to put into the act of
incorporation. The prop legislation was resisted and failed to
become a law. Kentucky, through her Legislature, has since ted
a charter, under proper guards and restrictions, and the road is being
rapidly constructed. i

0, too, a similar effort was made to obtain from Congress a char-
ter to build a railroad from Washington to New York without the
consent of the States to be traversed ; but Maryland, Delaware, and
I believe, New Jersey opposed it, and it failed. Let us leave local
improvements to the States. What is to become of their sovereignty
if the Federal Government the power to appropriate money
to any and to all local objects wholly within State cognizance? The
Federal Government acquires exclusive jurisdiction whenever it con-
structs improvements and appropriates the public money! Where
will the Federal power end WPhat. State will be exempt from its
influence, if improvements are to be carried on withont stint on the
scale contemplated by this bill? I have been surprised to hear dur-
ing this debate certain powers claimed, and certain doctrines an-
nounced by Senators on the other side of the Chamber. The power
to make these appropriations is asserted to exist under the common-
defense-and-general-welfare clause of the Constitution; and we have
heard the statement, that, if the Government were to-day to appro-
priate twenty millions to these improvements, it would have a good
influence in stimulating industry and prmiuct.ion. and in giving
employment to labor. This is not and never can be the doetrine of
reformers !

It would be retrenchment, economy, and reform with a vengeance !
If Senators on this side of the Chamber mean to aid in the correction
of axisting abuses ; if they intend to reduce extravagantexpenditures
of the public money ; if they are in earnest in one common effort to
take away incentives to public profligacy, I entreat them to recom-
mit this bill,

The country is in no condition now, to enter into such a general
scheme of improvements of rivers and harbors as is here proposed.
Whatever Senafors may say, and whatever peans they may sing, as to
the inexhaustible resources of this country, the masses of the people,
irrespective of party, crushed beneath the load of oppressive taxation,
have felt personally the pressure, and are determined npon a simpler,
more honest, and more economical administration of public affairs.

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I ratherenjoy this wrangle between
the representatives of the democracy of Kentueky and Virginia; but
I do not rise to participate particularly in the points discussed by the
Senator from Kentucky, except some portions of the foremost part of
his address this evening. He has referred to the extreme distress
that pervades all parts of the Union in relation to all branches of
industry, and also to the numerous bankrupteies that have occurred
the past year. I want to repel the idea that this country has been
brought to the extreme of bankruptey or is in any position where
we cannot make such appropriations as are just and proper for the
support of the Government.

As I understand it from the latest estimates of the Treasury De-
partment we shall have revenue snfficient to defray all the ordinary
expenses of the Government, all the interest of the public debt, and
yet have asinking fund sufficient to pay 1 per cent. upon the public
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debt, which amounts to something over $30,000,000 a year: and by
the bills, as presented here by the Senate Appropriation Commit-
tee, the appropriations will be upward of $20,000,000 less than the
estimates ; showing conclusively that we shall have at least §50,000,-
000 to devote to the payment of the public debt the present year un-
less the House has already sent or shall send here extraordinary
appropriation bills that we shall be forced to agree with, which shail
increase the expenditures of the Government.

Now, let me say a word in relation to the glaneral prosperity of the
country. Take the agricultural interest. I assert, without fear of
eontrgictiun, that never for a quarter of a century has the agricul-
tural interest, taking the whole country together, been in as prosper-
ous a condition as at the present moment. Not in asingle State will
you find any staple crop that is cut off, but in almost all there is an
ave OT an excess.

Mr. SAULSBURY. Will the Senator allow me to ask a qnestion ?

Mr. MORRILL. Ionly pr:‘i)ose to speak for a few moments, and
do not desire to be interrupted.

There is no grasshopper plagune ; there is no drought or anything
that has brought general distress on the agricul community in
any portion of our country. The only distress that exists is in the
mercantile, manufacturing, and the mining interests; and what is
the cause of that? Simply overproduction. It is not greater here
to-day than it is in Great Britain; and why? We see there that the
amount of cotton and wool and flax that have been manufactured has
very largely increased within the last ten years, but the increase has
been greater on the continent ; so has it been here; and, in addition
to our nusnal competition, the South has awakened to the idea of es-
tablishing manufactures in the South, and this year we find that,
instead of the entire amount of cotton manufactures being confined
to the North, perhaps the only really prosperous manufactures of
cotton are located in the South, where they make lar and fat
dividends, while in the North they are unable to do that in conse-
quence of being so far away from the raw material and in conse-
quence of not being able to employ as cheap labor. In Great Britain
the same result has taken place from the fact of a 5 per cent. protec-
tive tariff npon cotton goods in India, and they have, therefore, there
very largely increased their manufacture in India. So that it is com-
petition that has cansed distress among the manufacturers, both here
and abroad ; and I may say the same thing has taken place in re-
lation to the iron manufacture. The surest and cheapest way of
securing cheap fabrics, cheap products, is to enconrage their prodne-
tion broadcast all over the eonntry., To-daywe find printing cotton
sold for three and three-fourths cents a yard, and calicoes already
printed, in some cases, for five cents a yard. Never was the time
befare when these fabrics were sold at so low a rate.

Now I want to deny, for one, that the country is suffering in the
extremes of bankraptey at this present moment. To be sure, with
the manufacturing interests, with the mercantile interests, in the
fall of prices, the great diminution in the prices of goods, a large
amount of business is stopped and must stop until people begin to

urchase again; but, while these facts exist, men will wear their old
ts for three or four months longer and women will buy fewer sillc
dresses than they otherwise would.

Bat, Mr. President, in relation to bankruptcies, let me ask why did
not the Senator from Kentucky state the wﬁole facts in that connec-
tion? In the first nluarter of this year it is very true there was a
large amount of bankruptecies, but they have been steadily decreas-
ing all the time since; so that the last three months present no dis-
couraging feature; and I may say in relation to this that the bank-
ruptcies across our borders in Canada are much r than they are
here. If they were to be only equal to our bankrupteies they should
have been one-fifteenth part, while in poinf of fact they are one-sixth
part of all the bankrupteies that have taken place in this country.

Then let me call attention to another and most healthful aspect in
our commercial affairs. Ifind that the imports for the eleven months
ending May 31, 1876, were $490,535,458, while for the eleven months
ending May 31, 1875, they were but $426,495,332, making sixty-fonr
millions in our favor for this year of exports. Then look at the ex-
ports for 1876. The exports for eleven months ending May 31, 1876,
were §544,724,585, and in 1875 $517,417,767, leaving about $27,000,000
in excess of last year. 8o that whether we look at our exports we
find them inereasing, whether we look at our imports we find them
diminishing—ninety-one millions in our favor—and when we dimin-
ish imports we not only save the amount of duties that wounld be paid
to the Government. Yt we save the amount of the entire cost of the
goods abroad which amounts to from sixty to seventy millions this
vear. Therefore, I say that the Treasury of the United States and
the country is in a healthy condition and it is not to be impeached
by these general tirades as to our poverty, as to our bankruptey, or
anything of the sort. I agree to economy and perhaps, so far as I
am concerned, as I generally do, shall vote for the smallest sum that
may be proposed. I shall, therefore, vote for any amendment that
may b(; proposed on this appropriation bill which will reduce the
amount.

Mr. BOUTWELL. Mr. President, I agree with much that has been
said by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] in regard to the
condition of the country, and 1 disagree entirely to the theory that
if the condition of affairs for the moment were as unfavorable as
repregented by gentlemen on the other side, therefore necessary ex-

penditures on public works should be omitted. Whatever may be
the condition of affairs to-day, nothing can be more certain than that
the country has in the future a career of prosperity, We have credit;
we have resources; and above all we have great capacity for labor.
Now, so far as public works have been undertaken, the undertaking
of which was wise, it is more wise to prosecnte them and prosecute
them with vigor under the cirenmstances that exist, and if the eir-
cumstances were more unfavorable so with stronger reason ought we
to prosecute these works.

he reasons are two: first, they can be now prosecuted to comple-
tion at less cost than they can be when the affairs of the country are
in a more favorable condition, and, second, although I would not
undertake public works, and especially those not necessary, for the
purpose of giving employment to the people, yet, when public works
are undertaken and when those works are necessary, there can be
no higher duty resting upon a Government which has both resources
in property and resources in credit than to prosecute those works to
successful completion.
A government should be above the reach of panies, which neces-
sarily affect individuals, and under unfavorable circumstances we
ghould exhibit courage, not only because the exhibition of courage is
favorable in a pecuniary point of view o the Government itself, but
we sef an example to Eeolals who otherwise would be lacking in cour-
age, and they will take advantage of opportunities which in a less
degree are equally favorable to their own fortunes. Now, if our
friends on the other side will excuse me for the statement of a fact
which occurred during the war, I will venture to make it. In the
darkest days, when our enemies were pressing us at every point along
the line and when from fhe steps_of this Capitel yon could hear the
reverberation of the cannon across the Potomac, we voted an appro-
priation for the completion of this Capitol. It was notice, whether
taken or not, it was notice, and if was so given to our then enemies,
that we did not intend to abandon this Capitol.

Now, there are in this bill asipropriationa that I think are unnec-
essary, and to me they are very ble, and I am at this moment.
quite in doubt whether I shall vote for the bill or vote against it;
but the time is coming, if it has not now arrived, when the representa-
tives of the people, without distinction of party, will resist appro-
priations for works which, whether constitutional or not, have no
such national importance that they ought to be undertaken and exe-
cuted at the public expense; and unquestionably there are in this
bill such appropriations and similar appropriations have been made
in years past. But we are all concerned in putting an end to suck
drains upon the Treasury which profit nothing in a large sense prob-
ably. By the States and by the people where these works are the
attempt would never be made for their execution. We ought to unite
and abandon this system of making appropriations in one State be-
cause men in another State want other appropriations and stand as
representatives of States upon the fact. If the representatives of a
State can satisfy their associates here that the works for which they
ask appropriations are national works and the country is in a condi-
tion to undertake those works, let the work be undertaken. Butin
this bill there are appropriations for improvements which are nof
national, which if anything are local, and which onght never to find
countenance in the Congress of the United States. hat I shall do
about this bill in the end I cannot say, but I am at present in favor
of recommitting it in the hope that the committee will strike ount all
these appropriations that are not national, whether the works have
been undertaken or whether they are new ones, and let us for once,
if we can, pass a bill which, whether it appropriates $3,000,000 or
$6,000,000, we can stand upon and say to our constituents and to the
country, “Theseappropriationsaremade forimportantpublic national
works that will yield a return in the facilities that will be afforded
to the commerce and business of the country.”

Now, Mr. President, I depart from the particular subject before the
Senate for the purpose of introdncing a document which I have had
in my desk for many months waiting for jost this occasion, a state-
ment prepared at the Treasury with great care, showing the net ex-

nses of the Government in the years 1800, 1810, 1820, 1830, 1840,

850, 1860, 1370, and 1875. There is a minute and analytical com
ison of the expenses of the Government in 1860 and 1875, excluding
in the latter year all those expenditures which arose from the war,
and there are tables containing items of the expenditures which are
thus excluded, so that, if the whole shall be printed, any person who
chooses to examine will have an opportunity to see whether those
items classed as helongling to the war are pm(fverly so classed. This
table was prepared under the direction of and by Mr. Charles F. Co-
nant, who is now Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. Hisletter to
me is dated at the Treasury Department, Washington, September 16,
1875. He says:

I inclose herewith tables showing the comparative expenses of the Government
for the years 1875 and 1860, a:clm?i‘i:g war chma.

Mr. Conant is the nsibie person for this document and upon
my request made it. The total expenditures for the fiscal year 1875
were $274,623,392.84 ; the total expenditures for the year 1860 were
$63,025,788.93. After deducting the expenditures for the year 1875
on account of the war—and there are appended to fhis, which I will
bave printed, analytical tables showing what these deductions are—
the net result is that the expenditures for the year 1875 were
$84,773,762.49 in currency, but the expenditures in 1860 were in gold.
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Mr. Conant has deducted 12.i%f; per cent. as the preminm on gold
for the year 1875, leaving a net expenditure in for'that year of
$74,028,688.09, Then there are deductions made both from the ex-
penditures of the year 1860 and of the year 1875 growing out of the
method of keeping the books of the Department. Upon that point
there is an analytical statement of the deductions and also a note
showing the reason for them, He says:

The following items which are inclnded in the te as e itnres both
for the year 1860 and 1875 are deducted from each for the reason they are not
expenditure in the true meaning of the word, as they involve no ontlay of money
by the Trmu%snd are no burden upon the tax-payers, they being merely entries
on both the debit and credit side of the books (made necessary by the
book- &in the Department) of moneys received from
returned em or expended in their If, namely.

And then he gives the items in each year, After deducting the
amounts thus (P]a.eed to the debit and it side of the books for the
years 1860 and 1875, respeectively, the result is that the expenditures
for the year 1875, excluding the war expenditures, deducting the pre-

persons and subsequently

mium on gold, exeluding the amounts placed to the debit and credit i

side of the books in the Department, were $69,856,117.77. The ex-
penditures npon the same basis for the year 1860 were $61,402,408.64.

Mr. BOGY. By whom is the table furnished f

Mr. BOUTWELL. By Mr. Conant, the present Assistant Secretary
of the Treasury. s

Mr. BOGY. It isnot official,is it? because it states facts that can-
not be official. They are absurd. The preminm on gold certainly
can play no part in the expenses. In 1860 gold was the only coin
used, and it cannot Sro%erly be added or deducted. It plays no part.
This is an individnal table.

UTWELL. Senators will*deal with the processes as they
think justice requires; but Mr. Conant—and in that I concur—had
deducted from the currency expenses of the year 1875 the premium
on gold, so that the expenses are represented ultimately in this table
as gold expenses in 1860 and gold expenses in 1875.

r. BOGY. The premium on gold ean correctly play no part in a
table of that kind. It is not correct at all. It can be neither added
nor deduected ; it cannot be treated as an item at all.

Mr. BOUTWELL. I desire now to call the attention of the Senate
to the tables showing the expenses per capita in each of the years which
I will mention.

The expenses per capita, including slaves who paid no part of the
expenses of the Government directly, were in—
1800... - §2.038
1810.... R T
1820 - L8N
1830.. 1.176
I, ocictieamnisiseburcnns nesssana cesimessssenssanasssnaresan L4
1850... . 1766
1860... 1. 952
1T R A A s e R e e e 1.781

In 1875, estimating the
niaf:ﬁ of the Treasury

But, estimating the ﬁgulation in 1875 at 43,000,000, which is my
own opinion upon the best information I can obtain, the expenses
were §1.60 for each inhabitant, including those who had formerly been
slaves. This table I will hand to the reporter with a request that
the whole of it may be printed.

Mr. SAULSBURY. Does it contain any items which the Senator
has not read 7

Mr. BOUTWELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. SAULSBURY. I believe the rule was applied to this side of
the Chamber that it must be read, or otherwise it ought not to go
into the RECORD.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well, let it be read. We cannot dispense
with it.

Mr. HAMLIN. It is done every day.

Mr. BOUTWELL. I hope the Senator from Delaware will not ob-
ject to these tables being printed. The tables show the items of de-
ductions made on account of the war expenses, and are very neces-
sary to a proper understanding of the tables themselves and also
furnish the evidence by which the correctness of the estimates here
made will be ascertained, either established or refuted. I should not
like to withdraw them.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to allowing the
tables to be printed in the RECORD 1

Mr. BOI]'I!;.VELL. It will take a couple of hours to read them, I

dare say.

Mr. BOGY. The table is the work of a gentleman who may be
holding office, but it is not an official paper at all, and does not pre-
tend to be an official paper. But taking the figures stated by the Sen-
ator from Massachusetts they would show that the expenses of the
Government are now, or were in 1875, abont $150,000 000. The total
amount of expenses mentioned in that document, nnofficial as it is,
is §274,000,000, from which should be deducted fairly about $100,000,-
000 for the interest on the g&l}ﬂiﬁ debt; it is a little less than $100,-
000,000, but call it 100,000,000 in round numbers; and £30,000,000 for
the pension list.

Mr. EDMUNDS. How about southern claims?

Mr, BOGY. Taking these two main items from $274,000,000, there

will remain about §144,000,000, or say $150,000,000 in ronnd numbers
as the expenses of the Government other than expenses created for the
Army or the Navy, or what the gentleman from Vermont hasso often
stated have grown out of the late unfortunate war, Nevertheless the
fact remains that the expenses are about $144,000,000 or §150,000,000
besides the amount paid for interest and the amount paid for the pen-
sion-list, I have no objection to the statement being published ; I
have no objection to the facts going before the country, no matter
where they come from; but this is not an official docament ; it is the
mere production of a gentleman who may be holding office, but it has
no evidence of official character even, and some of hisitems are, in my

L estimation, very absurd and should not be in a statement of this char-

acter.

Mr, SAULSBURY. I move that the Senate adjourn, I think there
is not a quornm present. :

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. President—

Mr. BOUTWELL. I believe I have the floor, and I wish this pa-
to be read as part of my speech if there is objection fo its going
in the RECORD withouf being read.

Mr. HOWE. 1s there obi'action 1

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like much to hear if, as its accuracy is

Mr. HAMLIN, T rise, Mr. President, to a question of order, that
no objection prevents a Senator from incorporating such a paper in
his remarks. It is done almost every day.

Mr. EDMUNDS. He ean have it read by a majority vote.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that there isno
rule of the Senate on the subject. A majority of the Senate can de-
termine the matter in the judgment of the Chair. The Chair will
snbmit the question, if it is the desire of the SBenator, whether this
statement shall be incorporated in the REcORD without being read.
Senators, those in favor of this permission will say ay; of a contrary
opinion will say no.

Mr. STEVENSON. I ask for the yeas and nays on that question of
order. It is an important question of order.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. SAULSBURY. On account of the appeals made to me by my
friends on this side of the House, I will withdraw, if it is not too late,
the objection, while my own judgment is that it has been the rule of
the Senate not to permit statements to be incorporated in the RECORD
which are not read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being withdrawn, the point
of order falls, and the statement will be incorporated in the RECORD.

The tables produced by Mr. BOUTWELL are as follows:
Table showing expenditures per capita.
Year. Population.| Expenditures. ml;‘;f&
.| 5,305,925 | 810,813,971 01 | 2038
| 7,230,814 | 847475337 | 1171
.| 9,638,131 | 18,285,534 89 | 1.897
.| 12,866,020 | 15,142,102 26 | 1176
17,060,453 | 24,314,518 19 | 1424
.| 23,101,876 | 40,048,353 12 | 1.766
.| 31,443,321 | 61,402,408 64 | 1.952
.| 38,555,953 | 68 684,613 92 | 1781
..| 40,000,000 | 69,836,117 77 | 1.746

Note.—For explanations of deductions see accompanying statements marked A

to K, inclusive.
STATEMENT A.—Congress.

R:Fmﬁn debates in Cmqraaa ...................................... £43, 625 00

nti.ug%or Congress, inclnding debates. ......oovveeieniaiianinnaas 259, 537 38
Printing for Treasury Department...... . 136,000 00
Printing for War De mt. .., 43,284 00
Printing for Interior ent.... 102, 000 00
Printing for Department of Justice.. 5,100 00

591,536 33
STATEMENT B.—Ezecutive.
Expenses Expenses in
1860, Ty Taorease.
Salaries in Treasury Department

Office of Secretary. $47,031 00 | §476, 698 97 8§65, 600 00
First Anditor... 35, 470 00 72, 008 8l 37,438 81
Second Aunditor . 35, 470 00 266, 583 22 231,113 22
Third Anditor. . eeee) 132,903 70 | 246, F01 97 113,806 27
Fourth Anditor.......ccecocnvncaenns- 27,737 80 77,697 46 49,959 66
Fifth Aunditor........... 17,621 43 51,304 83 33, 683 40
First Comptroller.... 28, 40 00 72,454 15 44,114 75
Second Comptroller 26, 840 00 110, 926 97 B4, 026 97
TIeASUIer.coaee <aea 26, 151 15 414, 361" 44 387, 610 29
Register ...ccc.c.n. 51,707 11 243337 50 191, 630 39
Comptroller of the Treasury......-....}... ceeeeaenaao| 134,764 0L 134, 764 01
‘War Department and its Bureaus..... 145584 02 | 972,535 17 £26, 951 15
Navy De ent and its Bureans....| 107,300 00} 121,735 20 14,435 20
Interior ent, Pension Office... 126, 206 46 464, 821 21 338, 614 75
Internal Revenue Ofice......cccoevee frsnescanmssensfescsasocniaaas 335, 166 80
2, 889, 065 67
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SratemesT C.—Judiciary. Horses and other property lost in military service.......ccevennnanee $83, 720 68
Re-imbursing States’ e ses in suppressing rebellion ............ 186, 667

The expenses of courts incurred on account of internal revenue euits Claims of loyal citizens for sapplics furnished during the Tobellion. 1,265,170 40
aro estimated by the First Comptroller at one-third of the fotal ex- . oo . | Publication of oficial Tocords of the war of rebellion. bl 20, 000 00
ey T T L L R L T R & A Commutation of rations to prisoners of War...............-.-... 4,000 00

STATEMENT D.—Foreign Inlercourse. %wppagas n;d fines due National Home for Disabled Volunteers. 911, 3?1?) g
: ] under r tructionacts......c..evvenennas
m?;d ﬁd%mmysummnﬁmdﬁm commission. 1, gg' gﬁ g %or.mty and prize money t.g oolorled soldiers and aafllors 82,’ tlllsg gg
________________________________________ § g : or e
Salaries and expenses, court of commissioners of Alabama claims.. 84,374 70 Nm mﬂmpowtn.ﬁ'? ’“m”'“gpd”” 165, 869 59
9,016, 286 95 Head-stones for graves in national P AR S AR R 134, 989 17
e - Tl Medical and Surgical History of the WAaT eosvzzzesseaessesssassen 40,000 00

Pa f;-;fdjudsmenta.comofcwm Total of claims actually paid.......ccecreenmeeanciaensasannns 3,171,371 07

Snmm southern claims commission.

Emﬁ,ﬁmmiﬁm banks and bank-note plates Increased expenditures of the Army in consequence of the war:

Expenses of engravingand printing....ce.cvieeeees 1860. 1875.

Expenses of national curreney......... - Payof the Army.......c.ceue Loy e $3, 828, 024 55 §10, 870, T60 39

E of national loan. ....co.oniiiimnnnnmianiiin e Commissary Department. ............. 2,745,162 67 2,851,334 T4

unding national debt ....ocveinaneaneieaiiniaaas tevssamsesnesnye 150,255 51 | Quartermaster's Department.......... 6,470, 472 58 12, 930, 263 22

Refunding proceeds of cotton geiged........c.coceaincnmnnnannaneans. : 51,229 47

%:ymen:fiorhndssoldfordimt.hxu ............................. 23, 920 00 13,044, 559 80 26,672,338 35 13,627,798 55
turn . ———

Refunding taxes ill 893 00 ; 16,799, 169 62

g.e-iasnm% Bt g gﬁﬁi e 8.% g STATEMENT H.—Naval establishment.

0 schools in rolina

Reftinding exocss of duty to pational banks -1 B | e Haetrabtion of Gaciy YoORe s, S4ID B

Defending suits "“‘1“"‘{""'”“ of ca Wg{ﬂ:{‘“‘"" 26,124 00 | By omant to officers and crew ntyUnimd States steamer Kearsarge 2,040 87

Compensation of persons employed in insarrectionary SUMes. -v.-s | 4988 &8 | Nyvy Donons .-o.iiitotrreererer s D wmm

Expenses of assessing and co TOVENDO.cevoae saennss .

Supportoi"]lﬁudmennll ital an Asylum.-............... RS 50, 000 00 E!WﬂmmdﬁmWMtﬁmﬂhfmﬁfﬂm_“W 4 000, 00000

Nnt.mnalAmocﬂ:}bn!u{r ief of Colored Women and Children m l:g o T T T T S T T e R A TR i B el

Compensation in lien of moieties 991, 406, 34

Postage in lieu of franking 165 13 ATEMENT T.—Public debt. 4 .m

Extraordinary expenses incurred for the District of Colum Interest on the public debt.......cccoavemrrnenaeeeeannenca- CRR g $103, 003, 544 57

Payment of indebtedness. .. ....ceeeercesisinansoans Srareuest K.

FUFUVNN of IPUWRs O .03 JOBR =128 pntfasnacass LS e st 4 o Tho following items. which azo fncladed in the agerogato a oxpenditurcs both

buildin improving harbors @ years 1 1875, are dedu m each, for the reason that they are

r‘:g}:’. ........ s.f M ............ ﬂ m md ......... 13 15, 365, 012 30 not exp%tnm in the ﬂ;:o mgnngdd the wa:'d. t:: they h:vgve no mﬂ'gﬂ of

S AE e Ay money e Treasury and are no en o tax-pa; ey being merely

FEPAYE Bk Baiin UEPUON T 1005 i 12, 451, 640 82 at:giu?ﬁlnkw thi: di.;n t and or)«ad;t side of :E‘:" hggks mmamrymd by the s{ln-

Expenses of collecting revenue from customs, includ- -keeping in practice) of moneys received from persons and subsequently
in, revanua-onttarg co, in 1875 ........ .' ..... B, 006, 678 10 returned to them or expended in their behalf, namely :

Contgfor same servioe in 1860.....c.cccveiansinannenss 3,324, 430 53

40, M1 o7 Items. 1860, 1875,
- 28, 616, 528 53
STATEMEST F.—Pensions.

The entire amount on account of pensions is dedncted, as it is not Wmfmﬁ deposited by importers 8814, 896 87 | 81, 863, 657 85
TSesialie fo MIFPoss Sl insiny poriscs wie KM b Selitind Debentures and drawbacks ......c.vvesenreserer| 565,158 39 | 1,626,562 17
the benefits of the old pension laws are now living....... ........ %9, 456,216 22 | Refunding duties erroneously or iliegally colleoted ..| ~ 3,621 55 | 9,810 03

STATEMENT G.—Mililary establishment. . Pabemtfund ..o ooooiiveisseusnsansasunsessass] | RI0, 57358 | 679,539.87

Bounty under act of July 28, 1866...c.0cccseeicsncscaneranascscones 227,111 ¢4

f exponmuf[ﬁi!omhvdnnmmmmnmmry.. 12,185 15 b B e R R T 1,623,380 34 | 4,173,570 32
Bureau of Refogees and Freedmen.... .. cccerecrannennas anamen s 34,716 20
Comparison of the expenditures of 1875 with those of 1860,
Eu TEiou gg 2
B =g E +5 -
E'g 852 £ S
Objects of expenditure. g2 S rTE £ £2
E.g gg‘% 53 ﬁ =
|z | i 5
= =] R AR
£5,137, 012 47 £501, 536
10, 152, 860 68 2, 880, 065
4,187,628 21 | 1,305,876
PR T iy p B RN,
19,767,018 13 | 4, 576, 478
231, 087 13 2, 016, 286
48,071,697 72 | 28,616, 528
384,656 B |...cnnonnanns

F. Pensions............- , 456,216 92 | 29, 456, 216

G. Military 41,120,645 93 | 16,799, 169 62 | 24, 391,476 36 16, 409, 767 10

H. Naval establishment .. 21, 497, 626 27 4,991,406 34 | 16, 506, 219 83 11, 513, 150 19

L Interest on public debt. 093, 3,177,314 62

2 5 LI e T T N - Fo1 b S V= Sl H N N T ER I teesemesensn.| 274,623,392 R4 | 180,840,630 35 | 84,773,762 49 | 63,025, 788 98
Deduct 12.675 cent., the average premium on gold during the year, the expenditures here given being in sarrency while those
d1mwmﬁ°§om Ly DR B B SR e P si ................................... 10, 745, 074 40
K. Deduct items which ot in ty dis but which by of th tem of book: in in I
. ue which are n reali ut w a 80 by reason ® o practice
the Department .v..»..-s.. s A Gy an s skt Smodina Wsmrelanen sessize ot ol 412503 | 1,630 34
69,856,117 77 | 61, 402, 408 64
Exotan of expendituresof 1875 0V 1000 ... - caunessiitmanwabansasndsannansennnesssaathanss Aonatsssssinsssskonesnsssnsanssnsasnss 8, 453,709 13
[]

Mr. SAULSBURY. I move that the Senate adjourn.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massachu-
setts give way to the SBenator from Delaware for that motion 1

Mr. BOUTWELL. Iunderstand that the tables are to be printed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir.

Mr. EDMUNDS. By unanimous consent.

Mr. BOUTWELL. en I will yield the floor.

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the Senator from Delaware withdraw his
motion for a moment {

Mr, SAULSBURY. Yes, sir..

Mr. STEVENSON. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]
takes issne with the statement made by me. He says that this coun_
iry is not depressed, and that its financial and agricultural and com
mereial interests are in a good condition. .

Mr, MORRILL. The Senator states it too broadly. I stated that
it was not in that extreme condition of poverty and bankruptey
which had been alleged.

Mr. STEVENSON. I did not say anything about bankruptey.

Mr. MORRILL. You mentioned the amount of bankruptcies that
had taken place.
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Mr. STEVENSON. Istand now by my statement, and I take issue
with the Senator from Vermont. I say that the statistics in New
York will show that over eight thousand and some hundred bankrupt-
cies oceurred in the year fE!TS, and in the first three months of thi
year more than two thousand occurred. I say further from informa-
tion from republicans and democrats alike in the city of New York
that rents are fearfully depressed, that bnsiness is in a very unsat-
isfactory state, and from every section of the country I hear clamors
of Eeut. Secnniary distress and of increased taxation.

. MORRILL. I merely stated that this extreme exaggeration
about the condition of the country was entirely nnfounded. I ad-
mitted that the manufacturing interests and the mercantile interests
and the mining interests were depressed ; but I claimed that the agri-
cultural interest was never more pros us, and that is the test
interest of this country. Why, Mr. President, the amount of cotton
that will be produced this year will bean average erop. The hay, which
is the largest agricultural crop perhaps in the ecountry, is goodv all over
the country. ere is not a single article of agriculture in any por-
tion of the country that I am aware of the crop of which this year
does not promise well.

Mr. STEVENSON. Let me ask the Senator what the price of cot-
ton ig ,now, and whether it is not at one-half the price it used to com-

man

Mr. MORRILL. It is one-half what it was during the war, but it
is about two cents a pound more than it was prior to the war.

Mr. STEVENSON.- Is it not one-half now what it was the year
before the last—seven years sinee the war? 8till I only wanted to
correct the Senator'sstatement as to my position. AllIsaid wasthat
there was great popular distress in this country and that all species
of its business were unsettled and depressed.

Mr. EDMUNDS. What are the canses of that condition of things 7

Mr. STEVENSON. That is more than I can tell.

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the thing we ought to know, in order fo
correct them.

Mr. STEVENSON. Iknowthatin the old timeswhen the democratic
{J)srty in the days of Mr. Van Buren were charged with the responsi-

ility, the bad management of its rulers was then said to be the cause.

Mr. EDMUNDS. What does the Senator say now 1

Mr. STEVENSON. I do not intend to go into any political discns-
sion. What I say to the Senator from Vermont is that the le
are competent to judge. They will render their verdict as to what
the cause is in November, and by that verdict I am willing tao_stand.

Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator answer me this?

Mr. STEVENSON. I will answer any question.

Mr. MORRILL. Is not the cotton erop nof only prosperouns in the
South, but are they not produecing vastly more of the cereal crops
and more stock than prior to the war?

Mr. STEVENSON. I do not understand it to be so.

Mr. MORRILL. I do. ;

Mr, STEVENSON. The gentlemen who raise cotton tell me it is
not so, and certainly the price of cotton, if we were in good times,
would be a t deal more than three and a half to four cents.

Mr, OGLESBY. Mr. President, what has become of the motion to

onrn {
Edi’he PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to adjourn was with-

drawn.

Mr. OGLESBY, (at six o’clock and fifty-five minutes.) Irenew the
motion. :

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If is moved that the Senate do now

urn.

. HAMLIN. Will the Chair allow me an opportunity of making
a request of the Senaftor? There is a very earnest necessity for an
executive session, and I hope the Senator will allow me to submit
that motion.

Mr. SAULSBURY. I will yield to that. :

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator yield tome? We have remained
late. We have all lost our dinner, or are likely to, whether we ad-
jonrn now or an hour hence; and I do submit tﬁat the Senator from

entucky and the Senafor from Vermont can settle the question of
the canses of the trouble, if we have any now in this country, on
Mond. Tjust. as well on some other bill as on this.

mng EVENSON. Ihave no unsettled question. I have finished
all T have to say.

Mr. ALLISON. Then, if it is all settled, I hope we shall go on and
vote g:.& the bill. We can get throngh with it and adjourn in fifteen
minu

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Delaware in-
sist on his motion.

Mr. SAULSBURY. If the Senator from Maine wishes an execntive
session I will yield for that purpose. Otherwise I insist on my motion.

Mr. ALLISON. I hope not.

Mr. HAMLIN. I will not make the motion. I want an executive
session, but T want to close this bill more than I want that.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no motion before the Sen-
ate, the yeas and nays will be taken on the motion to recommit.

Mr. SAULSBURY. I move that the Senate adjourn.

The question being put, a division was called for; and fthe ayes were
4, and the noes 32.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate refuses to adjourn, but
there is not a quornm voting.

Mr. HOWE. 1 call for the yeas and nays.

Mr, SPENCER and others. Another division will do.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that absent Senators be sent for,

Mr. MORRILL. The yeas and nays will ascertain the fact.

Mr. FERRY. I ask for the yeas and nays on the motion. That
will test whether we have a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays are called for.
The Clerk will call the roll on the motion to adjourn.

Mr. CRAGIN. I suggest that there is a quorum evidently present.
Another division will show it, without wasting time in calling the
yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is ont of order. The ques-
tion is on the motion to adjourn. The yeas and nays will be called.

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 5, nays
35; as follows:

YEAS—Messra. Booth, Edmunds, Hamilton, Oglesby, and Sanlsbury—5.

NAYS—Messra. Allison, Anthony, Barnum, Bogy, Bontwell, Cameron of Wis.
consin, Christiancy, Goek.rall,Conmr,CouEer Cragin, Davis, Dawes, Dennis, Ferry,
Frelinghuysen, lin, Howe, Ingalls, y, Kernan, Key, Logan, McMillan,

Maxey, Merrim Mitchell, Morrill, Norwood. Paddock, Spencer, Win-
dom, Withers, and Wright—35.

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Bruce, Bumnideeh(}memn of Peonsylva-
nia, Caperton, Claykm:[()nnklinf. Dorsey, Eaton, Goldthwaite, Gordon, Harvey,
Hitcheock, Johnston, Jones of Florida, Jones of Nevada, i g{thouald,

venson,

}[Ifnon. Patterson. Randolph, Robertson, Sargent, Sharon, Sherman,

arman, Wadleigh, Wallace, West, and Whyte—32.

So the Senate refused to adjourn.

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I do not rise at this late hour to
discnss this question. I submitted some views upon it a few days
ago, and do not propose to detain the Senate with any extended re-
marks in reference to this bill. But I find in the RECORD of to-day
remarks of the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. COCKRELL] yesterday in
which he alluded to my course of action on this bill, to which I de-
sire to make some reference. The Senator said:

1 desire to speak in reference to Delaware. The distinguished Senator from Del.
aware, [Mr. SAUvLEBURY,] who is not now in the Senate Chamber, was spiritedly in
favor of reform, and yet whenever his State was tonched, whenever an amendment
Was pr 1 by the 5 committee striking out anything from Delaware, he
was on his feet to protest against the amendment striking anything for Delaware.

Now, I wish to correct the statement made in that paragraph by
the Senator from Missouri. In the first place, there was no amend-
ment of the Senate committee striking out any appropriation what-
ever that had been made in the State of Delaware. Consequently, I
had no oceasion to protest against striking ont appropriations for the
State which I have the honor in part to represent. There was in re-
ality but ono appropriation for that State. There was an appropria-
tion made for the Jliﬂl' at the town of Lewes, which is a national
work, which is not designed for the interests or benefit of the people
of the State, and upon which no citizen of the State puts his foot
withont the permission of the Federal aunthorities in charge of the
work. That certainly is not an appropriation to the State of Dela-
ware. So again of the ice harbor at New Castle. New Castle is sit-
unated just above the head of the Delaware Bay. The river at that
point being not less than two miles wide, it frequently becomes nec-
essary for vessels going up the bay to Philadelphia to take refuge in
that harbor. It was not put there for the purpose of benefiting the
wople of Delaware in any respect. But there is an appropriation to

ilmington Harbor, which lies within the State, and in which the
citizens of our State are partieularly interested. Wilmington is a
port of entry, a place where there is very great commerce, and where
a large number of iron ships and other vessels are built, and where
the il:té:amment vessels to-day are laying for the purpose of being
repa

e Senator referred also in his remarks yesterday to streamswhich
were incorporated in the section of the bill providing for surveys,
and represented them as mere minnow streams. Why, sir, there is
not one of those streams but what has very considerable commerce
upon it and tide-water navigation. There is scarcely one of them
upon which vessels are not ﬁnilt. Upon one of these streams, Mis-
E:llion Creek or River, within the last three years a vessel of nine
undred tons burden has been built; and so upon Jones River and
Duck Creek ; and every stream incorporated for a survey is a stream
where there is tide-water and upon which there is a considerable com-
merce, and upon which vessels constantly ply.

I rose simply to correct that mistake, because I have not had incor-
porated into this bill any survey except a survey of : navigable
stream, and where there is already a very considerable commerce. I
have felt it due to myself to make this correction of a statement made
perhaps inadvertently by my friend from Missouri.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, I have just listengd with
Eleamm to the constitutional doctrine applicable to this bill stated

y the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. STEVENSON,] and yet I shall

robably not vote with him. I cannot vote for the amendment of the

ator from Vermont, [Mr. EDMUNDB,; which is to appropriate
$4,000,000 and leave it the administration of the Secretary otp&ar. Ido
not think 84,000,000 is a sufficient appropriation. I shall not vote to
recommit the bill because the chairman of the committee or the Sena-
tor havinE the bill in charge has submitted to the Senate a snbsti-
tute for the bill, which pmbslﬁr incorporates all the advantages we
would derive from a recommittal, and I propose, when the opportunity

comes, to vote for that snbstitute.
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I confess that I fecl more kindly toward this measnre than some of
those with whom I am in the habit of coinciding. . If I believed that
this country or nation was poor,I wonld move and vote tolay the billon
the table. I know that the country is not poor. The people are some-
what poor, and I am very sorry for it; and there need be no ques-
tion as to what makes themso. 1f in a circle a hundred miles in diam-
eter on our prairies you gather all the cereals produced in the land
for five or six years and then drive in all the sheep and horses and
oxen, and pile on all the fabrics and all the productions of a hi§h1y
stimulated industry and then gather around it the best youth of the
country, with their energy ang muscle and capacity to produce, and
let them put the torch to that vast funeral pile and then leap into it
themselves, no one would wonder that as the smoke from that destruc-
tion went up to propitiate the Moloch of war that there should be
poverty in the land. Or if you stimulate every energy of a country
so that it is fevered and excited and every nerve so strained that it
is ready to break, it is certain tha% there will be a reaction, an ex-
hagation, a prostration ; and that is just what this country is now
suffering.

The people are poor, but the country has vast hidden resonrces,
and it seems to me that the way to make the people rich is by de-
veloping those resources; and I do not think that I am stating an
extravagant proposition when I say that the only means of making
the people rich is by developing those resources, for I do not know
any other source from which we derive wealth and luxury but this
rugged earth from whence we come and whither we go.

If I believed that this bill was to burden the people with taxes I
would move and vote to lay it on the table, but I know itisnot. The
question whether we appropriate four million or five million is the
question whether we shall next year pay one million more or less on
the public debt, and that is all of it. I believe thatby appro}[:ria.ting
with reasonable liberality and developing the resources of the conn-
try we enable ourselves to pay five million five years hence much
easier than we can pay one million next year.

Mr. President, it seems to me that we shounld learn something from
the past. Look at the developments and at the increase of the wealth
of the country in the last fifty years. I can remember when the good
and patriotic men of the country feared that the nation was going to
be ruined by its very increase and development; by the remoteness
of its parts they feared that it would fall to pieces. Then it wasthat
hidden in the earth was found the wealth of iron, which was followed
by the infroduction of railroads, binding the land toEet.her, and then
by the invention of the telegraph, which has made the people of this

* vast continent one community, so that San Francisco is to-day for all
practical purposes nearer, much nearer to the Atlantic seaboard than
Cincinnatiwasthen. ThenlIrememberthatreflecting mensaid we were
tg hel:llined f(l)rthewant o{ fl:lel, and thenwe tomll;l th‘i‘l illimitable fields
of coal, snpplying not only domestic pur ut the vas ter
demands of manufacturing and mgspoporgfl?ion. Then, atgy thg:eb?ew
London whaler came in without any cargo, thoughtful men said we
were to have an oil famine and that we would be straitened what
to do in the numerous purposes to which it is applied; then some
man in Pennsylvania drove a pipe down into the earth and developed
a supply of oil, enough for the world. A great man has said of the
world what is trne of this country; he said that the world is God’s
hot-bed that He has planted deep and multifariously, and there are
many things which have not yet comeup. The Senator from Wiseon-
sin, [Mr, HOWE, ] in a speech of a few minutes the other day, hit the
very point when he said that it was the duty of the Government to
water our country’s crops and make the seed sprout.

But, Mr. President, besides all that, this is the proper time to make
the appropriation. We have hitherto decided that these improve-
ments are fit to be made and valnable, and we now can make one dol-
lar of expenditure produce two dollars in the results of work, and the

ple want the ocenpation and the money. The Senator from Obio
F:.I;. THURMAN] says that is making this Government parental. Well,
if developing the wealth of the country even if the people do thereby
incidentally gain employment, if increasing the revenunes of the na-
tion is making the Government parental, let it be parental.. There
is much of wise political economy in the saying of Solomon: “ There
is that scattereth, and yet increaseth; and there is that withholdeth
more than is meet, but it tendeth to poverty.”

Neither do I think that these appropriations shonld be confined to
salt water or to deep water. I do not differ from the Senator from
Kentucky as to the constitutional rule relative to internal improve-
ments. The question which determines the propriety of an appropria-
tion for an internal improvement is whether it will be for the general
welfare. In the language of the Constitation, do “we lay the taxes,
duties, imposts, and excises in order to pay the debts and provide for
the common defense and general welfare of the United States?” If
we do, we are acting in_harmony with the Constitution. It is the
eighth section of article 1 that gives us the constitutional power to
make these appropriations, and the question su ted is the test as
to whether any particular improvement comes within the purview of
that section of the Constitution.

It maf be that a stream three feet wide may float lumber and grain
and coal so as to promote the general welfare of the United States,
and if it does its improvement f:with'm the legitimate powers of the
Constitution. If it be waters entirely within one State confined in
its benefits to a mere locality, it is a perversion of the Constitution to

claim that the General Government is to spend money in its im e-
ment. The provision of the Constitution relative to the regulation
of commerce which has been 8o much disconrsed upon has nothing to
do with thisquestion. Under that provision the Government can take
control of all navigable waters, but under the general-welfare clause
it can improve land or water without taking control of either.

Mr. President, one word more. Every do%lar that we expend for
these improvements probably stimulates twenty dollars from private
capital and thus increases the wealth and the revenues of the nation,
Besides, there are many other reasons why individual States cannof
8o well make these improvements as the General Government. It is
a little extraordinary, I know, that one State deriving no direct ad-
vantage should be taxed for an improvement in another State ; thus,
for instance, the State of New Jersey has little or no beneficial in-
terest in this bill; she does not receive a fourth as much as she will
contribute to the amount expended; but then, gir, we are one peo-
]Jleg one nation ; we all have a common interest, and I rejoice in any
egislation which brings practically and vividly to the people of dif-
ferent sections the beneficent influences of this one great nation.
Mr. President, we are rich enough, our history is sufficiently glorious,
the prospects of the future are bright énough; there is but one thing
we want, and that is for every section and every party to determine
that the great provision of the Constitution enacting that all persons
born or naturalized in the United States and subject to the jurisdie-
tion thereof shall be citizens thereof and of the State in which they
reside, shall everywhere be enforced so that every citizen, white
and black, at the North and South, shall fully and freely en{:ay full
American citizenship, with the inalienable right. to life, liberty,
and the porsuit of happiness. If only that could be Youchsafed, this
nation would this year enter npon a career most grand and glorious.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the mo-
tion made by the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. THURMAN] to recommit the
bill fo the Committee on Appropriations with instructions to report a
bill not exceeding in amount the total of $4,000,000.

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. KEY, (when his name was called.) On this question I am paired
with the Senator from Nebraska who sits farthest from me, [Mr.
Hrrcucock.] 1f he were here he would vote “yea,” and I should
vote “nay.”

Mr. STEVENSON, (when his name was called.) Iam paired with
the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. GorpON.] If he were here he wounld
vote “nay,” and I should vote “yea,” on this motion.

Mr. RANSOM, (when Mr. THURMAN'S name was called.) The
Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] is paired on this question with

the Senator from West Virginia, [Mr, CAPERTON.] The Senator from
Ohio would vote “yea,” and the Senator from West Virginia would
vote “nay.”

Mr. DAVIS. They are both unwell. .

Mr. RANSOM. They are very sick.

The roll-call was concluded.

Mr. STEVENSON. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. Mc-
CrEERY] is still detained at home by the dangerous illness of a mem-
ber of his family. 7

The result was announced—jyeas 9, nays 28; as follows:

YEAS—Messrs. Booth, Boutwell, Dawes, Hamlin, Ingalls, Kernan, Logan,

Oglesby, and Saulsbury—9.
%AYS—HemA]] son, Anthony, Barnum, 1 , Cameron of Wisconsin, Chris-
wvis, Dennis, Fe

tiancy, Cockrell, Conover, Cooper, , Frelinghuysen, Hamilton
Howe, Kelly, McMillan, Maxey, Merrimon, thc-hoﬁanﬂ], Rarwood, Paddoak.
R S , Windom, Withers, and Wright—28.

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Pennsylvania,
Caperton, C!aﬁt.onLCunklin%, Cragin, Dorsey, Eaton, Edmunds, Goldthwaite, Gor-

n, Harvey, Hitcheock, Johnston, Jones of Florida, Jones of Nevada, Key, Me-
C . McDonald, Morton, Patterson, Randolph, Robertson, Sargent, Sharon, Sher-
man, ngmaon. Thurman, Wadleigh, Wallace, West, and Whyte—35.

So the motion was not a d to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the substi-
tute offered by the Senator from Vermonf, [ Mr, EDMUNDS. ]

Mr. EDMUNDS. I sghould like to hear it read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be reported.

The CH1Er CLERK, If is proposed to strike out all after the enact-
ing clanse of the bill and insert:

That the sum of 4,000,000 is hereby appropriated for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1877, to be expended for the repair, extension, preservation, and completion of
works for the improvement of rivers and harbors under the direction of the Secre-

of War: d That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to cause
such expenditures to be made so as best to subserve the interests of commerce ;
and he is required to report to Congress, at the opening of its December session,
all expenditures made under the provisions of this act up to that time in detail.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, now after much wandering, as the
children of Israel had, we have got back to this bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will remind the Senator
that the five-minute rule is in operation.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not know that there is any special -need for
the Chair taking a minute out of my time to tell me so in advance.
I have got time, I think I have, and like the rest of the American
freemen that the poets have talked about, I know my rights, and
“knowing, dare maintain.”

If we have got back to this bill in serious interest out of the dis-
cursive region where we have been wandering, I have this to say:
In the year 1369, when the revenues of the Government in a compar-
ative sense were overflowing, both Houses of Congress agreed that the
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true and wise plan, having before them a bill that was filled up with
items many of which could not stand constifutional or practical tests,
was to put a gross sum in ch of the War Department, which means
the Corps of Engineers, subject to the provision and veto of the Secre-
tary of War, toﬁlapp ied to the most necessary objects of public im-
- provement already in the course of existence and pro That bill
only provided, if I remember, two millions or two millions and a half.
I propose now, in this state of gublio exigency, of diminished revenues,
and therefore of an ine necessity for small appm'c‘;_iations, to
double the snm of 1869 and to require the Secretary of War to take
$4,000,000 only of public money and appropriate it to the most neces-
sary objects of national im[irovemenknlmady provided for by law.
That is the proposition, and Iappeal to Benators on all sides and from
all States and all localities whether this is not in the present condition
of the country the wise and the right thing to do.

I have not risen, Mr. President, to take up time, to make speeches,
but only to state the precise point on which my amendment rests.

Mr. HOWE. Imovetoamend the snbstitute by striking ont “four”
and inserting “six,” so that the appropriation shall be $6,000,000 in-
stead of 4,000,000, So far as the worksin the State of Wisconsin
are concerned I do not object for one moment for allowing the dis-
bursements to be made under the direction of the Engineer Corps. I
do not want a dollar expended in that State that is not recommended
upon the judgment and the responsibility of those officers; but I in-
sist upon it tﬁ:vlt $4,000,000 is not a fair and business-like appropria-
tion to make for these purposes. On thatsubject Ionly WIBE. torefer
the Senate to the Y:E excellent speeches e this afternoon by the
Senator from M usetts [Mr. BouTweLL] and the Senator from
New Jersey [Mr: FRELINGHUYSEN] who took his seat a few minutes

ago.
g’i"he PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment

offered to the substitute by the Senator from Wisconsin to strike out
“four” and insert “six;” so as to make the total $6,000,000.

The amendment to the amendment was rejected.

Mr. HOWE. I move to insert “five” in place of “four;” so as to
make it $5,000,000.

Mr. COOPER. I move to lay on the table both the amendment of
%’he Senator from Wisconsin and the substitute of the Senator from

ermont.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That motion carries the bill with it.

Mr. COOPER. No, it does not, I understand.

Mr. EDMUNDS. It does. Thisisnot a general appropriation bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This is not a general appropriation
within the meaning of the rule. The question is on the amendment
offéred by the Senator from Wisconsin to the substitute.

The amendment fo the amendment was rejected.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the substi-
tute offered by the Senator from Vermont.

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I ask for the yeas and nagys.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to offeran amendment to the substitute,
if it is in order. I am not quite certain that it is.

Mr. EDMUNDS. It isin order. There is nodoubt about its being
in order, I think.
’ Tl::la PRESIDING OFFICER. An amendment to the substitute is
in order.

Mr. ALLISON. I propose what I send to the Clerk’s desk as an
ﬁ::l;nd;neut to the substitute, striking ount all after the first word

at.
Several SENATORS. Let it be read.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment

will be m&md.

Mr. SPENCER. It has been printed and laid on our tables. Its
reading can be dispensed with.

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say one word.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have it read before it is debated, in order
to see what it is. I do not understand it myself.

Mr. SPENCER. Itis long, and has been printed.

Mr. LOGAN. Before it isread I should like to mnake an inquiry of
the Benator from Iowa. Suoppose his amendment should be adopted
as an amendment to the substitute, then what effect wounld that have?
The substitute provides for $4,000,000. Would his amendment be a
distribution of that sum?

Mr. ALLISON. My proposition strikes out ev e?thing after the first
word of the substitute, and inserts what I send to the Clerk’s desk
instead of the substitute,

Mr. LOGAN. What is its effect upon the original bill?

Mr. ALLISON. It is an amendment to the substitute proposed by
the Senator fromm Vermont. It strikes out all that the Senator from
Vermont pro to insert, and also all that is in the original bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the amend-
ment to the amendment.

The Crier CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the word
“that” in the first line of the amendment and insert—

Mr. RANSOM. I hope the Senator from Iowa will withdraw his
amendment, and let us vote upon the substitute of the Senator from
Velt'rtnont. That seems to be the shortest way to get through this
matter.

Mr. SPENCER. And then afterward the Senator from Iowa can
offer his amendment to the bill.

Mr. HAMLIN, (to Mr. ArLisoN.) Stick to yonr amendment.

Mr. ALLISON. I should be very glad of course to save time; but
if the amendment of the Senatorrg'um Vermont be voted down, as 1
am certain it will be, then I shall offer my substitute and have a vote
upon it; andif itis to be read, it may as well be read now, and we may
as well act npon it now as after the amendment of the Senator from
Vermont is voted down. It is only a question of the order of pro-

ceeding.

Mr. 5GLESBY. May I ask the Senator from Iowa a question ?

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir.

Mr. OGLESBY. The bill as reported from the Senate Committee
on Appropriations isa distinet proposition in and of itself. The amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from Vermont is a distinct and different
proposition. We ought to vote directly upon the amendment pro-

d by the Senator from Vermont in order to test the sense of this
y on that independent proposition, for it is based on new reasons,
a new theory, and new facts. If"that amendment should be voted
down, as the Senator from Iowa thinks it will be, then his amend-
ment conld be read and voted upon. That course would enable usto act
upon the amendment of the Senator from Vermont as an independ-
ent proposition. If the amendment of the Senator from Iowa is offered
now we shall have to vote both upon the bill of the House and the
amendment of the Senator from Vermont in voting upon the substi-
tute proposed by the Senator from Iowa. A better, and simpler, and
lainer way would be to vote upon the amendment of the Senator
m Vermont first, and then if the substitute of the Senator from
Iowa is offered it can be read and voted upon and the question con-
sidered fairly and independently. There may be Benators here dis-
posed to vote for the amendment of the Senator from Vermont who
would also vote for the substitute pro by the Senator from Iowa
if the amendment of the Senator from Vermont should fail; but those
Senators might not vote for the substitute of the Senator from Iowa
if that substitute is to almighter both the original bill and the amend-
ment of the Senator from Vermont.

Mr. HOWE. I want to suggest to the Senator from Illinois that I
think he is mistaken. If the amendmentmoved by the Senator from
Iowa be adopted, the question will then be on substituting his propo-
gition for the bill now before the Senate, will it not

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is correct.

Mr. OGLESBY. I misunderstood the Senator from Iowa in his re-
ply to the Senator from Illinois, then. I understood the Senator to
say that his amendment was offered as a substitute both for the bill
and the pending amendment of the Senator from Vermont.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa offers his
amendment as a snbstitute for the substitute offered by the Senator
from Vermont. Does the Senator from Iowa insist on his amend-
ment at this time !

Mr, EDMUNDS, It is being read.

Mr. MERRIMON. Iaskasa question of order whether the first vote
is not upon the substitute of the Senator from Vermont? We perfect
the principal measure first.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from
Towa is in order. The substitute of the Senator from Vermont is
open to amendment.

Mr. FERRY. Let me understand to which proposition does the
Senator from Iowa pro his substitute as an amendment ?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Asanamendment tothe amendment
proposed by the Senator from Vermont, as the Chair understands.

Mr. EDMUNDS: Thatisit. He pro to strike ont all after the
word “that” in my amendment and insert what the Clerk is about to
read. He hasa right to do that, and you cannot prevent it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 1f the Senator from Iowa insists on
the amendment, the Clerk will proceed to read it.

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the amendment, and having
read to line 50 was interrupted by

Mr. SPENCER. I rise to a question of order. I should like to
kndw whether this substitute is in order!? It varies very little from
the bill originally reported from the Committee on Appropriations.
There is very little difference between the two. *

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair overrules the point of
order.

Mr. SPENCER. The Senate has voted “nay” on this same propo-
sition repeatedly. I think there is a very large majority of the Sen-
ate op to this amendment.

Mr. UNDS. Does that make it out of order? It is pretty
strong evidence that it is in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair feels cor;ﬂ)e]led to call
Senators to order. The reading of the amendment will proceed.

Mr. SPENCER. 1should like to appeal to the Senator from Ver-
mont to withdraw his call for the ng of the amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Vermont in-
sist on the reading 1

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will hear the appeal. I want to hear the rea-
sons for dispensing with the reading.

Mr. SPENCER. The amendment is familiar to the S8enate. Every
Senator has read this amendment and understands it. We have
voted on it repeatedly.

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator is mistaken.

Mr. HOWE. What is the question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama rose to
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a point of order that the substitute of the Senator from Iowa was
not in order. The Chair overrules the point of order.

Mr. SPENCER. The Chair was in foo great a hurry to overrule
the point of order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Clerk will resnme the reading.

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the amendment at line 51 ;
and having read to line 143, he was interrupted by

Mr.FR GHYUSEN. May]I interrupt the reading of the amend-
ment for the purpose of suggesting to the Senator having the bill
in charge whether an arrangement may not be made to commence
voting on the bill and amendments on Monday morning at a quarter
after eleven o’clock, and whether it would not be agreeable, as de-

bate has sto , that we take the vote then?
Mlg ALLISON. It would certainly be very agreeable to me, if we
con

on either to-night or on Monday morning without debate.
Mr, .REIJNGHUYSEN. If unanimons consent is given to such
an arrangement, we might adjourn now.

Mr, ISON. I have no objection to that course, for my part.

Mr. FERRY and others, Let us go on.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. If there is no objection to it, I make
that proposition.

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to it, but Senators about me

all say “ go on.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed.

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading at line 144, and having read
to the end of the first section, at line 361, he was interrupted by

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Vermont that we
waive the reading of section 2, as it is precisely the bill as reported
from the Committee on Appropriations with some additions, which
may be read. The additions can be read, but the reading of the
oriﬁinsl print can very well be dispensed with.

r. EDMUNDS. I think, and the Senate will bear me out in that,
that I have never consented to pass npon any question in the Senate
until it should be read. Therefore, for the honor of what I consider
to be a most necessary rale of legislation, I want to hear the amend-
ment read throngh.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont objects,
and the reading will continue.

The Chief Clerk resnmed and concluded the reading of the amend-
ment to the amendment, as follows:

The following sums of money be, and are hereby, np&?priated. to be
of an‘ﬁ money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expend
the direction of the Secretary of War, for the repair, preservati
and completion of the following public worka hereinafter named :

For the improvement of the harbor at Buffalo, New York, £35,000.

For the improvement of the harbor at Wilson, New York, §10,000.

For the improvement of the harbor at Oak Orchard, New Yori:. £2,000.

For removing obstructions in the East River and Hell Gate, New York, £300,000.

For the improvement of the natural entrance to Superior Bay, Wisconsin, §3,000.

For the improvement of the harbor at Du Luth, Minnesota, §15,000. Said appro-
priation is made npon the express condition that it sball be without prejudice to
either party in the snit now pending between the State of Wisconsin, tiff, and
the city of Tn Luth and the Northern Pacific Railroad, defendants.

For the improvement of the harbor at Ontonagon, Michigan, §15,000.
For the improvement of Eagle Harbor, Michigan, §15,000.

For the improvement of the harbor at uette, Michigan, §2.000.
For the improvement of the harbor at Man Michigan, 14,000
For the improvement of the harbor at Ludington, Michigan, £i0,000.
For the improvement of the harbor at Muskegon, M.icf[iimn. $15,000.
For the improvement of the harbor at Grand Haven, Michigan, §15,000,
For the improvement of the harbor at Green Bay, Wisconsin, $2,000,
For the improvement of the harbor at Ahneﬁ;ae. Wiin‘gonain. §10,000,
Vs,

d ont
under

For the improvement of the harbor at Two isconsin, ‘5.000.

For the improvement of the Falls of Saint Anthony, Minnesota, §125,000.

For the improvement of Minnesota River, Minnesota, £10.000.

For the improvement of the harbor at Toledo, Obio, $75,000.

For the improvement of the harbor at Sandusky City, Ohio, £25,000.

For the improvement of the harbor at Vermilion, Ohie, §5,000.

For a breakwater at Cleveland Harbor, Ohio, $50,000.

For repair of east pier at Cleveland, Ohio, §8,000.

For the improvement of Connecticut River below Hartford, Connecticut, £20,000.

For the improvement of the harbor at Fall River, Massachusetts, §10,000.

For the improvement of the harbor at New Bedford, Massachusetta, £10,000.

For the improvement of Penobscot River, Maine, £10,000; £4,000 of which shall
be expended at or near the “ Narrows" in said river at Bucknimrt.

For the improvement of Cocheco River, New Hampshire, §14.000.

For the improvement of the harbor at ﬁurlingmn. ermont, §20,000.

For the improvement of the harbor at Swanton, Vermont, §2,000.

For remov ng'abstmcttm from, and the improvement of, the harbor at Wilming.
ton, Delaware, $16,000.,

For the construction of piers in Delaware Bay, near Lewes, Delaware, £30,000,

For the improvement of the harbor at Ch , Ilinoia, §5,000

For theimprovement of the Des Moines Rapids, Mississippi River, $250,000.

For the improvement of the harbor at Baltimore, Maryland, §75,1 00.
For the improvement of the Rappahannock River, Vi a, §10,000.

For the improvement of James River, Vi ,000.

For the improvement of Cape Fear River, North Carolina, §125,000.

For the improvement of the French Broad River between Brevard and the Bun-
combe County line, North Carolina, §10,000.

Foé&tho%‘i)mpmvementof Cumberland River below the city of Nashville, Tennes-
Bee, 3

For the improvement of the Great Kanawha River, West Virginia, including
the purchase of sites for dams and locks, not exceeding $15,000, $250,000.

For removal of Beaver and Nailor Bend rocks, and for cleaning out snags and
fallen tiees in the Little Kanawha, West Virginia, 87,300,

For the improvement of the harbor at Savannah, Georgia. $62,000,

For the improvement of the barbor at Brunswick, Gm}la;h, £10,000.

For the improvement of the Chattahoochee and Flint Georgia, $20,000,

For the improvement at Sabine Pass, and for improvement of Blue Buck Bar and
Sabine Bay, and for deepening the channel over the bar at the mouth of the Sabine
River, and for deepening of the channel over the bar at the mouth of Neches River,
where these rivers enter Eabine Bay, 840,000

For the improvement of Pass Cavallo inlet to Matagorda Bay, Texas, §25,000,

For the improvement of the Coosa River, from Rome, Georgia, to the bridge of
the S8elma, Rome and Dalton Railroad Company in Alabama, §30,000.

For the improvement of the Ouachita River, Arkansas and Louisiana, §12,000.,

For the improvement of the harbor at Cedar Keys, Florida, $10.000.

For the improvement of the Lower Willamette and Columbia Rivers from Port-
land, Oregon, to the sea, $25,000.

For the improvement of the Upper Willamette River, Oregon, $20,000.

For the improvement of the Upper Columbia, including Snake River, §15,000.

For the improvement of | ento and Feather Rivers, Callforull_.a Olsb?ll;.

For the improvement of Oakland Harbor, California, to be applied to hing
training-walls and dredging between them, £75,000.

For the improvement of San Joaquin River, California, £15,000.

For the il:?mement of the Delaware River below Petty's Island, £50,000.

For removing raft in River and elosing Tone's Bayoun, Louisiana, 30,000,

For the improvement of the Schuylkill River, Pennsylvania, $25.000.

For the improvement of the harbor at Rduthm Connecticut £5,000.

For the improvement of the harbor at Black Michi £15,000.

For the improvement of the harbor at S8aint Joseph's, Michigan, $12,000.

For the improvement of the harbor at Manitowoe, Wisconsin, £10,000.

For the improvement of the harbor at Sheboygan, Wisconsin, $3,000.

For the improvement of the harbor at Port Washington, Wisconsin, $10,000.

For the improvement of the harbor at Oswego, New York, 100,000

For the improvement of the m River, New York, $15,000; to bo expended
between Ward's Island and Hndson River,

For the improvement of Hudson River, §86,000.

For the improvement of Elk River, West Virginia, §15,000.

For the improvement of the Apg:mnt&ox River, Virginia, $25,000.

For the improvement of the South Branch of Elizabeth River, Virginia, §5,000.

For the improvement of Nansemond River, Virginia, §5,000.

For the improvement of the Yazoo River, Misaiseippti §15,000,

For the improvement of White River at Buffalo Bh Arkansas, $15,000.

For the improvement of the harbor at Charleston, South Carolina, £10,000.

For the .impmvemant of the Ocmulgee River, Georgia, between Macon and the
seaboard, §15,000,

For the improvement of New River from the lead mines in Wythe County, Vir-
ginia, to the mouth of Greenbrier River, West Virginia, §15,000.

For the improvement of the harbor at Norfolk, Virginia, $39,600,

For the ig': rovement of the Warrior and Tombigbes Rivers, Alabama, above De-

is, §1 5

'or continuing the improvement on the onter bar at Galveston, Texas, £150,000.
For the improvement of the Missouri River above themouth of the Yellowstone,

£30,000.

For the i?ipmvement of Chester River at Kent Island Narrows, Maryland, £5,000.

For removing bowlders and snags in Big Sandy River, Kentucky and West Vir-
ginia, including Louisa Fork, Virginia, §15,000.

For the improvement of the harbor at Michigan City, Indiana, $40,000.

For the improvement ot the channel of the Mississippi River o'ﬂpoalte the city of
Saint Louis, ari, by the construction of a low dam across the chaunel east of
Arsenal Island, known as Cabokia Chute, and in the revetment of said island, 30,000,

For the improvement of the Rush Chute and the harbor of Burlington, Iowa,

000

the improvement of the harbor at Fort Madison, Towa, $10,000.
For the improvement of the harbor at South Haven, Michigan, §10,000,
mrohl; the :m r&umeut of Saint Mary's River and Saint Mary's Falls Canal,
chigan, $150,
For the improvement of the harbor at C‘hebvﬁxn. Michizan, 10,000,
For the improvement of the Saginaw River, n, §11,000,
For the improvement of the harbor at Milwaukee. Wisconsin, §26,000.
For the improvement of the harbor at Kenosha, Wisconsin, §9,000.
For the improvement of the ppi River above the Falls of Saint Anthony,
£20,000; no part of which shall be expended npon the Falls of S8aint Anthony.
For the improvement of the harbor at Charlevoix, M.tohlai:‘n. §10,000.
For the improvement of the harbor at Thunder Bay, Michigan, §4,764.
For the improvement of the harbor at Port Clinton, Ohio, §5,000.
For repair of piers at mouth of Black River, Ohio, £6,000.
For the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers, $300,000.
For the improvement of the harbor at Erie, Pemmﬂvanh. £50,000.
For the improvement of the breakwater at Block Island, Rhode [sland, $40,000,
For the improvement of the Boston Harbor, Massachusetts, §50,000.
For the improvement of the harbor at Plymouth, Massachusetts, §5,000.
Gltll'jg;ﬂ the improvement of Little Narraganset Bay, Rhode Island and Connecticut,
For the improvement of the Kennebunk River, Maine, £5,000.
For the improvement of Belfast Harbor, Mninak&a.om
For the improvement of the harbor at Rondout, New York, £50,000.
wl;os the improvement of the harbor at Port Jefferson, Long Island, New York,

g'?rm the improvement of the channel between Staten Island and New Jersey,

For the improvement of the harbor at Provincetown, Massachusetts, £4,000.

For the construetion of piers of Ice Harbor and removing obstructions at New
Castle, Delaware, §12 000. ;

For the improvement of the harbor of refuge, Lake Huron, Michigan, includ-

removal of the wreek of * The City of Butfalo,” §75,000.
'or the improvement of the Chippewa River, Wisconsin, $15,000.

Yor the improvement of the Wabash River, Indiana, $70,000.

For the improvement of the harbor at Calnmet, Illinois, $25 000,

For the improvement of the Illinois River, Illinois, §40,000.

For theimprovement of the Red River of the North, Minnesota, 10,000,

For the improvement of the Upper Mississippi River, §30,000; and §7,000 thereof
ms& be applied in constructing the necessary machin.:ﬁ used in Captain Edward
Bell's process for building wing-dams and applying process in the improve-
ment of said river.

For the improvement of Rock Island Rapids, Mississippi River, §30,000.

For the imgmwement. of the Mississippi, Missouri, and Arkansas Rivers, $100,000:
Provided, That §40,000 of the above sum shall be expended on the Missouri River.

For the improvement of the Mississippi River between the mouths of the Illinois
and Ohio Rivers, {tl.'tgﬂ of which are to be expended between the mouths of the
Illinois and Missouri Rivers, and £30,000 of which are to be expended to prevent
erosion and destruction of its banks between the foot of Dickey Island and the
mouth of the Ohio River, and £5,000 of which are to be expended to E:vent erosion
u{iita :gn%k&o between islands No. 14 and No. 15, near the town of kaskia, IIli-
nois,) ,000,

For removal of a bar in the Mississippi River Dcorgposit.e Dubuque, Iowa, §15,000.

For the improvement of the Ohio River, §230,000.

For the annnal expense of gaug::z the waters of the Lower Mississippi and its
tributaries, and for contin observations of the rise and fall of the same, as re-
quired by {]olnt resolution of February 21, 1871, §5,000.

For the improvement of the Tennessee hlver, £300,000; £15,000 of which are tobe
gfpwldaghnbwew Chattanooga, and the remaining §235,000 are to be expended upon

necie 8.

To ascertain in current and next fiscal years, as required by act of March 3, 1875,
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the depth of water and width of channel secured and maintained, from time to
time, by James B. Eads, at South Pass of Mississippi River, and to enable the Sec-
retary of War to report duwring the construction of the worlk the 'p':yments made
from time to time and the probable times of other payments, and to report during
the construction of the work all im t facts ting to the of the
same, materials used, aod the character and ]lasu.nnanenoy with w esaid jettee
and auxiliary works are being constrncted, $15,000. e

For the construction of a canal around the cascades of the Columbia River in
the State of Oregon, §100,000; of which amount the Secretary of War is authorized
to expend so mwnch as in his judﬁmm may be necessary and proper to secure title
and right of way for canal and locks, not exceeding the sum of §10,000; and when-
ever, in the prosecution of the said work, it shall bave to obtain
the right of way over any lands for the said canal and locks. msemmlt’inof War
shall take possession of and use the said lands, after having purchased the same,
or, in case the said lands cannot be for a le price, then after
having paid for the same, or secured the value thereof, which value may be ascer-
t.alnmf in the mode provided by the laws of Oregon for the condemnation of lands
for public uses in that State. The Department of Justice shall represent the in-
terests of the United States in any legal proceedings under this to obtain the

ht of way for said canal.
'or the im| t of the barbor at Racine, Wisconsin, §0,000.

For the continuing of the work on the ship-channel in Galveston B&, $75,000.

For the improvement of the mouth of the Mississippi River, §100,000: Provid
That this ap ion shall cease to be available when its necessity is supersed
by any other work of improvement authorized by law.

It nial! be the duty of the Secretary of War to apply the moneys herein appro-

ted as faras may beby contract, except when specific estimates cannot be made

‘or the particular work, or where, in the nﬂﬁem of said Secretary, the work can-
not be contracted at prices advantageons to Gowmmeng and except a pl:Frl.
tions made for examinations and surveys; and such con shall be msse ter
sufficient public advertisement for dpmpﬂanh, in such form and manner as the See-
retary of War shall prescribe; and such contract shall be made with the lowest
rﬁsmﬁffih bidi'inm therefor, accompanied by such securities as the Secretary of

ar s uire.

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of War is herely directed to cause examinations or
surveys, or both, to be made at the fo]luﬂ::g points, nmelg;

Kanl.uuk%mver. from the Three Forks of said river to Savannah, Georgia, via
Cuamberlan GE

Cumberland Kiver above Cumberland Fﬂlﬁaxmmcﬁ.

Dan River, from Clarksville, Virginia, via Danville, r%:i: to Danbury, North
Carolina ; and Stanton Rlvar}rom Roanoke, Virginia, to kneal, Virginia.

New River, from the leal mines in Wythe County, Virginia, to the mouth of
‘Wilson in Grayson County, Virginia.

Tug Fork nfy]l;o Sandy River, Kentucky, and West Virginia.

Onancock Creek, Vi ia.

Hunting Creek, Vi in.

Etowah River in Georgia, from Cooper's Iron-Works to Canton ; and the south
branch of said river, known as Little River, from its junction with the Etowalr
above Cooper’s Iron-Works to the mouth of Cooper's Sandy Creek.

Tonawanda Harbor, New York, on the east branch of Niagara River, at the mouth
of Tonawanda Creek, and extending north and south therefrom.

Sackett's Harbor, New York.
dmrburat Whitehall, at the south end of Lake Champlain, to procure twelve feet

wuter.

Saline River, Ar! : .

Upper Arkansas River, commencing at Kansas City, in the State of Kansas, to
Fort gl.:ilh. in the State of Arkansas.

Holston River, Tennessee, commencing above the mouth of French Broad River,
to Union, Tennessee.

Nolachucky River, Tennessce, from its mouth to Warrensburgh,

Sunflower River, Mississippi.

Paul River, Mississippi.

Big Black River, Mississippl.

Towne Creek, Monroe Couné_.\:i hhumaa:g

Chattahoochee River, from Colnmbus, rgia, to Thompson's Brid,

Examination and survey of the harbor at Annapall.hlllar}'land, and an estimate
of the cost of the removal of the bars at the entrance thereto.

Wéastmn branch of the Patapsco River, from Light Street Bridge to Elk Ridge
Landing.

Pocomoke River, Maryland.
Great Choptank River, between Denton and Greensborough, Maryland.
Tread Haven Creek, at or near Easton Point, Talbot Counr%, Maryland.

Slaughter Creek, near the mouth of Little Choptank River, land,
Brown's Creek and Southeast Creek, land.

Corsica Creek, Maryland.

Harbor at Leonardstown, land.

Duck Creek, from its mouth to Smimu Landing, Delaware,

Dover River, or Saint Jones's Creek, Delaware.

Murderkill Creek, Ware.

Mispillion Creek, Delaware.

Brandywine River, Delaware.

Broad Creek, emptying in Nanticoke River, from its mouth to the town of Laurel
in the State of ware.

Laurel Ureek, Kentucky.

Harbor at San Luis Obispo.

Coos Bay, Oregon.

unille River, Oregon. k

MeKenzie River, Oregon, with aview of ascertaining the most practicable steam-
boat channel from the mouth of said river to the mouth of Mohawk Riverat Yarnels.

Tha}a!mm:el in Black River between the Kennebec at Bath, Maine, and the Sheep-
scott River.

Songo River, and the channel Ieadjnﬁ from Long Lake to Sel Lake, Maine.

Manistee River, from its mouth to Sherman, Wexford County, hizan.

Suarvey and examination of the rocks in the channel of the Potomac River, between
Georgetown, District of Columbia, and the new outlet-locks of the Chesapeake and
Ohio Canal, and ascertaining cost of removing the same: Provided, The cost of
such survey shall be paid by the Chesa and Ohio Canal Coﬁmn.ny.

From the Dalles of the t Croix River to Lake Superior in esota, with a
¥ port of Memphis, T to ascertain what if

Port of Memp ENDESses, 80 A8 n what measures, if any, are neces-
sary to protect the landings and wharf from further injury from the current of the
Mississippi River, and the cost of the same.

Mouth of Bell River, S8aint Clair County, Michigan.

Cohasset Harbor, Massachusetts.

Gloucester Harbor, Massachusetts,

Man-of - War-Shoal at Boston, Massachusetts.

Breakwater at Fairweather ialnnd, Connecticut.

Bayou Courtablean, from its mouth in the Atchafalaya River, to Washington,
Louvisiana, with estimates of the cost of removing obstructions in said bayou so as
to give a sufficient depth of water to accommodate the steamboats traveling on the
bayou.

A survey of that portion of the Monongahela and Alleghany Rivers lying within
and along the boundaries of the city of Pittsburgh, which portion of said rivers is
hereby p! under the direction of the engineer in charge of the Ohio River.

For continuing survey of Yonghiogheny River, to continue the slack-water nav-

on up said river to the headwaters at the foot of the Alleghany Mountains,
nee by canal to Cumberland, intersecting there the Chesapeake and Dhio Canal.

A survey to ascertain the pm.ctiuabi!ig and cost of the construction of a sea-
wall or breakwater for thaﬂ];rutect-inn of the city and harbor of Galveston, Texas,

st storm floods from the Gulf of Mexico, to be paid for out of the appropria-
for the aurvey of rivers and harbors,

A survey to ascertain the practicability and cost of the construction of a water-
route for trans tion from the mouth of Saint Mary's River on the borders of
the States of wr.-i;ts and Florida ﬂ:mu%h the Okefenokee Swamp, and through
the State of Florida, to the most available and convenient point on the Gulf of
Mexico; and that the sum of §7,500 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated for
that purpose out of anglmnney in the not otherwise appropriated.

A survey to ascertain the practicability and cost of a water-route from head of
tide-water on the Pata ver, Maryland, to head of tide-water on the eastern
branch of the Potomac River, near the town of Bladensburgh, l{n:lylmd.

To ascertain the practicability and cost of euttinif a deep channel from the lower
anchorage of the bay of Mobile to the city of Mob ma.

A survey to ascertain the cost and practicability of removing the obstructions in
the Withlacoochee River, Florida.

An examination and survey to ascertain the cost and practicability of removing
the obstructions at the entrance of the harbor of Pensacola, Florida, and of deepen-
ing the channel of Blackwater River between Pensacola and Milton, in said State.

i survey for a ship-channel through Galveston Bay, begin at twelve feet
water in the mouth of the San Jacinto River and run ont of the mouth of said
river east of Morgan's Point to the t channel, throngh Red Fish Bar; thence
through the same, extending through Galveston Harbor, ing west of Half-Moon
Shoals and Pelican Island, and to twelve feet water in Galveston Channel ; and to
cause an estimate of the cost of the same to be made, and of the comparative merits
of the same, with the route to the head of Bolivar Channel; and of the effects of
the completion of each of said channels on the Galveston Hurbor as to shoaling or
‘1‘8'7 the same, and report the same to Congress by the 1st day of December,

A resurvey and estimate of the cost of deepening the channel across the bar at
the mouth of the Brazos River, Texas; and an estimate of the capacity of the har.
bor at the mouth of the Brazos, and its fitness for a harbor of refuge and naval sta-

tion. .

Harbors of Ashland and Bayfield in Wisconsin.

Chaumont Bay in Lake Ontario, New York.

The Missouri River, from the town of Saint Charles to the mouth of said Mis-
souri River, with the view to protect the owners of land on the banks of said river,
in Saint Charles County, Missouri, against the deflection and abrasion of the cur-
rent of said river by reason of the erection of the Saint Charles bridge.

A survey and estimate of the damages, if any, done, or to be done, to ri an
owners of lands, and improvements thereon, at or in front of the town of Venice,
Illinois, near Saint Louis, Missouri, by reason of Government improvements made,
or to be made, at or near said town of Venice,

Delaware River, near Cherry Island Flata.

Delaware River, near and between Petty's and Smith's Islands.

A survey, estimate, and report of the cost of a dike from the upper (north) end
of the island known as Bloody Island, in the Mmaissii i River opposite the city of
Saint Louis, Missouri, to the wing-dam opposite Brooklin, 1 s, and of the prae-
ticability and nsefulness of such dike for improving said river and ita harbors and
for protecting the lands on the east bank of said river against overflow and the de-
flection and a ion of the eurrent of said river.

i Survey of Red River above the raft to western boundary of the State of Ar-
ANsas,

Little River from its mouth to western bwndarg;;lrkmaa.

Survey of the Potomac River from rict of Columbia, to the new
outlet locks constructed on the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal.

Roanoke River, from Weldon, North Carolina, to Clarksville, Virginia.

Examination and survey of the Missouri River immediately above and at Ne-

braska City, Kohm& with a view of determining what measures, if any, are
:tm??‘nryxbnldop to preserve the landing for steamboats and other vessels
8ald po

And the siitm of 30,000 is hereby a; riated for such examinations and sur-
veys and for incidental repairs of mpfor which there is no special appropri-
ation provided by law : Provided, That the Secretary of War shall make an estimate
of the total cost of the examinations and surveys herein provided for; andin case
the sum hmi::lppmjmwd should prove insu.fguient to complete said examinations
and surveys, only such rivers and harbors shall be examined and surveyed as, in his
judgment, are most important. '

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment
of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] to the substitute offered by
the Senator from Vermont, [ Mr. EDMUNDS. ]

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould be glad to have the Senator from Towa
explain to us the general scope of this amendment, the amount of
money that is npﬂro riated by it, and how far it differs from the bill
as amended by the Senate in Committee of the Whole; and, having
done that, I should like to ask him some questions about some of the
particular items that are contained in it.

Mr, ALLISON. I will endeavor briefly to comply with the request
of the Senator from Vermont. The bill as it now stands in Commit-
tee of the Whole, striking out the amendments proposed by the Com-
mittee on Appropriations where those amendments reduced the
amounts of the appropriation and inserting the recommendations
gé, t-.l:;ocommittm where the amounts were increased, appropriates

769,014, .

Mr. HOWE. Does the Senator mean the bill or the substitute !

Mr. ALLISON. I mean the bill as it stands now, withount the adop-
tion of the substitute, the Senate in Committee of the Whole having
rejected all the amendments of the Committee on Approgriations in
one respect and accepted their recommendations in another respect.
The substitute which I propose will appropriate §5,271,664, or a re-
duction of the bill as it now stands of $1,4587,350.

Mr. MERRIMON. How does it compare with the House bill

Mr. ALLISON. It is a reduction of the House bill of over §600,000,

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the SBenator, if I do not dis-
turb him, as to one or two items in this substitute, because I have
had no means of comparison with the time I have had. Taking the
item on page 3, line 51, for the improvement of the harbor at San-
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dusky City, Ohio, which I remember was a disputed item in the Sen-
ate, how does that stand as compared with the amendment made by
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole? .

Mr. ALLISON. For the harbor at SBandusky City the Senate in-
creased the amount recommended by the committee $5,000, making
it £30,000. In my substitute I reduce the amount £5,000.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Just as the committee reported it 1 b

Mr. ALLISON. Just as the committee reported it. The sameis
trne with respect fo Cleveland, Ohio; I reduce the amount there
§25,000; that 1s, from $75,000 to $50,000, I do thison the faith of the
engineer in ch who says these sums will enable him to get on
very well with these two harbors for the present yeer. i

Mr. EDMUNDS. I made the inquiry for the sole purpose of infor-
mation.

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly; I understand it.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like my honorable friend in charge of
the bill to turn to page 5, line 97, &e.: .

For the improvement of the Great Kanawha River, West Virginia, including
the purchase of sites for dams and locks, not exceeding §15,000, §250,000.

How does that compare 1

Mr. ALLISON. That is a reduction of §50,000 from the amount
appropriated by the House.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then in the next paragraph:

Forremoval of Beaver and Nailor Bend rocks, aud for cleaning out snags and
fallen trees.

I think the word “fallen” ought to be stricken out so as to take
the standing trees as well ; but that I cannot move just now.

In the Little Kanawha, West Virginia, §7,300,

How does that compare 1

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Appropriations recommended
that amendment,

Mr. EDMUNDS. Just that sam ?

Mr. ALLISON. Just that sum; and the Senate adopted it. That
is just the sum that the engineer reports is necessary to clean out the
Little Kanawha River for a distance of forty-six miles and enable
them to get coal, &e., down that river into the Big Kanawha. For
furthér particulars I refer the Senator from Vermont to the Senator
from West Virginia, [Mr. Davis.]

Mr. EDMUNDS. Just as they say at the shows, “for further par-
ticulars inquire within.”

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. “8ee small bills.”

Mr. EDMUNDS. *“See small bills;” that is it. It would not be
necessary to look at this bill in order to see one of that character.
On page 8, line 182, there is this item :

For the improvement of New River from the lead mines in Wdy&toba County, Vir-
ginia, to the mouth of the Greenbrier River, West Virginia, §15,000,

How does that item now stand in the bill as agreed upon in Com-
mittee of the Whole 1

Mr. ALLISON. I reduce it $10,000. It stands in Committee of
the Whole §25,000,

Mr. EDMUNDS, May I ask the Senator, if I do not trespass too
much upon his knowledge of geography, to tell me if this improve-
ment of New River goes up from the lead mines to the mouth of the
g;leen'brier or down from the lead mines o the mouth of the Green-

er

Mr. ALLISON. I infer that it must run with the course of the
river, down.

Mr. E,DMUNDS. You think that the appropriation runs with the
stream

Mr. ALLISON. I think it must run from the lead mines down to
the mouth of the Greenbrier, as I think New River flows into the
Greenbrier; buf I refer to my honorable friend from Virginia.

Mr. WITHERS. I will state that these lead mines are about two
hundred and fifty or three hundred miles south of where the Green-
brier runs into New River.

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator from Virginia, while we are
on that point, what is the present size of New River at the lead mines,
in Wythe County
tﬂh[r. WITHERS. About the size of the Potomac River at George-

Wi,

Mr. EDMUNDS. It isa very good river, then. I suppose thatno
Senator will suppose I am wasting time; but I think as this involves
some millions we all have a right to know what little we can about
it. On page 9, lines 195 to 197 inclusive, I see this item:

For removing bowlders and in Big Sandy River, Keni
ginin, ielading Louiss Fork, Virgtaia, $1000. T o1 ooy snd West Vie

Wil: the Senator give us what information he has on that subject
as compared with the bill as it nowstands in Committee of the Whole?

Mr. ALLISON. That isnot changed. We had such a practical ex-
pression of opinion about the Big Sandy, particularly Louisa Fork,
that I did not change it, for fear% might lose a vote for the amend-
ment. The engineers report that that improvement will be very val-
uable in the Big Sandy River. It is really not a waste of money.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Buot how about Louisa Fork?

Mr. ALLISON'H thufniaa F?rk is a sg1:.1l portion of the river. The
appropriation will chiefly, of cou expended on the Big Sandy.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why sot A = - i

Mr. ALLISON. Because the engineers so desire, and so recom-
mend, and I have no doubt will so rﬁ:.

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is Lounisa Fork? Will the Senator be good
enough to tell ns ¥ Isita part of the river or an affluent of it ?

Mr. WITHERS, It is one of the forks of the Big Sandy River.
.I&ny.iﬁtormu.tion the Senator desires in regard to it I think I can

urnish,

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish the Sanator wonld tell us. -

Mr. WITHERS. The Tug Fork is one of the forks of the Big Sandy
and the Louisa Fork is the other fork. I will also state to the Sen-
ator as a liftle curious piece of history that the Louisa Fork was
originally Le Visé Fork, or the “survey” fork, of the Big Sandy
River, and the name has been corrupted first into Eliza Fork and now
into Lonisa Fork,

Mr. EDMUNDS. That of course would justify the :;ppmﬂpﬁntion.

Mr. WITHERS. Just as much as the fitting up of a flotilla on
Lake Champlain wonld justify an appropriation for Otter Creek.

Mr. ALLISON. I think I misled the Senator from Vermont. I
think I reduced the Big Sandy $10,000 from what it appearsin the bill
as it now stands.

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator has reduced the appropriation
and has not reduced the fork, I think the bill may be considered as
safe ; for the fork evidently would not bear much reduction. On
page 9, lines 205 and 206, there is this item:

For the improvemeut of Rush Chute and the harbor of Burlington, Iowa, §10,000,

How does that stand compared with the bill {

Mr. ALLISON. It stands just as it does in the Dbill.

: Fr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator kindly tell us what Rush Chute
is

Mr. ALLISON. With the test pleasure. Rush Chute is a nar-
row channel of the river on the west side of the Mississippi River, a
mile or two above Burlington.

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is a part of the Mississippi River?

Mr. ALLISON. It is a part of the Mississippi River. The water
flows in there and makes a bar by crossing over to the east shore at
Burlington Harbor. The object is to close that chute and thus throw
the water into a different direction.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then on pages 11 and 12:

For the improvement of the harbor of refuge, Lake Huron, Michigan, includ-
ing removal of the wreck of The City of Buffalo, $75,000.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s time has expired.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Imove to indefinitely postpone this bill. Will the
Chair be good enoungh to state the question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion made
by the Senator from Vermont to indefinitely postpone the bill.

Mr, COOPER. Iask if that motion is in order

Mr.EDMUNDS. I will take my seat when a question of order is
made, until it is decided.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair overrules the point of
order. The Senator from Vermont will proceed.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg Senators to believe, and I think they will
jhu.stify me in saying so, that as far as I have gone the inquiries [

ave made are fair and proper by way of explanation. If under the
five-minute rule on a substitute of this kind, which eovers the whole
question, we are to be cut off with five minutes, then I for one feel
perfectly justified in a lawful way in taking measures that will en-
able me to understand the proposition submitted. Bo munch to my
honorable friend from Tennessee.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair was compelled to call the
Senator’s attention to the expiration of his time.

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Chair was perfectly correct. I beg the Chair
not to suppose I was reflecting on him in the slightest degree. Iwas
only addreaaing myself to my uneasy friend from Tennessee, who
does not seem desirous that this substitute shall be inquired into.

Lll(r- COOPER. If the motion is in order, I have no remarks to
malke,

Mr. EDMUNDS. Exactly; but the Senator onght to have known;
and he has found out.

Mr. COOPER. I have, and therefore I have yielded.

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is right. Therefore we will begin again if
we are all in order. On pages 11 and 12 I was inquiring of the Sen-
ator from Iowa to explain about this wreck of the City of Buffalo,
for a question of this kind was once up on the subject of a wreck in
the harbor of New York which has led my attention to this item.

Mr. ALLISON. In the first place, at this point I reduce the amount
$25,000. The amount as it stands now in the bill is $100,000. This
provision in relation to the wreck of The City of Buffalo is now in
the bill, and it is there by the recommendation of the Burean of En-
gineers, for the reason that, as they understand the law, a mere ap-
propriation for the improvement of aharbor does not authorize them
to remove the wreck of a vessel. This vessel was wrecked at this
precise point and is very mneh in the way, and must be removed.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; but what I wish to get at (and what drew
my attention to the snbject is an old case o? this sort) is whether
this wreck being removed and raised it is for the benefit of the own-
ers of the vessel, or whether it is merely to be blotted out and de-
stroyed as a thing that has been abandoned by the owners; whether
like a snag or any other thing that obstructs commeree it is to be dis-
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d of, or whether some private party or corporation is to have the
nefit of this appropriation. That is what I want to get at.

Mr. ALLISON{) I will say to the Senator from Vermont that inas-
much as this came to us from the Engineer Bureau it never occurred
to me that there was a private job in it. If may be possible there is,
but if so I know nothing about it.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Of course I should know that. 3

Mr. ALLISON. I made no inquiry beyond the point that the En-
gineer Bureau stated that it was necessary to insert these words in
order to enable them to use this money for this purpose, as otherwise
perhaps the law would not authorize them to do it. I do not know
what will be done with this wreck when it is raised. It may be in
the interest of some private parties. If so, I trust thatsome Senator
who knows it will state the fact.

Mr, FERRY. I should like, if the S8enator from Vermont will allow
me, to ask the Senator from lowa if the sum of §100,000 was not ap-
propriated last year for this harbor of refuge aside from any wreck f

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir.

Mr. FERRY. And does nof the bill as it passed the House appro-
priate $100,000 for this place of refnge? :

Mr. ALLISON. Yes,sir.

Mr. EDMUNDS. That does not touch the point of my inquiry in
respect of which the committee has no information. Here is a vessel
that appears to be sunk at that harbor, or at its entrance, or some-
where, that is in the way and has to be removed.

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. The appropriation is both for raising it and
removing it.

Mr. EDMUNDS. They are to remove if, and yon cannot conven-
iently remove it until you raise it, ordinarily. Therefore, my inquiry
was devoted to ascertaining (if it is not invidious to any ﬂf to
know the just grounds upon which it rests) if this wreck be still, as
many wrecks are, not abandoned by the owners but by the under-
writers as mere derelict and gone, like any other obstruction that be-
longs to nobody, or whether this sum of money, $75,000, or so much
as may be necessary, for there is no discretion as to the two items,
may be appropriated under this wicked and corrupt Administration
that so much has been said about, to raising a sunken vessel, a steamer
I should infer from the name of it, for the benefit of the proprietors
and furnish at public expense a great private advantage fo them. I
have no information about it, and therefore I merely ask for infor-
mation.

Mr. ALLISON. I prefer to strike the clanse out rather than to
have any question about it. I only know what the engineer said.
It did not occur to me for a single moment that there was any private
interest in it. I {)refer fo modify mﬁ substitute by striking it out.

Mr. FERRY. 1 do not know anything about it, but it seems to me,
if there is a wreck, it is very just and n to remove it in order
to make that harbor available; that if is as necessary to remove it as
any other obstacle. Itis a wreck lying there valueless, so far as I
know. I have no information particularly except that which comes
in the way mentioned by the Senator from Iowa, from the engineers.

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is one of the misfortunes that my friend
bears in company with the rest of us, because he is not of “the body
of the people.” If he were, he would of course know all abont this
work. I, not being of “ the body of the people,” according to his con-
stitutional theories, do not know anything about it myself, and it
was in order to get information that I put the inquiry. It may be a
perfectly proper work. I have no reason to doubt it or to believe it.
All I want is information.

o Mr. ALLISON. I have the infornmiation now, if the Senator will
ear it.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have it.

Mr. ALLISON. I will either strike out the clause or leave it in, as
the Senator prefers. I ask the Clerk to read the letters which I send
to the desk.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS,
Washington, D, 0., May 3, 1876,

Smt: On the 17th of November, 1875, Weitzel, Corps of Engineers, reported
to this office that a vessel had been wrecked during a severs storm on September
10, 1875, in the harbor of refuge at Sand Beach, on Lake Huaron.

The wreck lying in such a position as to seriously obstruct navigation, the ques.
tion as to whether its removal could be required of the owners was submitted to
the honorable the Attorney-General of the United States, who gave the opinion
that thet.bm was not of a character to warrant the institution of proceedings
against the owners,

From the inclosed oop{h:i a communication, dated 26th of April last, from Major
Weitzel, it will be seen that he desires to be informed whether, in the event of an
appropriation being made at the present session of Congress for continuing the
work at the harbor of refuge, any portion of it conld be applied to the removal of
the wreck in question, whS;:L not only seriously obstructs the navigation of the
harbor, but materially interferes with the economical prosecntion of the work of
improving it. In order to settle the question as to the {Urrlety of applying any
portion of the appropriation to the removal of the wreck, 1t is respectfully sag-

that the matter be brought to the attention of the Committee on C
of the Senate of the United States, with a view to securing such an amendment to
the item in the river and harbor act con the appropriation for the harbor of
Lake Huron as will authorize an expenditure of a sufficient amount for
. A sketch of the harbor, g the position of the wreck, is in-

v ully, bedient
ery respectfully, your ol ot servant, Fiat Y5,
Brigadier-General and Ohief of Engincers.

Hon. ALraoNs0 TAFT,
Secretary of War.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now let us hear the report of the Attorney-Gen-
eral on the state of the case.

The CHIEF CLERK, There is nothing here from the Attorney-Gen-
eral ; there is a letter from the Secretary of War:

WAR DEPARTMENT,
Washington Oity, July &, 1876,

8m: I ha ¥
mamcmummemmdmhammum to the harbor of
Huron, and have respec to sng that the
harbor act containing an appropriation for the harbor of
refuge on Lake Horon be so amended as to authorize an expenditure of a snfficient
amount for the of removing the wreck of the City of Buffalo in that harbor,
which the Chie Engineers reports not only seriously obstructs the navigation
of the harbor, but materially interferes with the economical prosecution of the
work of impmvinﬁi:.l
It was the inten to forward the inclosed letter on the day it was written. The
been discovered.

delay is the result of an o and has just
Very respectfully, ymt servant,

Hon. Roscoe CONKLING,
Ohairman Oommittee on Commeree, United States Senate.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I greatly regret that we have not the opinion of
the Attorney-General stating the facts abont this thing to show
whather this is still a valuable stranded vessel which when removed
and lifted out of thesand is going to be taken possession of by its pri-
vate owners or nof, and the grounds upon which it proceeds. There
is certainly nothing in the paper which leads to the inference that
anything improper about it exists. At the same time there are so
many cases of this character occurring over the United States that I
thonght it due to the Senate to call the attention of the chairman of
the committee to it. It may be perfectly correct. If it were per-
fectly correct there wonld be some diffienlty in proving that the im-
provement of the harbor did not cover the removal of this wreck,
which had been abandoned by its owners and which has become like
a snag, or a bowlder, or a sand-bar, a mere abandoned obstruction to
ecommerce. The mere fact of putting this clanse in would seem to
imply that it was doubtful whether it was to be removed for the ben-
efit of the private owners or whether it onght to be removed at their
expense, on the other hand, as something that still had a material
valne when taken ont of that place. I have no knowledge on the
subject, and calling the atiention of my friend to it I of course have
no observations to submit upon it.

Mr. ALLISON, I ask the Senator from Vermont whether it ought
to be stricken out or remain in?

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido say, speaking as a Senator, that I do not
think we otfight to provide specifically for removing a thing that if
it be an abandoned thing, and a mere general obstruction, would fall
within the general bill, unless we know particularly the grounds upon
which the Attorney-General p s

Mr. ALLISON. Then I move that the clause be stricken out,

Mr. EDMUNDS. In justice to all the parties, I want to repeat that
I know of no circumstance which gives any ground for probable be-
lief that there is any job about it. It is just to everybody to say
that. I only want to call atfention to it.

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. If the Senator will allow me, he has all the
information that any other Senator has in regard to it.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have not the least doubt about it. I ho
neither of my honorable friends supposes for a moment that I thonght
they were withholding any information ; far from it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa modifies the
amendment to the amendment by striking out in lines 263 and 264
the words * including removal of the wreck of The City of Buffalo,

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I ask the attention of the Senator from
Towa to page 14, line 322 to the end of the paragraph, about the
locks, &o., at the cascades of the Columbia River in the State of
Oregon, which so far as I know are a proper subject of public im-
provement. Of course I do not know that this particular sum can
be wisely expended this year, but in that greatriver I have no reason
to doubf that the improvement of those cascades is a proper object.
What I wish to call the attention of the Senator in charge to is
whether the phraseology that he has adopted in respect of condemn-
ing private property is one that will work in practice and stand the
test of the courts of law?

Mr. ALLISON. I did not examine the subject with very great care.
Tt is precisely the provision inserted by the Senator from Oregon [ Mr.
MrrcHELL] in open session. I noticed the Senator from Vermont
paid particular attention fo the provision and made no special ob-
jection to it. I concluded, therefore, that it was a proper provision,
and I copied it and inserted it here.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have made no special objection to anything. I
did not notice that it wounld do any particular good. .

Mr. KELLY. Will the Senator from Vermont allow me fo explain
that provision 1

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly.

Mr. KELLY. I ean by turning to the last volume of the Statutes
at Large produce a clause in relation to the condemnation of prop-
erty for the Fox River improvement which is nearly identical, not
altogether the same, but this is merely changed so as to suit the cir-
cumstances of the case where they differ from that.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only call attention to it not because I propose
any amendment or make any eriticisms upon it, hut as being one of

J. D. CAMERON,
Secretary of War.




1876.

OONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

4847

the people responsible with the vast mass of us here, when this bill
comes to pass—and I suppose it will some day—for thissort of legisla-
tion, I should be sorry to have anybody suppose that I believed this
particnlar provision as it stands would be in point of law adequate
to the end that is in view. That is all.

All the rest of this bill is about surveys, and I do not wish o waste
the time of the Senate in going through with them. Many of them,
as was pointed out before, are for objects, on the most latitudinal
construetion of the Constitution and the powers of Congress, obviously
ountside of its constitutional authority ; and if it were in order, so as
to bring my friend’s proposition down to its real merits npon these
appropriations for improvements and eontinuing work, I would move
to strike out the second section, so as to leave us to pass upon the
first section nupon the real merit or want of it that the first section
and the principal part of the bill may provide,

Mr. ANTHONY. Can you not divide the amendment!

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not know, as my friend from Rhode Island
suggests, but that we may be authorized—I rather think we may be—
to divide this question, as the amendment is in two distinct sections,
although I am not particularly sure about that, it being an amend-
ment to strike out and insert.

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will take note of the last clause of
the second section in line 361. I think a few moments would so mod-
ify that last clause as to cover the point made by the Senator, be-
cause there the Secretary of War is required to make an estimate of
all these rivers and barbors. I think myself it would be much better
to have a fund placed in the hands of the Secretary of War to make
such a;giveya of rivers and harbors as,in his judgment, ought to be
surveyed. .

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is quite a different proposition from what
is here contained.

Mr. ALLISON. Iknow it is,

Mr. EDMUNDS. Would not the Senator for the time being, to
avoid the doubtful question of order about dividing one whole amend-
ment, just withdraw the second section of his amendment; and when
the first section is disposed of he can offer it again and we can get a
vote on it in that way separately ?

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir; I will do that. ;

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from
Towa is so modified.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand the Senator from Iowa withdraws
the second section for the time being.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the understanding of the
Chair. The question is on the amendment of the Senator from lowa
to the amendment of the SBenator from Vermont.
denm&EDMIJNDS called for the yeas and nays, and they were or-

Mr. FERRY. Let us understand the question.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa in the first
place offered the printed amendment as a whole, as a substitute for
the amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont, He has now
modified it by withdrawing the section relating to surveys. He offers
the residue of the amendment as an amendment to the substitute
:ﬁ’emd by the Senator from Vermont, and that is the pending ques-

ion.

Mr. FERRY. The ci;lestion is on that amendment as modified ?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the gnestion.

Mr. BOGY. On the first section. There are two sections.

Mr. FERRY. As I understand, Mr. President, the Senator from
Iowa has modified his snbstitute by withdrawing that part of it which
pertains to surveys.

Mr. ALLISON. Temporarily only, for the moment, in order to take
the question separately. \

Mr. FERRY. Is it the intention of the Senator from Iowa to pro-
pose the second section as part of the bill 7

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly.

Mr. FERRY. Then why not try the whole now1

Mr. ALLISON. I wanted to accommodate my friend from Vermont;,
and I did not know but that I could in a few moments modify the
second section so as to make it more acceptable.

Mr. FERRY. I desire toask npon what basis or theory the Senator
from Iowa has so modified his proposition as to take from Michigan
some $97,0007 As I see by the bill, the reduction of his proposition is
$600,000, which wonld be 10 per cent. from the bill as reported by the
commiftee, The amount taken from the State of Michigan is over 20

r cent., and from national works, so considered during the debate.

ask that question for information.

Mr. ALLISON. I would say in reply to the Senator that in mak-
ing the deductions which I made in this substitute I looked upon a

uction of the appropriations for the Sault Ste. Marie Canal and
the harbor of refuge as no detriment to the State of Michigan, the
Senator from Michigan himself having stated on the floor that these
were national improvements in their character and not local, and
therefore should not be charged to Michigan. I regard them as na-
tional improvements in their character. Theseason is far spent; we
are nearly up to the 1st of August. This harbor of refuge is situated
in the northern portion of Mitgxiglm, and I think that §75,000 perhaps
is as much as they can &mpernlg expend, comparing that with the sea-
son of last year when they had the entire summer. I can assure the
Senator from Michigan that there was not the slightest idea of dis-

turbing the harmonies of this bill with reference to the several States.
I look upon these items as great national works in which the Senator
from Michigan had as much interest as other Senators and no more.

Mr. FERRY. That is true, and I have so regarded them; but in
the course of this debate there has been a persistent effort to attach
to Michigan and place on Michigan all these amounts so as to swell
the aggregate of the appropriations to that State. That has been
the effect and the tendeney of those who have advocated a reduction
of this bill, and for that reason I felt it my duty, as it is my privi-
lege, to ask the Senator, inasmuch as he has framed this substitute,
on what basis it p As I understand the principle on which
the committee’'s action was based it was cutting down local appro-
priations rather than national ones. Now I see that the only two
national improvements in the broadest sense connected with the State
of Michigan are cut down, one £50,000, and the other §75,000. It was
g:;lthe purpose of gaining that information that I interrogated the

utor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment
of the Senator from Iowa to the amendment of the S8enator from Ver-
mont, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered.

The Secre: proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. COOP (when Mr, STEVENSON'S name was called.) The
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. STEVENSON] desired me to announce
that he is paired with the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. GorpoN.] The
Senator from Kentuck? would vote “yea” on this question, and the
Senator from ia * nay.”

Mr. DAVIS, (when Mr. CAPERTON'S name was called.) My colleagne
[Mr. CAPERTON] i8 paired with the Senator from Ohio, [ Mr, THUR-
MAN.] If present my colleagne would vote “nay,” and 1 think the
Senator from Ohio wounld vote “ yea.” They are both sick.

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—
yeas 17, nays 22; as follows:

o, Damon. Feelinghuysen, Hamlin, Sows, Logan, McMtilan, Morr, Ogleaby
, Daw uysen, owe, \ Mo : i -
B ik, W1 anﬁ Mt—n’ A
NAYS—Messrs. Barnum, , Christianey, Cockrell, Conover, Cooper, Davlas,
Dennis, mﬂmﬂgﬁnﬁ Jones of Florida, Kelly, Kernan, Key, Maxey,
Merrimon, Mitehell, No . Ransom, Speneer, and Withers—22,
ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Bruce, e, Cameron of Pennsylvania,
Caperton, Clnihm Conkling, Dors:fy, Eaton, Edmunds, Goldthwaite, Gordon, Har-
vey, Hitcheock, Johnston, Jones Nevada, McCreery, McDonald, Morton, Pat-
terson, Randolph, Robertson, Sargent, Saulsbury, S8haron, Sherman, Stevenson,
Thurman, W Wallace, West, and Whyte—33.

8o the amendment to the amendment was rejected.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair believes the Senator from
Vermont withdrew the motion to indefinitely postpone.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the substitute
offered by the Senator from Vermont, upon which the yeas and nays
have been ordered.

Mr. LOGAN. I was in hopes this bill conld be so arranged that I
could vote for it because there are some appropriations in it for my
own State, and 1 believe that is the reason that most people vote for
bills of this character; I do not know any other. Bat, without com-
mitting myself, I want to call the attention of the Senate to the prop-
osition th‘?t the Sennte];ehnrsa jl:lal:se rrefnned to strike out. hThem are six

ages, and supposing to n items to a there are sixt;
gew surveys pro\ridgt;d for in this bill of diﬂ‘erlt;ua%eharbors, sluiceaj:
creeks, spring branches, and duck puddles I conld name—I dislike to
do if, however—some of these rivers and creeks that I have crossed
over myself ; some of them I have jumped across, and if I did not I
made my horse do it. The idea of providing for sixty or seventy
surveys for the purpose of hfing out a large margin for the next Con-
to appropriate probably two or three million dollars, or a mill-
ion at least, to be expended on these streams that will be surveyed .
duri*u%1 the year merel{ to get them started for the purpose of large
@ iture of money, I do not think is proper legislation.

. SPENCER. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me to in-
terrupt him a moment? If he will read the latter part of the section
he will notice that only $50,000 is appropriated for surveys.

Mr. LOGAN. It would make no difference if it was only five cents,
if that was sufficient to commence the surveys, the meaning of it
would be to complete the work, which would cost millions of dollars;
and there is ly an item mentioned in these new surveys that is
worth the attention of this country at all. The idea of surveying
some of the little streams mentioned here in different parts of the
country, that almost every one who knows anything about the coun-
try is conversant with—the idea of surveying them for navigable
streams to float the commerce of this country upon, is absurd and
ridiculous. Itisonly the enterinﬁ-wedga to large appropriations. It
is an on , and if it was not that nearly every Senator has got an
appropriation in this bill for some creek or river in his own State, it
could not get five votes.

Mr. AN’I’%ONY Mr. President, I ize the Senator from Iowa
a8 the captain of this ship to-night, and I sail under his orders. I
would suggest, as we are just upon the edge of a quorum and the bill
is a very important one, whether we had not better adjourn antil Mon-
daﬂr 1 e the atllggestion to him and shall follow his wishes.

. ALLISON. we could vote on Monday without debate, as I
:ihil_]f we all understand this bill pretty well, I should be very glad to

o it.
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Several SExaToRrs. Finish the bill now.

Mr. ANTHONY. You cannot pass it to-night.

Mr. ALLISON. Perhaps we can go on a little while longer.

Mr. WINDOM. What is the amount named in the amendment of
the Senator from Vermont !

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Four million dollars.

Mr. WINDOM. I wove to amend by making it $5,000,000.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment has already been | offi

offered and rejected by the Senate.

Mr. WINDOM. I move, then, to make it £5,200,000.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is in order. The questionison
the amendment of the Senator from Minnesota to the amendment of
the Senator from Vermont to make the amount §5,200,000.

Mr. COCKRELL. What has become of the second section of this
bill? Is that out of the way?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is out of the way.

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not out of the way; it is in the Dill

Mr. ALLISON. It will be in the way again after a while.

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Illinois made objection to it.
I angpuee we had better vote on that.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the
amendment of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Wixpox] to the
amendment of the Senator from Vermont to strike ount * §4,000,000”
and insert “ £5,200,000.”

The amendment to the amendment was rejected.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurson the substitute
offered by the Senator from Vermont, upon which the yeas and nays
have been ordered.

The Secre proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. KEY, (when his name was called.) On this questionI am paired
with the Senator from Nelraska, [Mr. Hircacock.] If he were here
he would vote “ yea,” and I should vote “nay.”

Mr. NORWOOD, (when Mr. GorpoX'S name was called.) On this
%uestion my colleague [Mr. GORDOX] is paired with the Senator from

entucky, [Mr. STEVENsON.] If present my colleagne would vote
“mnay,” and the Senator from Kentucky “ yea.”

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was annonnced—yeas
12, nays 26; as follows:

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Cragin, Dawes, Edmunds, Hamlin,
Logan, ill, Paddock, Wadleigh, and Wright—12.

N AYS—Messrs. Barnum, Bogy, Boutwell, cron of Wiscon Christiancy,
Cockrell, Conover, Cooper, Davis, Denuis, F&IE. Hamilton, llowe, Ingalls, Jones
of Florida, Kelly, Kernan, MeMillan, Maxey, Merrimon, Mitchell, Norwood, Ran-
som, . Windom, and Withers—26.

A NT—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Penn%lmia,

Caperton, Cla Conkling, Dorsey, Eaton, Frelinghuysen, Goldthwai ordon,
Harvey, htwfoﬁ'i, Fobasisch, donen of Nevads, x§y, féof‘ 3 }IcDut:.’an, Mor-

ton, Oglesby, Patt TRandolph, Ro , Sharon, Sher-
o toeenaon, Thraeman, Walluss, Wesh and Wihste. iy

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I offer the following amendment:

Strike out all aftor the enacting clause of the bill and insert :

That the sum of §5,500,000 is hereby appropriated for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1877, to be ed for the repair, extension, preservation, and completion of
works for the improvement of rivers and harbors under the direction of the Secre-
tar{lof War : Provided, That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to cause
:g h? mmgmﬁaﬁ' o be;: :i:‘laopmrn;hnef ii':i Dmml‘graadm si.i
expenditures made under the provisions of this act np to that time in detail.

Mr. President, I have only to say that this amendment is the
same as the Senate has just disagreed to, except that it increases the
sum, in order to reach the evident wishes of those Senators who are
strongest for reform and the diminution of expenses, by the amount
of a million and a half of dollars, while it is still three or four hun-
dred thousand dollars below the reformatory measure, as it may be
called, that came from the House of Representatives. I hope that
everybody will vote for it who has the real interest of economy and
the best interest of the Fublio service at heart, because I wish again,
in all seriousness, to call the attention of Senators to the well-known
fact that in the time of a republican administration—and I do not
refer to it to provoke political disenssion, but only to say that when
both Houses were republican and things were going, as our friends
on the other side would say, with a flowing hand, and there was no
House of Representatives to criticise in the hostile sense, as there is
now, an appropriation of two or three million dollars was made in
precisely these terms when a diﬂicult{(léke that now existing had
arisen ; and the event proved as everybody agrees—I never heard it
3uestioned at all—that this responsible expenditure in the nsible

iscretion of the Emp&r department for these public works much
better subserved the public interest and in the end everybody in all
the States was better satisfied than they were by this little arrange-
ment by States, “ You give me and I will give youn,” and all that sort
of thing that these bills are made up on. Therefore I appeal to gen-
tlemen of all parties to do this wise and proper thing, if we can
up to that sum, and it seems the Senate is determined that we sh

Mr. WITHERS. Will the Senator please say why, if that system
gﬂmmted s0 beneficially, it was abandoned the very next year and

e old system substituted for it ?

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will state why, with my due share of mortifi-
cation and humiliation and confession and shame, it is that accord-
ing to human observation and human experience it was not quite so
handy for people running for members of Congress not to have in

their own control in a bill a certain sum of money to be spent in their
districts, and that refers as well to repnblicans as democrats, for hu-
man nature is just the same. Whenever, therefore, a bill that has a
show of decency on its face is made up by items of congressional dis-
tricts, it &!oes through; and when it gets so bad that nobody can
stand it, then we do the other thing, and we get better public service
and better satisfaction to everybody except the candidate for some

ceo.
Mr. KERNAN. I cannot vote for this amendment of five and a half
millions or four millions, because I do not think it wise or proper leg-
islation to appropriate that amount of money to beexpen(ﬂad accorﬁ-
ing to the discretion of one man.

. EDMUNDS. I have a word to say upon that, if the Senate
will pardon me. The discretion of one man in respect of appropria-
tions, if you call it one man, as it is not, has been practiced from the
foundation of the Government; and for many years after the Govern-
ment was founded the leading appropriations were made in bulk to
be expended by the Secretaries and heads of the various Departments
for foreign intercourse and for the administration of the Treasury,
just as now for the administration of the Treasury there is a per-
manent appropriation for the collections of the customs revennes
that runs up I do not know how high. My friend from Massachu-
setts can say, probably, but one or two or three millions every year,
that Cnnﬁrm does not have anything to do with it at all; and it is
no republican idea; it has been soalways; and yet, in the main, every-
body agrees it is the best way of providing, instead of saying that
each ¢.stom-house for each district and port shall have so many men
in it, and the money shall be expended in a certain way. So my iriend
from New York, I think, is not just in snggesting that this is an in-
rt;{:lvntion on the custom, because practice has shown the reverse to be

e.

Mr. HOWE. I wishto addone word to what the Senator from Ver-
mont has remarked. We ecull every year on the very Department
which is to have charge of these nditures for estimates of the
amount of money they want and the localities where that money is to

ded, and they tell us year after year. They call for more
money than the representatives of the people think they can afford
to expend in any year. Undoubtedly the capacity of the Engineer
Corps is equal to expending more money than we can afford to ap-
propriate in any one year. So this proposition is to limit the amount
which we will apply to this work this year; and I want to say, for
one, that I am perfectly willing to refer to the professional and the
Eolitical responsibility of the officera at the head of the Engineer
orps for the expenditure of every dollar that is to be expended in
the State of Wisconsin. I am willing to abide by their judgment.
Therefore I shall vote for this amendment.

Mr. LOGAN. I have not taken up much of the time of the Senate
on this bill, but I desire now to call the attention of the Senate again
to this p ifion. I see that it is a foregone conclusion, perhaps,
what disposition is to be made of this bill. Where you find one side
of the Chamber voting solid, with nearly each one perhaps having
some particular favorite measnre that indaces him to do so, irrespec-
tive perhaps of that which would be generally beneficial to the coun-
try; and the other side dividing, it is perfectly natural to suppose
that the bill will pass; but, before it does, I wish to give my reasons
for voting for the propesition of the Senator from Vermont, which I
shall do when my name is called.

I have counted in the brief time that I have been sitting here since
I was last on the floor the new surveys that are proposed by the bill.
I have figured along very rapidly and perhaps have not counted ac-
curately; but abont seventy will be found to be the number of the
new surveys that are to be put in operation during the present year
under this bill. Precisely one-fourth of the space of the bill is ocen-
pied with provisions for new surveys. An apprgﬁriation of £50,0600,
which is a very small amount it is true, is in this bill for that pur-

. It may be said, or is said by some, that that is a small amount;

ut that amount is to be expended for the p of ascertaining if
these creeks, spring branches, and ponds can be made navigable by
any iture of money. That is the meaning of it. I have voted
for appropriation bills, but I have always deemed it proper to vote for
appropriations for the repair of harbors or the improvement of rivers

t were navigable, that were of such a character as would be nat-
urally advantageons to the commerce of the country; but when we
undertake to make rivers, to dig ont small streams in order to make
rivers, we are going beyond that which was ever contemplated by
;.he (]}onsl-itution, and certainly beyond that which is proper and good

egislation.

n the State of Illinois we have not been very fortunate in having
appropriations. There is an np’i)ropriat‘ion in this bill for the Missis-
sippi River, that bounds one side of the State which I in part ria]prt?-
sent, and there is an appropriation in it for the Illinois River. Until
very recently the Illinois River has been improved by appropriations
of our own people, and is now being improved by appmﬁ;iations by
the Legislature of our State. I venture the asserfion that the Ilh-
nois River bears more commerce upon iis bosom than every item
that is mentioned in these seventy surveysall put tn%:}ther 3 but still
we never asked an appropriation from the General Government for
it. There is a small amonnt here for the purpose of carrying out the
estimates in reference to that river; because at the time the Senator
from Vermont mentions, when the éecmtary of War distributed the
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o0ss appropriafion, a small amount was given to the Illinois River
E;oausa it was for the continuation of work that had been com-
menced. Work had commenced on the Illinois River a number of
years ago under Joseph Johnston, well known in confederate circles,
or at least on a report made by him, and on that ground a small
amount of money was used for that purpose. The engineers have
been doing some work on it, and a small appropriation is in this bill
for that river now.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s time has expired.

Mr. LOGAN. I move to postpone the bill indefinitely.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois moves to
postpone the bill indefinitely,

Mr. LOGAN. I ask the privilege of the Senate to detain them a
moment longer. If I had the time, if time was given, I would go
over these several items, and call the attention of Senators to fhem,
and I wonld ask Senators to state as Senators on this floor what the
character of these streams is that are to be surveyed. Some of them
I know myself and some of them I could name, but I do not wish to
do so, that I do not believe you could float & flat-boat down, drawing
only eighteen inches of water, in the highest water ever produced in
them; some of them only have water in a heavy rain-storm, as I said
the other day, to any great extent. Some of the streams in the South
mentioned here I know something about. I have crossed them my-
self, and they are considerable streams; but the idea that they should
be surveyed now for the purpose of getting appropriations at the
next session for their improvement at the %mn(ﬂ of the very men
who are talking abont economy and the reduction of taxation, is
very strange to me. 'We ought not to appropriate one dollar in this
bill except for ench works as have a.lroaRy been surveyed.

The Engineer Department recommended to this Congress that we
appropriate $14,000, for what? Fourteen million dollars for the
purpose of continuing the work on rivers and harbors already sur-
veyed, not for new surveys. Now, we propose to give them, instead
of $14,000,000, $4,000,000 or 85,000,000, merely to continue the work,
and then to add some seventy-odd surveys more in order that their
estimate may be a Ereat deal larger next year. If thatis economy,
I do not understand it. If that is proper legislation, I do not under-
stand it. I will vote to give into the hands of the Secretary of War
this amount of money, and rely upon his judgment and the du menf
of the Engineer Corps, upon whose recommendations this bill is based,
that this money shall be distribnted in the places where it is needed ;
and that where it is not needed not one dollar shall be spent. These
are my reasons. I withdraw the motion to postpone indefinitely,

Mr. WINDOM. I do not know but that there is a misapprehension
as to this provision for surveys. Certainly thereis not so much in it
as the Senator from Illinois seems to indicate.

Mr. LOGAN. There will be a good deal in it before you get
through with it.

Mr. WINDOM. I have ﬁ:e floor. The appropriation is for §50,000
for such examinations and surveys as the Secretary of War shall
deem most important. With that proviso, it did not seem very ma-
terial to the committee how many surveys were named, for only those
that are most important in the estimation of the Secretary of War
will be surveyed. I will read the whole provision:

And the sum of $50,000 is h"“’"{.‘; riated for such examinations and sur-
:‘?s, and for incidental repairs of for which there is no special appropri-

on provided for by law.

bo%l? that the whole §50,000 is not for surveys, but a portion for har-

Provided, That the Secretary of War shall make an estimate of the total cost.of
the examinations and sm'vngs herein provided for; and in ease the sum herein nr
progmtad shall prove insufilolent to complete said examinations and sarveys, only

uch rivers and harbors shall be examined and surveyed as, in his judgment, are
most important.

Now the honorable Senator from Illinois has great econfidence in the
Secretary of War. If he is willing to place the whole amount of five
and a half millions in his discretion, certainly he ought to be willing
to trust his discretion npon §50,000 for surveys.

Mr. LOGAN. I make the same motion again for the purpose of
making one remark. It is not an objection to the §50,000 that I
wake; that is a small amount of money; but it is to the enumer-
ation of certain rivers and creeks and streams that are to be sur-
veyed. Although I have great confidence in the Secretary of War,
does the Senator not well know that as to every one of the streams
mentioned in this new survey section the members of Congress con-
cerned and the Senator of the State will go to the Secretary of War
and ask for the distribution of that $50,000s0 that each one shall have
asurvey ! What does a survey mean? It is a mere examination of
the stream. If they merely go along it and make a report on it that
is the meaning of a surve{ under this bill. After these surveys are
all made, if there was only §10,000 appropriated instead of $50,000
appropriated, it wounld mean &36,000, in the next ten years. That
is the objection I have to it, not that the $50,000 is a large amount,
but it is to the surveying of these streams for fature appropriations.

Mr. WINDOM. I think the Senator is unnecessarily frightened.
The Secretary of War is not likely to send a inating company
of engineers to the country to walk along the haugs of these streams
and make report on them. If heis, then I am certainly not in favor
of placing five millions and nupward in his hands to be used in his dis-
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cretion. The bill provides that he shall take only those that are most
important, and the Senator from Illinois knows, I think, as well as I
do, that not one in ten of the streams named here can be surveyed
under the appropriastion made.

Mr. LOGAN, What is the use of naming them here if not one in
ten can be surveyed? For the purpose of keeping them on the list
of streams to be appropriated for.

Mr. WINDOM. Because the Secretary of War, informed by the
Engineer Department, knows better than we dowhich of these streams
is the more important.

Mr. LOGAN. I withdraw the motion to postpone.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the substiinte
offered by the Senator from Vermont, [Mr, EDMUNDS. ]

Mr, MORRILL. I ask for the yeas and nays. ?

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. SGLESBY. I do not propose to detain the Senate but a very
few moments, perhaps not the five minutes to which I am entitled.

I am about making up my mind to vote for this amendment. Iam
doing it with some reluctance. It is a great power to confer upon
one ent of this Government, or upon one person execufing
the duties of that Docparlmenti,.lt;lo place a large amount of money at
the disposal of the Corps of Emeers, under the direction of the
Secretary of War. If river and harbor improvements are constitu-
tional and right, it does seem to me that Congress should take the re-
sponsibility of naming the harbors and the rivers upon the information
furnished to Con by the Engineer Department. Con should
take the responsibility of naming which river and which harbor will
best subserve the commerce of country. Itseems to me the re-
sponsibility is upon us for proper legislation, and therefore I shall
vote for the amendment proposed by the S8enator from Vermont with
some reluctance, doubting very considerably the propriety of the step.
It is a departure from established custom; it is a departure from fixed
law; it is a departure from the custom of the country, and I think,
to some extent, it is a perilous adventure; but as we ventured to trust
that Department once, I believe I will take the responsibility to-night
(as I see the Senate is very anxious to vote on this bill and dispose
of it) of voting for the amendment and making the trial.

But, Mr. President, are we to suppose that Ly transferring the ex-
penditure of five millions and a half, if the amendment shall earry,
thal Secretary of War is to be liberated f;omt%lhe influences ghalts 01?!]11‘
trol Congress in appropriating money for these purposes 8
country to understand that the etary of War is nof to be besieged;
that the Engineer Department will not be besieged in detail for the
expenditure of this fund to every object mentioned in this bill? I
suppose appeals will be made there directly and forcibly and eon-
tinuously for seattering this money over the country just as the Con-

has been in the habit of scattering it, and the Engineer Corps
in the War Department may very well say, *“ We can dribble this sum
out in every direction, because we have heretofore surveyed these
works; we have heretofore made recommendations upon them, and
in the interest of commerce we can distribute this amount pro rata,
according to the principle fixed in the bill in Congress which failed.”
I suppose that the Secretary of War will be besieged precisely as the
committees of this body have been, and I doubt if we shall make any
great progress in getting rid of that diffieulty.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The S8enator’s time has expired.

Mr. OGLESBY. Mr. President, as I do nof wish to delay one mo-
ment of time, I will not ask the liberty of making the usual motion
for an indefinite postponement. I hope the Senate will come to a
vote as speedily as possible.

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 16, nays
23; as follows:

AS— Al Anthony, Booth, Cameron of Wisconsin, n, Da
Edffunﬂ& Mmgsﬁ?zhn& ﬂmﬂin.yﬂawa. TLogan, Morrill, Oglesby, m&, v?:ﬁ‘.
leigh, and Windom—16.

N AYS Messrs. Barnum, Bogy, Bruce, Christiancy, Cockrell, Conover, Cogr,
Davis, Dennis, Ferry, Hamilton, Ingalls, Jones of Florida, Kelly, Kernan, Key,
Maxey, Merrimon, Mi Norwood. Ransom, Spencer, Withers—23. -

ABSENT—Mesars, Alcorn, Bayard, ‘Boutwell, Burnside, Cameron of Pennaylvanis,
Capke_:nen, Clayton, Conkling, Dorsey Eator., Goldthwaite, Gordon, Harzg;nﬂltch-
R0 a8 N 0T M e, Mot N T
Thurman, Wallace, West, Whyte, and W:'Eghb—{’!. f

8o the amendment was rejected. !

Mr. MORRILL, (at nine o’clock and twenty minutes p. m.) I be-
lieve we had better think on this question until Monday. I move
that the Senate do now adjourn.

The motion was not to.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ioffer the following motion:

That the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations, with instrue-
tions to report the bill so amended as to provide for not exceeding §5,500,000 in the
whale, to be expended at points of the greatest importance to public interests in
the preservation, repair, and completion of thepublic works to be named in the bill.

Upon this motion T ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. COOPER. 1 move to strike out “the committee” and insert
“Senate.” Thisis the Committee of the Whole. Let it be referred
to the Benate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This bill will go to the Senate if
this motion shall be voted down.

Mr. COOPER. I do nof 'insist on the amendment.
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The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 14, nays
25; as follows:

YEAS—Messra, Allison, Anthony, Booth, C n, Dawes, Edmunds, Freling-
huysen, Hamlin, Howe, Logan, }Ivrril!, Oglesby, Wadleigh, and Windom—14.

AYS—Messrs. Barnum, Bogy, Bruce, Cameron of Wisconsin, Christiancy, Cock-

rell, Conover, Cooper, Davis, Dennis, Ferry, Hamilton, Ingalls, Jones of Florida,
Kelly, Kernan, Key. Maxey, Merrimon, Mitchell, Norwood, Paddock, Ransom, Spen-
cer, and Withers—25. b

ABSENT-—Mesars. Alcorn, Bayard. Boutwell, Burnside, Cameron of Pennsylva-
nia, Caperton, Clayton, Gonfding, Dorsey, Eaton, Goldthwaite, Gordon, Harvey,
Hitcheock, Johnston, Jones of Nevada, MeCreery, McDonald, McMillan, Morton,
Patterson, Randolph, Robertson, Sargent, Sanlsbury, Sharon, Sherman, Stevenson,
Thurman, Wallace, Weat, Whyte, and Wright—33.

So the motion was not a to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. S8hall the amendments made as in
Committee of the Whole be concurred in in gross

Mr. EDMUNDS. Bepmtglg, one by one,
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the first
amendment.

The CHiEF CLERK. The first amendment made as in Committee of
the Whole is in line 12 of section 1, to strike out “seventy-five” and
insert “ one hundred ;” so as to make the clause read :

For the improvement of the harbor at Buffalo, New York, §100,000.

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I ask for the Keaa and nays.

Mr. ALLISON. I want to know what has become of the amend-
ment in lines 9 and 10.

Mr. EDMUNDS. All the strikings out are gone,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The textof the bill was not changed
there. The Senator from Vermont asks for the yeas and nays on con-
eurring in this amendment.

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being taken, resnlted—yeas
17, nays 18; as follows:

YEAS—Messra. Allison, Booth, Bruece, Cameron of Wisconsin, Davis, Dawes:
Hamilton, Howe, Jones of Florida, Kernan, Key, Mitchell, Ransom, Spencer, Wad-
leigh, Windom, and Withers—I17,

AYB—Messrs. Barnum, Bng{iChﬁaﬁmy, C Conover, Cooper,
z nasﬁ il!;‘ad émey, Ingalls, Kelly, Logan, Maxey, Merrimon, Norwood, Og;
J:'LBSENT-—HMN. Aleorn, Anthony, Bayard, Boutwell, Burnside, Cameron of
Pennsylvania, Caperton, Clayton, Conkling, Dorscy, Eaton, Edmunds, Freling-
huysen, Goldthwaite, Gordon, B.nm]].ni Hiteheock, J ghmwm Jones of Nevada, .l[g
Cmary," MuI)un;lnd. MeMillan, lehorril llosrtt:m, Patterson, Rmdolth, o
thm and Wﬂgﬁ'—m. ‘

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is not a quornm voting,

Mr. HAMILTON, (at nine o'clock and thirty-five minutes p. m.)
I move that the Senate do now adjourn.

Tlu;! lmoticm was not agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 18,
nays 21.

r. MERRIMON. Imove to direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to request
the presence of absent Senators.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a quorum present on the
last vote by the count.

Mr. MERRIMON, I withdraw the motion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ;:emling qnestion is on concur-
ring in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, upon
which the yeas and nays have been ordered.

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the amendment {

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first amendment which will be

read.

Mr. ALLISON. The yeas and nays were taken.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Bufno quorum voted. That is the
question now. The Clerk will call the roll again.

Mr. HOWE. Let the amendment be read.

The Cmier CLERK. In line 12, strike out “seventy-five” and in-
sert “ one hundred ;” so as to read:

For the improvement of the harbor at Buffalo, New York, $100,000.

The ti;‘uestion being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 23, nays
11; as follows:

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Bool.h,lllruoo. Cameron of Wisconsin, Cragin,
Davis, Dennis, T\ , Frelinghuysen, Hamlin, Ji £ Florid Ily, A
Kaoy, HcMﬂli:'n. ﬁ?gheﬂ, Mon-i‘;l, Padd En,l‘{l om?g“: ,W?né(o;.};n]gem?g-

ers—23.
NAYB—Messrs. Barnum, Bogy, Christiancy, Cockrell, Conover, Cooper, Harvey,

In M: , Merri U, —11.

K%EN%:G{[M ﬁo;,r:‘nmﬁgrl&s ‘gmtwel]. Burnside,Cameron of Pennsylvania,
Caperton, Clayton, Conklinﬁ Dawcahm])omey. Eaton, Edmunds, Goldthwaite, Gor-
don, Hamilton, Hitchcock, Howe, Johnston, Jones of Nevada, Logan, McCreery,
MeDonald, Morton, Norwood, Patterson, Randolph, Rol Su-gnnx‘vsiwlsbm
Sharon, Sherman, Stevenson, Thurman, Wadleigh, Wallace, West, Whyte, and
‘Wright—38,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is not a quorum voting.

Mr. FERRY. T ask for a call of the Senate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan moves
a call of the Senate, The Secretary will call the roll,

The Secretary called the roll, and thirty-seven Senators answered
to their names.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a quornm present. The
question is on concurring in the amendment made as in Committee
of the Whole, upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. The
Clerk will call the roll,

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. BOOTH, (when his name was called.) On this question I am
paired with the Senator from Texas, [Mr. Hamirron.] If he were
here he would vote “nay,” and I should vote “yea.”

The resnlt was announced—yeas 25, nays 10; as follows:

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Boutwell, Bruce, Cameron of Wisconsin, Con-
over, C , Davis, Dennis, Ferry, 'Freiinﬁhnvsan, Hamlin, Howe, Jones of Florida,
Kernan, Key, McMillan, hﬁt«:hrgﬁ‘ Morrill, Norwood, Paddock, Ransom, Spencer,
VAT mﬁi mm&,g{mdgé Krell, C Harvey, Ingalls, Kelly, M Merri

S—Messrs. , Coc! 00per,, 8y, y Aaxey, -
mon, Oglesby, and Wad aigh—il)l.l' 0 Ay 3 i

ABSENT.—Messrs. Alcorn, Barnum, Bayard, Booth, Burnside, Cameron of Penn-
sylvania, Ca: , Christiancy, Clayton, Conkllnﬁ. Dawes, Dorsey, Eaton, Ed-
munds, ﬁﬂ, t.hwnh;.[ Gnﬁ‘i?f. anﬁ Hischooe ﬁai%%?sl?n Jones of Nevada,
Logan, sreery, Me al orton, Patterson, ph, Robertson, Sargen
%l&ndlglﬁur_v. Sherman, Stevenson, Thurman, Wallace, West, Whyte, mﬁ

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is not a quornm voting.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, (at nine o’clock and fifty minutes p. m.)
Well, Mr. President, we have been here nearly eleven hounrs attend-
ing to this business, and I move that the Senate adjourn.

hgﬂ motion was not agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 14,
noes 20.

Mr. SPENCER. I move that the absent Senators be called.

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I have been endeavoring to stand
by this bill through all its adversities and misfortunes, and I trust
the friends of the bill, as they are denominated, now will allow me
to move an adjournment. We have no quornm here ; I do not believe
we shall have a quornm to-night unless we send for people.

Mr. WINDOM. The Senator from Iowa will allow me to make a
su%f,:stion, and I believe that we can gm a bill if he will follow it.
Take an adjonrnment now and let the Senator from Iowa prepare an
amendment to his substitute which shall make the whole sum not to
exceed five and one-half millions, and I believe we can pass it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa moves that
the Senate do now adjourn.

The motion was agieed to; and (at nine o’clock and fifty-two min-
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned.

IN SENATE.
MoNDAY, July 24, 1876.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. BYroN SUNDERLAND, D. D,
THE JOURNAL.

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read.

Mr. MORRILL, Isthere a quornm present {

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ®ecretary will ascertain by
connt. [A am-:’ There is not & quornm present by actual count.
The roll will be called, if the S8enator from Vermont insists upon it.

Mr. MORRILL. I think we had better have a quornm.

The Secretary called the roll of the Senate, and, after some delay,
thirty-seven Senators having answered to their names,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, (at eleven o’clock and twenty min-
utesa.m.) Thereisaqnornm present. The Journal will be approved.

CORRECTIONS OF RECORD.

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to make a correction in my remarks on
Saturday evening. I think that I made a mistake in reading from
the statistical tables and said “exports” when I should have said
“imports” and “imports” when I should have said * rts.” In
one instance I reversed the figures “1875” to *“1876,” and at another .
time said ““1876 " when I shounld have said *1875.” I presume that I
made the mistake myself; I know I am entirely responsible for if,
becaunse I had an opportunity of eorrecting the manuscript of the
reporter and did not do it.

. HAMLIN, Iwish tostate that there is a matter which ought
to be considered to-day by the Senate in executive session. We are
to have the impeachment trial at twelve o'clock. If we do not

| have an executive session this morning, I fear we shall not have it to-

day at all. There is a very decided necessity for it, and I must there-
fore ask the Senate to go into executive session.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish the Senator would let me say one word
first.

Mr. HAMLIN. Very well

Mr. EDMUNDS, Mr. President, I want to call the attention of the
Chair, by which, of course, I mean officially the Senate, and my hon-
orable friend from North Carolina, [ Mr. MERRIMON, ] to what may be
called a personal explanation. That is the only head that it can come
in under that I know of. I see in the RECORD of Monday, July 24, a
statement of the debate on the river and harbor bill.

Mr. DAWES, On what page?

Mr. EDMUNDS. Page 27, in the left-hand colamn. This running
conversational debate occurs:

Mr. MerriMoN. That money was not gotten from the people by taxation, nor was
that taken into the aceount which I have read. which shows the net ordinary ex-
penses of administering the Government every year from 1265, If any Senator can
answer the point I made, let him answer it. {‘Ko figures and facts cited cannot be
answered by going off on the war.

Mr. WEST. o of your figures have been answered.

Mr. MermMoN. I do not know when it was done.
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