L}

1890.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

e

8185

Also, petition of R, D, Wallace and 60 others, of Mississippi, against
same measure—to the Committee on Agricnlture.

Also, petition of Thomas Block and 45 others, of Mississippi, against
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS: Protest of 257 employés of Samuel Cuf-
fles Wooden-Ware Company, of St. Louis, Mo., against taxing compound
lard as contemplated in the Conger bill—to the Committee on Agri-
calture,

Also, protest of 47 employés of Haydock Carriage Manufacturing
Company, of St. Louis, Mo., against same measure—to the Committee
on Agriculture.

Also, protest of 31 employés of Deidrick Furnituare Company, of St.
Louis, Mo., against same measure—to the Committee on Agricnlture.

Also, protest of 74 employés of James Hafner Manufacturing Com-
pany, of St. Lounis, Mo., against same measure—to the Committee on
Agriculture.

Also, protest of 60 employés of Faltman & Miller's planing mill,
against same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of E. L. Browne and 48 others, residents
of Bocorro, N.' Mex., asking for the passage of the Perkins bill provid-
ing for a free-school system in New Mexico—to the Committee on the
Territories.

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois: Memorials, petitions, indorsements,
and reports from the Chamber of Commerce of Chicago and other lead-
ing Western and Southern cities, for the establishment of a first-class
steam-ship mail service from Tampa., Fla., lo Aspinwall, Central
America—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. TURNER, of Georgia: Petition of F. E. Young, president,
and 43 others, citizens of Brooks County, Georgia, for the passage of
House bill 8645 or some similar measnre—to the Committee on Agri-
culture,

Also, petition of R. T. Kendrick, president, and 10 others, mem-
bers of Allapaha Alliance, of Berrien County, Georgia, for same meas-
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture,

SENATE.

WEDNESDAY, August 6, 1890,

The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D.

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of the Young Men’s Demo-
cratic Club of Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of
the Lodge election bill; which was referred to the Committee on Priv-
ileges and Elections. .

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of the Mountain Lake Park Woman’s
Christian Temperance Union Interstate Conference, of Jolly, Ohio, pray-
ing that the world’s fair be closed on Sunday; which was referred to
the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Select).

Mr, ALLEN presented a petition of the Bankers’ Association, of Spo-
kane Falls, Wash., praying for the enactment of laws by Congress cal-
culated to strengthen and perpetuate the national-banking system;
which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. COCKRELL presented the memorial of Henry 8. Chase, of St.
Lonis, Mo., remonstrating against the passageof what is known as the
lottery bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and
Post-Roads.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re-
ferred the following bills, repcrted them each without amendment, and
submitted reports thereon:

A bill (H. R. 2431) granting a pension to Mary H. Curtis; and

A bill (8. 4209) granting a pension to Henry W. Haley.

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred
the bill (H. R. 1906) granting a pension to Levi H. Naron, reported it
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

Mr. MCMILLAN, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-
to whom was referred the bill (8. 3941) granting leaves of absence to
clerks and employés in first and second class post-offices, reported it
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon.

LAND OFFICES IN MONTANA,

Mr. PLUMB. In a bill which has become a law, establishing aland
district in Montana, the name of the place at which one of the offices
was established was misspelled, and in the construction put upon the
law by the Secretary of the Interior, the office can not be opened for
the transaction of public business until after the matter is corrected.
The House of Representatives passed a joint resolution for that purpose
which yesterday was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. I
rise now to ask unanimous consent that that committee be discha
from its further consideration, and that the joint resolution he now
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; Th:l PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be reported
y title.

The SECRETARY. A joint resolntion (H. Res. 209) to amend the
‘“act to establish two additional land offices in the State of Montana,’?
approved April 1, 1890.

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unan-
imous consent that the Committee on Public Lands may be discharged
from the further consideration of this resolution. Is there objection?
The Chair hears none. Is there objection to the present consideration
of the joint resolution ?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole,
proceeded to consider the joint resolution, which proposes to change
the spelling of a name in the act of April 1, 1890, from ** Lewiston
to ‘' Lewistown.”’

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment,
and ordered to a third reading.

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have the Senator in charge of
the joint resolution explain exactly what the condition is.

Mr. PLUMB. The original bill was a House bill, and the error oc-
curred in the House, The Senate had no knowledge that the name
was not spelt correctly, and could not have, in the ordinary course.
HMr. COCKRELL. The Senate passed the bill as it came from the

ouse ?

Mr. PLUMB. Precisely.

Mr. COCKRELL. That shows the deliberation there!

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the Honse of Representatives, by Mr, MCPHERSON,
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (S. 1741) granting increase of
pension to James H. Showalter.

The message also announced that the Honse had
resolution (8. R. 111) to permit the Secretary of the to sign
consent for a cable railway in front of the New York post-office and
army building,

The message further announced that the House had passed a hill (H.
R. 11491) for the relief of the estate of Charles F. Bowers; in which it
requested the concurrence of the Senate.

BILLS INTRODUCED. h

Mr, GIBSON introduced a bill (8. 4312) to provide American m
ters for the steamers Stroma and Marco Aurelia; which was read
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce.

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S, 4313) granting an increase of pen-
sion to Stephen D, 8mith; which was read twice by its title, and, with
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 4314) granting a pension to
Elizabeth Maurer; which was read twice by ifs title, and, with the
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also introduced a bill (8. 4315) granting a pension to Ellen M,
Harris; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions.

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS,

Mr. BATE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the river and barbor appropriation bill; which was referred to
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed.

Mr. PIERCE and Mr. FRYE submitted amendments intended to be
proposed by them, respectively, to the deficiency appropriation bill;
which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered
to be printed.

the joint

PENSIONS OF RETIRED OFFICERS.

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask for the present consideration of the reso-
Iution which I send to the desk, requesting some information which I
think of importance.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BERRY in the chair). The reso-
lation will be read.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interlor is hereby directed to furnish to
the Senate, atearliest date possible, a statement showing the names of all of-
ficers of the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps who are on the retired-list and
are now drawing pensions, with the dates of allowance, the rate per month,
and the law under which granted.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthere objection tothe present con-
sideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none.

Mr. COCKRELL. Theresolutionsimply calls for a list of the names
of officers of the Army and Navy and Marine Corps who are, in addi-
tion to their retired pay, drawing pensions. I have just got information
by a circular of a claim agent sent out that there is a large number of
such persons, and I should like to know the facts.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the
resolution.

The resolution was agreed to.

THE REVENUE BILL.

Tl;e PRESIDENT gpro fempore, Is there further morning busi
ness
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Mr, ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera-
tion of Hounse bill 9416,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no farther morning bus-
iness that order is closed. The Calendar under Rule VIII being in
order, the Senator from Rhode Island moves that the Senate proceed
to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9416) to redunce the revenue and
equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. .

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment, moved
g{d the Senator from Alabama [Mr, MoraAN], will be stated as modi-

The Curer CLERE. On page 24, paragraph 127, line 12, after the
word “‘ ore,’’ insert “canmP:is;ag more than five one-hundredths of 1
per cent. of phosphorns or phosphorie acid, and;"' so as to read:

127, Iron ore, containing more than five-one-hundredths of 1 per cent. of
shospén::.}l& du: mrgrggr sﬂdr; ;::l Q:J";_?slr.:i.:lng sle:ntgauifemns iron ore, also the

Mr, GORMAN. Mr. President, the consideration of this item of
iron ore is practically the key to the whole metal schedule. The rate
of duty that is to be levied upon this article controls to a very large
extent the cost of the production of all iron and steel. Therefore, it is
proper that it should have very full consideration.

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him for
amoment, I desire to call his attention to the fact that we can not
hear him.

Mr. GORMAN. Ishall endeavor to speak louder.

Mr. SPOONER. I do not impute it entirely to the Senator by any
means, but gomewhat to the confusion in the Chamber. For one, I
should be glad to hear what the Senator says on this snbject.

Mr.GORMAN. Iwnassaying thatthisisprobably themostimportant
schedule in the bill, and this one item that we are now considering,
of iron ore, is the key to the entire schedule. So far as a large por-
tion of the country is concerned, I mean that portion east of the Alle-
ghanies, the price of all metals will be largely deterwined by the rate
of duty that is imposed upon iron ore. Therefore it ought to have the

. most thorouzh and complete consideration of the Senate, and I do trust
(although I fear it will not be so) that in the determination of the rate
of duty to be placed upon this article it may be considered and deter-
mined by the facts in the case, and not becanse of party lines.

Mr. President, I was proceeding yesterday when the Senate adjourned
to give the testimony of a gentleman who is thoroughly familiar with
the trade, whose statements have been made public. Ample opportu-
nity has been given to refute hisstatements, but it is impossible for any
one to deny their accaracy or break the force of what he has said. The
testimony that I refer to is from Maj. L. 8. Bent, who is now president
and for many years has been the manager and controlling spirit of the
Pennsylvania Steel Company at Steelton, Pa.

The product of that great establishment at Steelton in Pennsylvania
in 1868 was 1,005 gross tons of steel. In 1878 it produced the first rails,
aggregating 2,221 tons. That company, over which Major Bent pre-
sides, was organized in 1865 with a capital of only $200,000. It has
increased now to $3,000,000, and its present plant is worth $4,500,000.
Its product now reaches 250,000 tons per annum.

I give these figures to show that Major Bent has had large experi-
ence and is one of the most successful manufacturers in the United
BStates. As I said yesterday, he isa protectionist. He desires fair and
moderate protection, and he presides over works of the magnitude which
Ihave justdescribed. Inaddition to that, they are doubling the plant,
as I yesterday stated, in the harbor of Baltimore. Major Bent goes on
to say in this statement:

“ Yes, sir," he continued, “1 mean exactly what I say.”

Referring to the statement he had previously made which I read yes-

L;!l‘;-e me free ore and I will sell pig-iron in Liverpool and send steel rails to
ot F THE IROX TRADE NEEDS FREE ORE.

*Yes, sir,"” continued Major Bent, "' I mean exactly what I say. Inour busi-
ness, for which it is supposed a protective tarifl’ is most y devised, the
demand for free raw material must be met, and we are quite prepared for all
the reduction in tarifl duties on manufactured products that an aocession to this
demand logically earries with it. For the first time within the experience of
those now engaged in the iron and steel business thhmunmr is thrown entirely
upon its own resources of production to supply the for these articles,
This new and entirely unexpected condition of affairs has been suddenly thruost
?on the country after a long depression of these industries. One of the prin-

pal eauses which has brought about this condition of affairs is the state of
the business in Europe. Not onﬁr have prices of iron and steel there advanced
to & point where exportation to this country is prohibited, but they have come
uﬁ and in some speciallies have advanced beyond those ruling on this

of the water. To show that these prices are not speculative, here is a late
market report from London :

“‘Steel rails—No further change in prices, but demand active and market
strong. Heavy sections quoted at £6 10s,, equal to £35 free on board, shippin
points. Bessemer Tig&hm business done. Prices still furtheradvanced an
#trong at 77s., equal to $10.25 free on board. These are American prices.’ This
is an anomaluus condition of affairs, and though it presumably can not long
continue, that it has actually occurred is one of the striking events of the time.
The causes which havoe contributed to these rapid advances, if we may except
a limited factor of apeculation, in my opinfon, are there to stay. They are, first,

ty of material, such as fuel and ore; these are approaching exhaus-
tion in England, and there is a continued increase in the cost of mi:gm'. Sec-

ondly, manufacturers abroad have to meet the labor problem. Wages there
are at no distant day destined to equal wnges here,” -

"“What would be the result of equalizing the wages?"

*Ibelieve that we would have an advantage, | of the greater productive
power of American labor. There can be no doubt that this exists, Thereisa
rad difference between the character of the American and of the fo
workingman. A 10 per eent. advance in in our industrial establishments
means, as a rule, 10 per cent. of saving, which is made in itself productive by
the loyé, and an in ed effort on his part to get in more hours and pro-
duce more tons, thereby increasing the net saving to himself as well s to his
employer. On the other side the rule is quite different, Neither thacondition,
the habits, nor the prospects of the workingman make the saving of moneyan

ective point to the English laborer. Ten per cent, advance in w means

im 10 per cent. more leisure, or a corresponding reduction of work.

PRESENT PRICES ARE NOT SPECULATIVE.
**Is not the present upward movement the rcsult of speculation?"
*On the contrary, there is an entire ab of sp ion in iron and steel,
for the simple reason that there is nothing insightto specnlate on. Everything
indicates, to my mind, that the present stiff prices abroad will continue to
American manufactarers their present advantages, and in that way they might
now be in a position to compete for the markets of the world if they were freed
from the disad vantages laid upon them by the tarlff on raw materials."

** Why do you think the present high prices are likely to continue?"

" If you ask a manufacturer for his product for future delivery, while he will
name & price guite within the Hmit, be will likely add that he has none to sell,
The person who is now in most demand is the one who has something to sell,
and this is at the very beginning of the upward movement. The surplus re-
sources which were hanging heavily on our hands three months ago are already
nearly consumed. The anlimited supply of raw materials, of which we never
tire boasting, is in the hills and mountains.

“The furnaces that are to put it into merchantable shape are unbuailt, The
transportation lines of the countryare completely overwhelmed with business,
There is scarcely suflicient motive power and transportation facilities to take
care of the present business. There are thousands of tons of fuel for manufact-
urers lying at the mines and ovens for the want of cars to take them to idle
furnaces. True it is that some amall and badly located establishments have

one out; but they have gone out forever beeause of changed conditions and

~cause of the irreveraible tendency toward the consolidation of manufacturing
industries in large establishments. The advance of to-day has not been so
marked or rapid and the prices have not gone so high as in 1579: but in that
year the rise of prices began in the United States and was followed somewhat
later by an advance abroad, based entirely on the American markets,

* Our market held prices up, and when it broke the whole came down with a
crash; but now the conditions are reversed. This country can not be flooded
with foreign manufactures, Importations have been growing rapidly less; Ea-
rope has deserted the markets of South America and the tropics, as well as tis
provineces, so that not only are we freed from the rivalry of importations, but
nezv markets have been opened which are looking, and will continue to look,
to this conntry for their supplies. With this prospect for a large business open-
ing to our furnaces and mines, with advancing prices reaching far into the fut-
ure, it is the manifest duty of Congress to really 'ﬂgotuct' American industries
by relieving its raw material of the burdens now laid upon it."

IT IS A CONDITION, NOT A THEORY.

“How would you apply thisto your own business?"

1 do not want to be understood as speaking from a purely selfish standpoint,
Whether or not a protective tarilf has built up such industries as ours is not so
much of asrmlicnl. uestion as what is the proper poliey to be pursued in the

resent and for the future, Itis literally ‘a condition, not a theory, that con=
nis us.’ When the great works at Sparrow Point shall be in full operation
the Pennsylvania Steel Company must import 1,000,000 tons of Bessemer ore
per anonum, To restrict us to the home supply is utterly impracticable; there
are no ores to be had at home such asare need‘ed for our pl:r_Bgau. We would
have to go thousands of miles into the interior for them. raise the duties
on this ore tosuch a pointas to 'protect’ the American mines and miners from
Cuba and Mediterranean Bessemer ores Wnuldsimpli be to close all our works,
put out our furnaces, throw tens of thousands of workingmen ount of em-
ployment, and render unproductive tens of millions of mpllli

‘ Even at the present rate of daty we have to pay §750,000 per year tariff tax,
This must either come off the vmgye of Ameriean workingmen or off the profits
of American fi ers. Th $1.50 impost on every ton of our prod-
uet, and & handicap of that a t upon us in our competition with foreign
manufacturers for whatever distance that $1.50 would earry our products into
the world's markets farther than thei now go. Two-thirds of our produet is
shipped to seaboard points to be distributed either to foreign countries or alo
the coast from Boston to New Orleans. All the leading roads have
terminala. With a view to that ideration we pl 1 our new works on the
water, and we believe the best way to restore American commerce is to build
up such establishments by the seaboard. The whole tendency in the past is to
drive the business of iron and steel manufacture from the seaboard toward the
‘West, making the charges of transportation, even when exportation becomes
practicable, so heavy as to E::. the American manufacturer st a great disad-
vantage. Even the ships t we build have to be brought to the seaboard—
that is, the materials for them—f{rom far inland. My theory is that if the Gov-
ernmentshould remove the present duty on ore it would vastly conducive
tothe building up of industrial establishments on the seaboard. The iron man-
ufacturers of the West can find their market in the West. They will have, s
they ought to have, the advantage of home ores at their own door; and these
will always have the advantage of raflroad transportation over foreign ores ad-
mitted of duty.”

Mr. President, that is a very remarkable and strong statement, as I
said, from one of the most active and ingenious men in this country.

Mr, PLATT. If it does not interrupt the Senator, I shonld like to
ask a question in order to get information. I could not hear exactly
all that he read. Do I understand that Mr. Bent says that they can
pay the tariff duty on the imported ore and malke the pig-iron so that
they can sell it for the same price that it is sold for in England ?

Mr, GORMAN. I say they can get the Bessemer ores from the
Mediterranean and from Cuba, and that will enable the people engaged
in this great work in Baltimore to sell railsin London. I will give Mr,
Bent’s exact language:

Give me free ore and I will sell pig-iron in Liverpool and steel rails in London,

Mr. PLATT. And hesays that now, paying the duty on the ore, he
can sell the iron in this country at English prices, as I understand.

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, sir; that is to say, the value of steel rails free
on board in land is precisely the same as our manufacturers sell
steel raila for to the railroads of this country. There is not to-day a
manufacturer of steel rails in the country who would not agree to de-

to
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liver them to any railroad ecompany at the same price that they can buy
the English rails free on board at Liverpool.
Mr. ALDRICH. Is the Senator now speaking in regard to present
S

p.nm. 'GORMAN. Iam speaking of the prices within a very shorb

time.

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator will be obliged to revise his

res and quotations on English rails to-day.

Mr. GORMAN. I donot know what the prices are to-day, but they
have been as I have stated within a short time to my certain knowl-
ed

%ial:. ALDRICH. I will getthe present quotations. There hasbeen,
I think, a decline of about $11 a ton. =

Mr. GORMAN. Itis possible—that is to say, I have not looked atit
gince last November

Mr. ALDRICH, There has been a very great change in the prices
since then, I think the English price is now about $1 a ton.

Mr. GORMAN, It is very possible, in view of the legislation now
pending, that there has been an advance all along the line.

Mr. ALDRICH. There has been noadvance here, but there has been
a decline upon the other side of about $12 per fon. I am merely stat-
ing from memory.

Mr, PLUMB. Since when has that decline occurred ?

Mr, ALDRICH. Since last November or December.

Mr. PLUMB. I think the last quotations I saw on English rails
were certainly not over $27. I will take the opportunily to observe
that a decline of $12 on rails would be one of the most remarkable
things known in the history of any country.

Mr. ALDRICH. I am notspeaking of prices here.

Mr. PLUMB. They have been selling in England within the last
year, certainly up to within the last two or three months, if I have not
misobserved the quotations, at about the American price, and the
American price has fluctuated from $28 to $30 a ton and the English

ice has been about $27 or $28 a ton, as I understand, all along there.

inly the difference has not been enough to pay the freight across
the Atlantic.

Mr. GORMAN. My friend from Missouri [Mr. VEsT] has kindly
called my attention to a statement which will be found on page 1148
of the hearings before the Committee on Ways and Means of the pres-
ent Congress, in which the prices aregiven from 1867 down to Febrn-
ary, 1890, and from that it appears that the average price in currency
in the United States of steel rails was $25.

Mr. PLUMB. During what period?

Mr, GORMAN. Febroary, 1890. In February, 1890, the pricein
gold—and it is practically the same, for our currency is equal to gold—
free on board at, British ports, was $35 a ton.

Mr. CULLOM. As I understand it, along there fiom November,
during the winter, the price of rails went up in England and in this
country also; they were practically at the same price for a number of
months.

Mr. PLUMB. They have varied. They have been along within
two or three dollars of each other within a year, and sometimes no
doubt come in ther. It is a notorious fact that the cost of iron-
making in England has increased, and that as far as anything in the
future can be foretold that increase is bound to continue as the mines
of coal and iron become deeper and consequently more expensive to
work.

Mr. ALDRICH. I have the American and English quotations here
now.

Mr. GORMAN. What are they?

Mr. ALDRICH. .On the 23d of July, which is the last date I have,
t.h;g.ngliah price was £5, and the price of American rails was $31.50
to $32.

Mr. GORMAN. What is the lish price ?

Mr. ALDRICH. Five [:nmm:’u!..Etls

Mr. GORMAN. I understand the Senator to say that this wasin

July?
I think the prices have declined some-

Mr. ALDRICH. July 23d.
what since this quotation.

Mr. GORMAN. Duringthe absence of the Senator from Rhode Island
I read from page 1148 of the hearings before the Ways and Means Com-
. mittee, where it was stated that in February, 1890, the price in this
conutry was $35 a ton, and free on board at British ports $35 a ton, so
that they were exactly the same. Now they vary a little, but a few
dollars makes but a slight difference. If we had five, six, seven, eight,
or ten dollars a ton tax upon the foreign product, it would cover the
discrepancy at any time. Now I give the fignres,

In 1583 the production in gross tons in the United States was 1,148,-
709. The average price in currency during that year was $37.75 per ton.
During the same year the price free on board in gold at British ports
was $22.72. In 1885 the production in gross tons in this country of
steel rails was only 959,471 tons, and the price had decreased to $258.50
a ton. The British price free on shipboard during the same year was
$23.11 a ton. In 1886 the British price had ruan down to $18.70 a
ton and the American price had run up to $34.50 a ton. In 1888 the
American price was $29.83 and the British price $24.57 a ton. So it

varies from year to year; but never since 1883 has there been an hour
ths;sﬁéoy a ton would not have been ample protection to the American
in £

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. In this connection, if the Senator from
Maryland will permit me, I wish to call attention to the report made by
the Commissioner of Labor and to the actual eost of steel rails in British
mills, in mills in eontinental Europe, and in the United States. There
are only two mills in the United States reported, in continental Eu
there are six, and in Great Britain there are two. The total cost
the American mills, including everything paid by the manufacturers
of steel rails for their material and the labor—the total cost to them,
not taking into consideration the market price and what they ask for
their production, was $24.79 in one American mill and $27.68 in the
other. It was $19.57 in the first European mill, $22.18 in the next,
$25.65 in the next, $23.12 in the next, $23.19 in the next, $23.74 in
the next, and $27.02 in the next, while in Great Britain the cost was
$21.90 in the first mill and $18.58 in the other.

Now, here is the actual cost given by the steel-rail producers in con-
tinental Europe, Great Britain, and the United States, and what it
costs these people to turn these rails out, and this includes everything,
ia::dlconﬁrms strongly the position taken by the Senator from Mary-

nd.

Mr. GORMAN. I have nodoubt the statement can not be sucecess-
fully contradicted. As I understand, the average there shows a differ-
ence of only abont $5 in the actual cost.

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It is not $5 in any case.

Mr. GORMAN. Not $57

Mr, JONES, of Arkansas. Not $5in any case, Twenty-four dol-
lars and seventy-nine cents is the lowest in any American mill, and
the very lowest in any European mill is $19. 57, while in Great Britain
the lowest is $§18.58. On the continent of Europe the cost is about
$23.75, a difference of about $2.50 a ton.

Mr. GORMAN. I am indebted to the Senator from Arkansas for the
statement he has made.

Major Bent made another statement practically in the same line and
tg the same point, but expressed a little differently, and I shall read
that.

Mr. GIBSON. I should like the Senator from Maryland to yield to
me that I may quote further from the preliminary report on the *‘cost
of production’ as to the cost of material and labor of producing steel
rails between the manufacturers in this country and the manufacturers
in Europe. The cost of material for the mannfacture in the United
States was $21.10 and $25.11; on the continent of Eutope, $17.67,
$18.06, $18.06, $18.23, $18.10, $18.66, $23.49; and in Great Britain,
$18.05 and $16.39. The cost of labor in the United States is given at
$1.54 and $1.38; on the continent of Europe, $1.04, $2.51, $4.64, $2.58,
$2.68, $2.97, $2.01; and in Great Britain, $2.54 and $1,36.

Mr. FRYE, It would be valnable to know which one of those sta-
tisticians is right. They vary from three to five dollars a ton.

Mr. GIBSON. We were quoting from the same statistician, Mr.
Carroll D. Wright's preliminary report in respect of the cost of these
groductions on the Continent, in Great Britain, and in the United

tates.

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senator from Lonisiana was giving
the cost of material and labor and T was giving the cost of the rails. -

Mr. GIBSON. I have given the cost of material and the cost of
labor, and those added together give the total cost.

Mr, FRYE. Here is a very singunlar thing if these statistics be cor-
aect. They make the cost in continental Europe considerably greater
than the cost in England, and yet continental Europe to-day is seizing
the English market. Belgium and Germany are both seizing the En-
glish market, and yet by these statistics the cost of steel rails in conti-
nevtal Europe is considerably larger than in England.

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. On what does the Senator make that
statement? There is nothing certainly in the table to justify it

Mr. FRYE. To justify what?

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. That statement that the cost of material
is greater in continental Europe than in the United States.

Mr. FRYE. I did notsayanything about the United States. Isay
the statistics given by the two Senators show that the cost of
steel rails on the continent of Europe is higher than the cost in Eng-
land, and yet the fact is that continental Europe is to-day seizing the
English market on steel rails.

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr, Wright makes no statement abont
the seizihg of that market. I know nothing about that,

Mr. GIBSON. The Senator from Maine has farnished no statistics
himself to show that the continent of Europe is furnishing steel rails
in the markets of Great Britain.

Mr. FRYE. Iecan not furnish the statistics, because I was not ex-
pecting anything of the kind to come up; but I know as a matter-of
fact that the English complain that the English iron market is being
seized by manufacturers on the continent.

Mr. GIBSON. Thatis the complaint in regard to everything not
produced in England.

Mr. FRYE. The statement is made that the continent of Europeis
supplying the English market with steel rails
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Mr. GIBSON. These figures are taken from the Preliminary Re-
on the Cost of Production, which was sent to the Senate the
other day by Carroll D, Wright, the national Commissioner of Labor,
showing the cost of material and labor and the total cost of steel rails
in Great Britain, in the continent of Europe, and in the United States.
Mr. GORMAN, Mr. President, aside from this controversy as to the
condition of affairs of the other side, I am treating this case and hope
to have it considered purely upon the facts in view of the interests of
my own country. ere can not be any question that until within
the last few days, owing to the consideration of this bill probably, the
markets all over the world have been disturbed because of the extraor-
dinary features of this bill we ars now considering, which are more
radical than were ever known by civilized man. And I have no doubt
it has disturbed values and business everywhere. I have no doubt the
statement read by the Senator from Rhode Island is true; that there
has been a decrease in elsewhere from that cause, and possibly
from other causes, for I desire to be entirely fair; and the condition of
labor enters into all these things and canses a fluctuation in the price.

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator from Maryland is as well
aware as any member of the Senate that the price of steel rails in Great
Britain which he quoted a few moments ago was an abnormal and ex-
ceptional price, that the great boom which took place in the iron busi-
ness in Great Britain last year was entirely speculative and prices were
forced up far beyond their natural level; but they are very fast reced-
ing to that point.

Mr. GORMAN. I do not admit and I do not think that the statis-
tics will confirm the Senator in that statement. There have been flue-
tuations there as in the iron trade all over the world; that is but the
history of the trade; but taking the average from 1883 until now there
can not be any question that the increase of cost in England of the
production of steel rails and of iron and all of its manufactures is con-
stantly going on. There are sound reasons why that should be so.
They are diving into the earth hundreds and thousands of feet below
where they were compelled to go heretofore in order to raise the coal,
and the cost of obtaining coal in England has immensely increased.
The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] says to me, which is
true, that they are getting their ores from Spain and Cuba and that
they are getting free ore without duty charge. They find it absolutely
neomar{ to do that to continue the manufacture of steel in competi-
tion with this country.

Now I will read an authority which I know my friends on the other
side will not question, the foremost manufacturer in the country and
a member of Republican party. I refer to Mr. Carnegie. He is
good authority. In December last, at Boston, he spoke to those good
people over there who are interested in manufacturing industries. In
. that speech he said: ;

In 1887 America manufactured 3,339,000 tons of steel, as against Great Britain’s
2,170,000 tons. In iron, Great Britain manufactured only 1,711,000 tons, while in
the Republic the product was 2,308,000tons. But the most extraordinary devel-
0| menl.ﬂhu been in steel rails. We make about 2 tons for every ton made in

], 2 i .

?‘*I‘;: progress of steel-rail manufacture seems to have been wonderfully

?l!
othing like it in the world. Eighteen huundred and seveniy-two was the
first year in which America made 000 tons of steel; fifteen years later, in

authority on the other subject concerning which the Senator from -
land haatyqunted him. : B g

I observed the other day, in the same line, something which rather
indicates that some of the people whom Mr. Conkling used to describe
as being in the ‘““upper air and solar walk of things'’—one of these
gentlemen preached a lay sermon a few Sundays ago in Philadelphia,
in which he exhorted the brethren to remember that it was ordained
from the beginning of things that some people (of whom he was one)
shonld live in fine houses and that some others shonld live in plain
houses; that was the divine order of things, which he commended to
the people whom he addressed, and who, I presnme, were living in
houses not so fine.

Mr. CAMERON. Who was that?

Mr. BUTLER. A gentleman who preaches lay sermons. I think
that covers the point.

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I quoted Mr. Carnegie to show that
I was not mistaken in the statement I made as regards the price of
steel rails here and abroad.

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me at this point to put in
the RECORD a statement showing the relative prices in the United
States and in Great Britain for a period of years of steel rails, or wounld
he prefer that I should put it in later ?

Mr. GORMAN. I prefer that the Senator should put it in later, but
I should be very glad to have it put in the REcorp. I will ask that
permission myself. However, in discussing this matter, which is a mat-
ter of vital importaunce, I will say, on refiection, that I have not the
slightest objection to the insertion being made here, because this is a
matter we want to discnss in a business point of view, and I shall be
glad to have the Senator insert it here. - T want to dispose of this ques-
tion in the best interests of the conniry; that is all I desire. Let me
ask the Senator by whom the statement was prepared ?

Mr. ALDRICH. The secretary of the American Iron and Steel Asso-
ciation, and he gives his authority in each case. The prices of British
steel rails at British ports from 1867 to 1878, inclusive, are taken from
a statement presented by Mr. H. V. Poor, of Poor’s Railway Mannual,
to the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Representatives
in February, 1880; for 1879 the price is an average from Fossick’s
Chart, an English statistical publication of high standing ; and from
1880 to 1890, inclusive, the prices have been averaged from weekly
English quotations in the New York Iron Age. As I have stated, the
authorities are given in each case and I have never seen any statement
anywhere to impeach the correctness of the figure 5 given,

The table referred to is as follows:

1887, she made more than thirty times that amount. This is not an i
lustration of our progress, In 1867 only 2,550 tons of steel rails were made in
America; in 1887—twenty years later—we made 2,354,000 tons.

“Are our steel rails cheaper than the English product?” "

The price of steel rails to-day is fully as great in London as in New York,
Not a cent of duty on steel rails is paid by the American consumer.

He was bound to add that. But the fact was that the prices here
and abroad were identical as late as February. Now, if the market has
been disturbed it comes from the varions causes which enter into the
manufacture of iron from the very beginning. These waves sweep
over every market.

Mr. PLUMB. Diamonds, inorder toshow to advan
strung together. I will ask the Senator if he has any objection tomy
reading another statement of Mr. Carnegie which relates to this general
subject, published over his own signature in the North American Re-
view for June, 1889 ?

Mr. GORMAN. I yield to the Senator with pleasure.

Mr. PLUMB, The articleis entitled ‘' Wealth'’—too long to read
in full, but this paragraph ocecurs in it:

If we consider what results flow from the Cooper Institute, for i
the best portion of the race in New York not p of means, and compare
these with those which would have arisen for the good of the masses from an
equal sum distributed by Mr, Cooperin his lifetime in the form of wi
is the highest form of distribution, being for work done and not for charity,we
can form some estimate of the possibilities for the improvement of the race
which lie imbedded in the present law of the accumulation of wealth. Much
of this sum, if distributed In small quantities among the people, would have
been wasted in the indulgence of appetite, some of it in excess, and it may be
doubted whether even the part put to the best use, that of adding to the com-
forts of the home, would have yielded results for the race, as a race, at all com-

ble to those which are flowing and are to flow from the Cooper Institute
m generation to generation.

The view that Mr. Carnegie takes of his fanction asan employer of
labor and the propriety of giving to the laborer the full amount which
he earns is not, I am sorry to say, one which is held by him alone. He
thinks that he and not hisemployés is the proper custodian of the money
due them for service rendered. This may impeach Mr. Carnegie as

United States, Great Britain.
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Mr. GORMAN., Ishall be glad to have it go in the RECORD, be-
cause,as I say—and I doubt not the Senator from Rhode Island, before
we get through with this matter, will agree with me—we ought tolay
aside all partisan feeling and act with no determination to pass the bill
through on party lines; we should consider it in a business point of
view, upon this great point at least.

Mr. BLAIR. I coincide with the Senator. I should like to see

these two E;}tma fight it out.

Mr. GORMAN. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire, before
we geb, through, will agree to join us in doing justice to a large sec-
tion of conntry, and not remain here as a high protectionist and a pro-




1890,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

8189

" hibitionist on all articles that are made in New England and a free-
trader in all he wants to get from the other side,

Mr. FRYE. If the Senator will allow me, he is himself stating
one of the most remarkable illustrations of the value ofa high protect-
ive tariff. We have under a high protective tariff, which some of his
side would call a robber tariff, arrived at this extraordinary result, of
rails almost as cheap as those in England.

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I do not intend to be led off into
that wide =ea.

Mr. SPOONER. Is it the proposition to put these Bessemer ores
upon the free-list?

Mr. GORMAN. BSo far as I am concerned, I say no.

Mr. SPOONER. Is not that the pending amendment?

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, no; that is another question.

Mr. GORMAN. That is entirely another question.

I have read that Major Bent, a manufacturer and a protectionist,
says, that with the present condition of affairs it can be accomplished
if you give him free ore; but he discusses various schedunles. In the
matter as in all others others in the tariff, whether the rule has been
right or wrong in thisby which you have levied these duties, I do not
intend to be led into that question. I would not in disposing of this
bill do anything that was radical. I wonld not vote for a propoesition
thatI believed would destroy these industries or impair their usefalness.
Thatis not the position, asI understand it, of the party to which I be-
long, or of anybody so far as I know. I believe thatthe timehasarrived
and that this is a pointed illustration of it when, in the business inter-
ests of the country, without affecting injuriously the manunfacturing
establishments, we can rednce the duty upon articles and increase our
mannofacturing industries within the United States and increase onr
foreign trade with other nations.

Now, I do not propose in any vote that I give lmowingl&to £0 one
step beyond that, nor does the party to which I belong. e may be
mistaken about details. There may be mistakes upon singleitems. It
would be wonderful if there were not mistakes made by gentlemen who
have not had the opportunity to consider the details of such a bill, for
it requires experts, and the ablest experts, to go throngh with it. So
some amendments may be offered in which that rule is not absolutely
applied, but so far as I am concerned and so far as my vote goes, that
is all I propose to do.

I come now to the majority party of the Senate, and I address yon,
gentlemen of New England, my friend from New Hampshire and my
friend from Maine. I do not speak of yon in a sectional sense, but
there are divisions in these great indnstries between New England,
and the Middle States, and the Western States, and the Southern
States, and I only speak of it as the line is drawn commereially. I
say that from Maine to South Carolina on the Atlanticcoast the opera-
tions of the tariff of 75 cents a ton upon the ore for Bessemer steel im-
pairs the efficiency of the industry, and makes it impossible to have
thie great development which ought to be upon the coast. Now, our
proposition is that you admit these Bessemer ores at a reduced rate
withount affecting the American interest in any particular.

Mr, BUTLER. Just inthat connection, will the Senator from Mary-
land allow me toread some facts given by agentleman last fall in re-
gard to the iron industries of New England, which my friend from
Massachusetts [Mr. DAwEs] said the other day were in such flourish-
ing condition?

Mr, GORMAN. Certainly,

Mr. BUTLER. He says in his statement——

Mr. DAWES. What does the Semator read from ?

Mr. BUTLER. I read from part first of the printed testimony, page
615,

Mr. FRYE. Whose testimony ?

Mr. BUTLER. Of the testimony taken by the Select Committee on
our Relations with Canada.

Mr. DAWES., Who is the man who testified ?

Mr, BUTLER. Mr. Tobey—Horace B. Tobey.

Mr. FRYE. Oh!

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Maine exclaims ‘*Oh!"” as ifit
takes his breath.

Mr, FRYE. I recognized him at once.

Mr. BUTLER. It took the breath of the Senator from Vermont and
the Senator from Massachusetts the other day, and I think it will take
the breath of some other Senators before we get through with Mr,
Tobey's testimony and some other testimony. He says:

Since 1879 there have died out, of the 10lling-mills in Maine, 50 per cent.; of
those in Vermont, 100 per cent.; of those in Massachuseftts, 36 per cent.; of those
in Connecticut, 20 per cent.; of those in Rhode Island, 50 per cent. Or,toshow
the same facts in another form, in 1880 the New England mills produced 170,-
877 tons of rolled iron and steel; in 18357 they produced 102,711 tons, In these
ircm. therefore, the annual production of rolled iron and steel in New Eng-

and has dwindled 40 per cent.

This is right in the line of the statement being made by the Senator
from Maryland, that the cause of it is that they have to pay such a toll
for iron ores and pig-iron that they getin New England to convert into
manufactured iron.

Mr. DAWES. I suppose the Senator from Maryland will allow me
to go along with my honorable friend from South Carolina.

Mr. BUTLER. As far as I am concerned I am always—

Mr. DAWES. Iwantto call theattention of the Senator from South
Carolina—

Mr. BUTLER. My friend from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] suggests
that there is room enough for Tobey and the fly both, not meaning to
say that the Senator from Massachusetts is fly by any means. :

Mr. FRYE. They would rather have the fly than Tobey.

Mr. BUTLER. Possibly.

. Mr. DAWES. There is this about it: If T undertake to read testi-
mony in print I do not leave out all that goes against me, as my friend
from South<Carolina did the other day. I ask him to let me read in
this connection what his own witness stated about the effect of the
tariff npon this matter.

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Massachusetts will have to apply
to the Senator from Rhode Island for permission to read anything. I
am always delighted to hear him read, however.

Mr. DAWES, Iam tryingto arrest the attention of my friend from
South Carolina.

Mr. BUTLER.
the Senator,

Mr. DAWES. He bronght out the testimony of a Mr. March, from
Massachusetts, to show that this tariff business had upset the glass
manufacture, just as Mr. Tobey thought it had apset the iron business
in Massachusetts, and he read a little to that effect, but he left out
this—— L

Mr. BUTLER. What does the Senator read from now ?

Mr, DAWES, T am reading from that same interesting book,

Mr. BUTLER. What page? :

Mr. DAWES. On page 712

Mr, BUTLER. What testimony ?

Mr, DAWES. The testimony of Mr. Frank H. March, and I begin
exactly where the Senator from South Carolina left off.

Mr, BUTLER. Allright. I shall be delighted to hear the Senator,

Mr. DAWES., It shows why those particular industries have de-
clined in Massachusetts,

Mr. BUTLER. We are talking about iron now, though.

Mr. DAWES. Bat it is the same thing, and I am only asking my
friend not to fall into the error again. When he brings forward and
champions the interest of my constitnents so ably, as he did the other
day, 1 hope he will deal fairly with them.

Mr. BUTLER. I shall try to do so.

Mr. DAWES. I have no doubt he intends to do so. The chair-
man, after the Senator from South Carolina left off with this man, put
questions to him which I shall read with his answers: i

Q. Your point, then, T understand, is in substance that you want the addition
of the Canadian market without duty for your glass?

A, Yes; not for glass, for general merchandise. I think the manufacture of
glass has gone from here, That is what I say.

Q. Do you think that the removal of the duty on Canadian coal would enable
the Massachusetis glass manufacturers to continue their business in competi-
tion with Pennsylvania or Ohio with their natural gas?

A. No, sir; nomore than it will enable Mr, Tobey to continue his business.
lh%t:;?;"do not attribute the decaying of Massachusetts glass manufacture to

A. Notabit. Iattribute it to natural causes,

By Senator DoLPH -

Q. The manufacture of glass has to go where the fuel is?

A. Yes, sir; we hada manufactory established in the most proﬂ;.eroas limes
at Cambridge, costing thousands of dollars. What do they do in Ohio or Penn-
sylvania? They erect a chimney out there, and shovel coal out of a hillside intc
the {urnace, and next morning the goods come out of the ovens all ready for
sim:' What can we do? We can not do anything against such competition as
that,

4, Could you furnish to the commitiee, now or at any time, the statistics of
the saving and advantage given in glass manufacture by reason of the redue-
tion in the price of fuel?

A, No, sir; I could not. 1 had it stated to me last year by a manufacturer
from Pennsylvania, when I expressed great surprise at the fact t s that
used to sell for £75 a ton are now selling for §18. I asked him how in the world
he could accomplish that result, and he said that in 1856 his fuel bill for a big
factory employing 350 operatives was $5,000, and by natural zas the year before
his fuel bill was only $500,

This gentleman, who was brought out here asa witness against the
operations of the tariff, and charging the decline in these industries in
Massachusetts to the tariff, had stated right before the Senator from
South Carolina the real reason for it, and stated himself that the tariff
had not anything to do with it.

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator does me great injustice.

Mr. DAWES, I know the Senator did not do it designedly.

Mr. BUTLER. I notonly did not do it designedly, but I did not
do it at all. Thereis the point that I make.

Mr. DAWES. What I complain of is, that the Senator did not state

it.

Mr. BUTLER. What I stated was that the glass manufacture had
disappeared from Massachusetts. That was the point I made. I did’
not attempt to assign any reason for it. The Senator from Massa-
chusetts denied it, and said that it was not true.

Mr. DAWES. No.

Mr, BUTLER. Why, practically the Senator did, and he denied
that the iron industries were being impaired or crippled from any cause.
I did not attempt to assign any reason for it; but this gentleman says

Mr. President, my attention is concentrated upon

_| the operation of the tariff Iaw did not drive the glass manufacture out
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of New England, and yet almost in the same breath he is urging reci-
procity with Canada for the purpose of getting in coal and other ma-
terial for glass manufacture free. He contradicts himself. He says
natural causes have driven the glass industry out of New England,
but he very promptly and readily suggests a remedy by which the
glass manulacture might be restored, and that was by a reciprocity
treaty with Canada in order to enable them to get their fuel free.

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from South Carolina is jnst as unfortu-
nate to-day as he was the other day in stating the testimony of that
man. That man stated distinctly, right there, that it would not do
them any good, that they could not do it, to have the coal free.

Mr. BUTLER. I do notso understand the man. My point really
jn introducing his testimony when I read it the other day was to sus-
tain the statement I had made to the eftect that the glass industry had
been driven ont of New England. A%

Mr. DAWES. Now let me read what he said. The Senator says
he was for free coal in order to revive the industry. This question
was put to him by the chairman of the committee:

Q. Doyou think that the removal of the duty on Canadian coal would enable
. the Massachusetts glass manufacturers to continue their business in competi-
tion with Pennsylvania or Ohio with their natural gas?

A. No,sir; no more than it will enable Mr. Tobey to continoe his bnsiness,
Mr. BUTLER. Now, hold on; let us see. I will read here what I
read from this gentleman the other day. I shall fatigue the Senate a
" little more by repeating it:

i . s Bostox, Mass., Seplember 14,1889,

rank H. March, sworn and exam .

ghs Wirsess, 1,sir, for years, since 1869, up to within a few years, have been
amanufacturer of glass and glnssware. Our first onrr.ﬂmny was established here
in the neighborhood of Boston more than one hundred years ago. Weimported
the first glass-workers from England. That factory bas run continuously under
onecompany, with very profitable dividends, up to within six years. Since that
it has been run in a small way by a private corporation. Wehavehad invested
millions of dollars in M h ts in the manufacture of glassware; haveem-
ployed hundreds of workmen, turning out a large i)‘;\mdl.ual.. and nt‘l;plying this
swhole country and largely Canada. To-day what is the result? e have had
to accept exactly the same as the iron manufacturers, the invitation of the hon-
orable gentl from Alat [8enator PuGH]; we have had to go to the foun-
tain-head of manuofacture. To-day we have in Massachusetts two little con-
cerns, one of which has not paid a dividend, I believe, for years—not being an
original stockholder, and be?:g long ago counted out, so I do not know abso-
Tutely—and one concern in the neighborhood of Boston that manufactures a

little for loeal trade,

See what this gentleman says:

Now, sir, I look upon that as the result of the tariff.

That is what I said he stated.

I look upon that as the result of natural caunses.

Mr. DAWES. Is the tariff a natural cause ?

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator must settle that for himself with the
witness, I do not undertake to construe the meaning of the man. I
simply give what he states. He says he looks upon that as the result
of the tariff, and he was probably an intelligent man, and I take it for

ted he thought it was the tariff and natural canses combined.
That would be the sensible conclusion for anybody to draw.

Mr. FRYE. He probably intended to say '‘not the result of the
tariff, but the result of natural causes.”

Mr. BUTLER. He said:

Now, sir, I look upon that as the result of the tarifl.

That is what he said. g

Mr. PLATT. What else did he say next?

Mr. BUTLER. He then said:

1 look upon that as the result of natural causes,

Mr. PLATT. The two statements are inconsistent,

Mr. BUTLER. He continued:

They have had to go to the fountain-head.

Senators can construe that for themselves. That is what I read and
all T read. The Senator said that I did not intend to be fair. I did
not pretend to read all the man said, but I have not the slightest ob-
jection to its going into the RECORD.

Mr. DAWES. I know the Senator meant to be fair. He was fair
as far as he went, but as soon as he came to where the man explained
it, then the Senator lost all interest in it.

Mr. BUTLER. Notatall. His examination was continued by the
chairman, who asked:

What fountain-head ?

The witness replied:

Goarlf i
- Fnelt
3. Fuel,

I did not care about reading the whole of this.

Mr. DAWES.  Just as soon as he spokeabout fuel in Pennsylvania
the Senator lost all interest.

Mr. BUTLER. The point I made was that the glass manufacture
had been driven outof New England. Idid notattempt to account for
it. The Senator denied it. He denied that the iron industries were
being driven out of New England. I simply produced this testimony
to prove that my statement was correct if this man was to be believed.
T have my theory abountit and the Senator has his. I think the tariff
has a great deal to do with driving ont the manufacture, and the very

»

argment being made here to-day by the Senator from Maryland proves
it,

Mr,. DAWES. I do not complain that the Senator has his theory
abount it. He has a right to it, and he accords very generously to me
.my right; but when he brings ont a Massachusetts man to show that
the ﬁ did it, when that Massachusetts mansaid it did not do it, I
com 5

ME. BUTLER. The Massachusetts man said nothing of the kind.
The Massachusetts man said the tariff’ did it.

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President— i

Mr. FRYE. Has the Senator from Maryland yielded the floor?

Mr, GORMAN. Not permanently.

Mr. FRYE. This might be a good opportunity for me to make &
speech, if he has done so.

Mr. BUTLER. I shall be delighted to hear the Senator,

Mr. PLATT., Mr, President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maryland
yield to the Senator from Connecticut?

Mr. GORMAN, Certainly.

Mr. PLATT. I wish to say just a word as fo what this witness did
mean. If the Senator from South Carolina will turn over to page 712
he will find the guestion was asked of the witness directly, and he
answered:

Q. You do not attribute the decaying of M )
the tariff?

A. Nota bit. Iattribute it to natural canses.

Mr. BUTLER. That is exactly what the Senator from Massachu-
setts read, and I think perhaps the Senator had better do as the Sena-
tor from Massachusetts did the other day when—if he will pardon me
for using the expression—I cornered him with the testimony of Mr.
Tobey as to the degradation of American labor.

Mr. FRYE. Cornered the Senator from Massachusetts ?

Mr. BUTLER. I did, and he admitted it like a man.

Mr. FRYE. He has never been cornered yet.

Mr. DAWES, I am waiting with great anxiety for that evidence
about Governor Ames.

Mr, BUTLER. If the Senator from Maryland will pardon me I will
furnish it to the Senator from Massachnsetts.

Mr. GORMAN. I yield for that purpose.

Mr. DAWES, Governor Ames is anxious to get it, too.

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator challenged me to produce any state-
ment from Governor Ames to the effect that the iron industries in New
England had been maintained by the degradation of American labor.
I will furnish the proof to the Senator with a great deal of pleasure if
he will just give me a little time.

Mr, BLATR. The Senator from Maryland is the man to give the
time.

Mr. BUTLER. I find in the testimony of Mr, Tobey, and it is a
very rich document, and I commend it to my friend from Maine; it
will do him good—— 4

Myr. GIBSON. What page?

Mr. BUTLER., The point I want to read from is part second, page
623; and then if the Senator from Louisiana will turn to page 624 he
will find some additional testimony. In the summary of that state-
ment made by Mr. Tobey, he says:
thl;ene obsiacles have caused a degradation of American labor in New Eng-

nd.

Mr. DAWES. Who says that?

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Tobey. -

Mr. DAWES. That you read.

Mr. BUTLER. I read that. Then hesays:

Kow, gentlemen, I should be sorry to leave this subject without having you
understand that this argument which [ have is not s partisan document
originating in the minds of any fanatics or exiremists, [t is a deliberate state-
ment of the wants and desires of the iron manufacturers of this district: and in
proof of that I wish to eall your altention to the annexed petition,

Then he gives a petition, to which the Senator refers. I find among
the signatures to the petition accompanying that statement, the name
-of Arthur Ames, governor of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, one
of the owners of the Ames Shovel Factory.

Mr. DAWES. Ifitis Arthur Ames you have got the wrong man.

Mr. BUTLER. Idonotknow anythingaboutit. Itis ArthurAmes,
governor of the Commdnwealth of Massachusetts,

Mr. DAWES. I gave the Senator the henefit of the fact that I un-
derstand Governor Ames signed that petition, but his name is Oliver
Ames. I understand he signed that petition.

Mr. BUTLER. He signed that petition and signed that state-

ment——
Mr. DAWES, Where is there anything in that about the dezrada-
tion of labor ?
Mr. BUTLER. There itisin No. 6:
[.Egm cbstacles have caused a degradation of American labor in New Eng-
Mr. DAWES. That is not in the petition as it is quoted here on
that page.
Mr. FRYE. That is the testimony of the other witness.

ts glass fand: to
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Mr. DAWES. That is the testimony of the other man. That is not
what he signed.
Mr. BUTLER. No, sir; but the gentleman goes on to state:

Now, genilemen, I should be sorry to leave this subject withoul having you
understand that this argument which I have read is not a partisan document
originating in the minds of any fanatics or extremists, It is a deliberate state-
ment of the wants and desires of the iron manufacturers of this district; and in
proof of that 1 wish to eall your attentionto the annexed petition,

It is annexed to that statement and a part of it.

Mr. DAWES. No.

Mr. BUTLER. Why?

Mr. DAWES. Annexed to this statement of his.

Mr. BUTLER. I only give the testimony of the witness, and among
others he gives the name of Governor Ames. He says:

Every name is the name of a Republican prominent in New England circles,
Mr. John Sylvester, of the Sylvester Works; Thomas Cunni m, of the
Cunningham Iron Works; Mr, Dart, treasurer of the Rhode Island Tool Com-
pany; Peleg McFarland, a Republican senator in the Siate Legislature.,

Mr. DAWES. Why do you want to make out that Oliver Ames
signed something else than what he did sign ?

Mr. BUTLER. He signed this petition which was annexed to that
statement. :

Mr. DAWES. No; he did not annex it to that statement. There
is not anything here that——

The PRESIDENT pro fempore rapped with his gavel.

Mr. DAWES. I beg pardon of the Chair for unintentionally trans-
gressing the rules.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will remark that these
colloquial proceedings frequently degenerate into disorder, and he begs
Senators to observe the rule.

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I wish to say that the Senator from
South Carolina has fallen into an error of statement when he says that
Mr., Ames either signed that summary, which is divided into thirteen
parts, in one of which he finds the term *‘ degradation of labor,’’ or
that he annexed to it a petition which is farnished here on pages 623
and 624, which he did sign. The petition which he did sign contains
no such statement. 1 do not mean to say or intimate that the Senator
from South Carolina designs to state a thing differently from what he
Enpposes it is.

Mr. BUTLER, Why, Mr. President—

Mr. DAWES. And in my zeal I did not mean to go beyond that,
The Senator knows that I wonld not indulge in any statement which
would reflect upon his intent to tell the trath; but I was a little pro-
voked at that statement when the matter is so plain on the face of it.

Mr. BUTLER. I have read the statement of the witness, Mr. Pres-
ident, and the Senate can determine for itself. He says distinetly,
‘“the annexed petition.”” I will not state it with absolute positive-
ness, but my recollection is, that at the time when this gentleman ap-
peared before that select committee, he had that statement, the state-
ment that he made in pamphlet form to which this petition was
annexed, with the signatures of these very gentlemen in the original
before that committee; and I am very much mistaken if I can not pro-
duce the statement made by Governor Ames to that effect.

I am not doing this for the purpose of casting any reflection upon
New England or upon Governor Ames or anybody else, but I am sim-
Eljimaking the statement of a fact to sustain the proposition which I

submitted, and which, in my judgment, sustains the position
taken by the Senator from Maryland.

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I do not think there can be any
question about the fact that unless some relief is given the manufact-
urers of steel on the Atlantic coast north of Cape Hatteras and Cape
Charles, it will be impossible for them to go on and develop their great
enterprises.

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Maryland very kindly yields to
me for a few moments that I may bring to the attention of the Senate
a letter from Mr. McFarland, which I find in the reported testimony
taken by the Select Committee on our Relations with Canada, which
I think reflects very considerable light nupon this subject. His name
has just been mentioned by the Senator from South Carolina as one of
the signers of the petition to which he referred. Mr, McFarland was
invited by the chairman of the committee, the Senator from Massachu-
setts [Mr. MoAR], to submit his views upon these questions to that
committee, and they were there making their investigation. The
chairman in making his report says:

I have here a communication from Mr. Peleg McFarland, a TBIZ well known
and intelligent iron manufacturer at South Carver, Mass., which I will pat in
evidence without reading.

I find in the evidence which was put thus in the possession of the
committee the following part of Mr. McFarland’s letter, which eon-
sists of many different papers, and consistsalso of a controversy throngh
the Boston Journal between him and Mr. David Hall Rice. On page
1193, part 2, Mr. McFarland says:

I now turn, with sincere pleasure, to that **Seeker for Information " from
Plymouth, who, in The Journal of the 4th instant, addressed n cogent and
courtecus questions to me, which deserve careful tion. 1 it a
mﬂlexu to exchange views with a veteran whose opinions are illumined by
lamp of experience, and I hall it as a cheering omen that these inquiries
into the condition of our New England iron ind ics have b 80 1

Y

.

Nor am I insensible to the tribute which my friend pays to the ironmasters of
the old school. They laid the deep foundations of an industry which we are
seeking to perpetuate, and they are entitled to the highest encomiums and to
every token of veneration and respect for their splendid achievements, even
though, as my friend suggests, some of them may have been tooclosely absorbed
in the practical affairs of life to acquire those graces of scholarship which are
more common to-day, but which, to my view, are not an indispensable prereq-
uisite to an intelligent nnderstanding of the tariff’ question,

But had our fathers found themselves confronted with a duty of 70 per cent.
on their raw material, and with a duty on their pig-iron of 60 per cent., I fancy
that, with all their sagacity and ** horse sense,” they must have been eampelled
to offer the same protest against the injustice which their sons are vo 0&; to-
day. The iron manufacturers of New England are asking that the duty on pig-
iron be reduced to 24 per cent., and I must remind my friend that the dulﬁ on
pig-iron was exactly 24 per cent. “'in the palmiest days of the New Eng!
iron business,"” to which he alludes. Give us the same tarifl’ rates which were
in vogue when our fathers were on the stage of action, and we will see what
we can do in the way of preserving these industries which they committed to
our keeping. When my Plymouthian friend tells me how hard he has been
“his"? bly the decline of tbe iron industry my heart warms to him, for I believe |,
we shall continue to get "' hit" so long as we are compelled to pay a tribute to -
Pennsylvania of about §5 on every ton of iron which our nati 1b 1
ari

May it not be that my friend has fallen somewhat into & common error in
failing to discriminate between an excessive and unjust tariff and a reasonable
and equitable one? He says he * believes in the principle of protection.” So
do I. But, when I consider that this country ean to-day produoce iron about as
cheaply as any foreign country without tbing labor, and that we are,
nevcﬂ.geleas, paying nearly §7 perton duty on pig-iron, I am forced to conclude
that a radieal reduction is in order. No other great and leading industry in
this country is compelled to carry an impost burden on its crude materials in
anf sense com le to that now laid upon iron. Why, then, is it not exactly
in line with the true protective principle to ask for an equitable adjustment of
this excessive duty ?

Something more than ten years ago Mr. Garfield was ha dby ar ing
fire of criticism, because, in discussing the tariff, he maintained that ** stable
equilibrium " for which I am contending to-day. I will quote his words: “I
believe we ought to seek that point of stable e;utl!brium somewhere between a
prohibi tariff on the one hand and a tariff that gives no protection on the
other hand. What is point of stable equilibrium ? Inmy judgment it is
this: A rate so high that foreign producers can not flood our market and break
down our home man res, but not so high as to keep them out al er,
enabling our manufacturers to combine and raise the Bﬁ“' nor so high as to
stimulate an unnatural and unhealthy growth of manufactures.”

Again, Mr. Garfield says: “ [ stood on thnmullor.and there insisted that the
true doctrine was the point of stable equilibrium where we could hold a tariff
that would not be knocked down every time the free-traders ﬁ?: in{;:&ownr
and boosted up every time the protectionists got into power. I have that
equitable ground throughout and held it inst the assaults now from one side
and now from the other, and I estimate it one of the greatest of my achieve-
ments in publie life to have held that equipoise.” Let me now reply according
to such light as I possess, to my friend’s questions, in regular order.

** First. Isn't there coal and iron enough in this country to supply the present
and future wants of the nation?"

There are undoubtedly iron and coal deposits in this country sufficient to
meet all demands, present and grmpevlive. if they were uniformly distributed.
But the cost of transportation is so great to certain sections that it would be
manifestly unjust to compel all to demd on native products. New England,
for instance, in view of her geograph position, mightfind it more profitable
to import iron and coal. Were all our iron und coal deposits located in the
:Iii“tf 'erritory of Alaska, would you still insist that there should be no importa-

on

“‘Second. Are not the mines furnished with the best machinery, in fact with
every appliance known in this country or Europe, to handle the product?

I ’;‘rasume it is safe to answer this query in the affirmative.

*“Third, Can the coaland iron be transported from the mines in Pennsyl-
wvania and vicinity to New England as cheap as from the provinces?"

It is my candid opinion that the ad in favor of the provinces are very
E{mt.. Mr, Charles F, Mayer, president of the Consolidated Coal Company of

aryland, in his testimony before the Ways and Means Commitiee in Wash-
ington last week, stated that it cost §1.60 per ton to transport coal from the
mines of the interior of the United States to the tide-water. Now, the cost to
President Mayer of shipping coal to New England after he has reached tide-
water, and the cost of shi:g)ing from the Nova Scotia ports to New Euﬁll:nd are
very nearly the same; and, as the Nova Scotin mines are directly on coast,
it is obvious that the provinces have a natural advan: of at least £1.60 per ton.

“Fourth, If labor was as cheap in this country as it is in the old, could coal
and iron be produced as cheap here as there ?*

The manufacturers of Alabama boast that they are to-day produecing pig-iron
more cheaply than any foreign ¥ can ever prod it, and without reduc-
ing their labor one mill. Mr. Carnegie, the iron f;l.ng of Pennsylvania, has re-
cently declared, substantially, that the Old World could no longer deliver iron
to the injury of the markets of our interior States at the present price of labor
in this country, even if the duty were entirely removed (I‘:om iron.

**Fifth. If coal and iron can be mined as cheap in this y as in Europe
by reducing our labor to their level, will our mine-owners be undersold in our
markets 7"

The owners of coal mines and iron mines in this country are no longer in
serious danger from foreign competition, even at the ‘j:rmnnt price of labor, ex-
cepting as regards the modicum of patronage which they now enjoy from New
England. On this New England trade they have no just elaim. Our location
mm‘pnhimliy entitles us to purchase in other markets, The same course of
reasoning which would compel us to purchase iron and coal of Pennsylvania
would logically compel us to purchase of Alaska, if there were no nearer iron
and coal supplies in this country.

“Sixth. we take the duty ofl coaland iron and let those articles into New
England cheaper than we now do, would not the mine-owners of this country
reduce their labor to the level of the Old World and produce those articles as
cheap or cheaper than the imported produect and still have the same advantage
over New England which they now have—all the nat 1 advn besid
cheap coal, cheap iron, and cheap labor? With all these points in their favor,
why e:[l:nnc‘lrt"thny manufscture iron and send it to our market, underselling us
every e

Here again you overlook transportation. While the ns west and south,
of New England have little to fear from foreign competition, we, owing to our
location on this easterly coast, must depend somewhat upon foreign countries
for our crnde materials. It can not be counted strange that in s country with
such a vast area there should be found a region lyine on its seaboard bounda
where certain foreign products are nearer, in term+ of cost, than our native p
ucts which lie in the distant interior. Such are the conditions y
some of our Atlantic States, These are immutable conditions, which can not
be ignored ; for no Congress can repeal or successfully amend the fixed laws of
God. And, should the West or the South aver become so given over to greed
or so lacking in common patriotism as to seek to hold this New England mar-
ket through the degradation of labor, there is a healthy puoblic sentiment in
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this eountry which would thwart such an unhallowed enterprise in its very in-
cipleney ! 3

Mr. BUTLER. On what page is that?

Mr. MORGAN. Itison 1193 and 1194 of this testimony. I
will not, of course, detain the Senator from Maryland by any comments
at this point, but I should like to say just a word, and that is that I
took the ground yesterday, and I have held it all the time, that we
must consult geography and transportation in arranging our tariffs, upon
iron particularly; I might mention other things, pottery, timber, lam-
ber, and the like. We are bound to consult geography if we do justice
to the people of the whole country; and I can easily see how the sea-
board States, commencing with Texas and running around up to Massa-
chusettsand to Maine, aresubjected to very high and unnecessary imposts
of duty upon material that everybody is obliged to use, merely from
the fact of their geographical situation. That is one of the reasons,
and it is the strongest reason that operates upon my mind, for desiring
to give the Atlantic seaboard access to the mines of Bessemer ore in
Cuba, so that they can bring it here and help to manufacture a part of
what this country needs.

Mr., GORMAN. Mr. President, I beg now to go on with what I
have to say about this matter. I will repeat the statement I made a
few moments since, that it can be shown that a reduction in the tariff
on iron ore will unquestionably aid in building up the great enter-
prises east of the Alleghany Mountains and enable those establish-
ments not only to increase their output but to decrease the cost of all
the manufactured articles, and that decrease of cost will enable us to
extend our commerce with the countries sonth of us and practically
control that trade so far as the manufactures into which iron and steel
enter as a part are concerned. If that can be done without reducing
the profits of the owners of iron-ore mines in this country, there ought

to be no hesitation on the part of the Senate in granting the request.

As to the first proposition, I do not believe that the Senator from
Rhode Island or any other Senator on this floor will question the ac-
euracy of the statement that if you give them a reduction in the duty
on ore, our great establishments will be able to produce the finished
material at a less cost. The statement of Major Bent as to the exact
resalt, which I have read, has not been gquestioned by any manufact-
urer in the country. That it would increase our commerce with for-
eign countries there can be no doubt.

Right it that point, as an illustration of what has been done by one
single establishment at Baltimore in five years, paying a duty as they
have done of 75 cents a ton, amounting to $750,000, as Major Bent
states, they have brought from the Island of Cuba during the five years
prior to July 26, 1890, iron ores of the money value of §1,800,000. That
1s the money value on board the vessels at Cuba, the cost being about
$1.80 per ton. That trade has enabled them during those five years
to ship from the ports of Baltimore and Philadelphia articles manu-
factured in this conntry to the money value on shipboard at Philadel-
phia and Baltimore of §1,002,000. So the purchase of the ore which
we must have hasincreased our exportations to the extent I have stated;
and, as he says further on in his letter, probably but for the importation
of the ores not a dollar’s worth of the manufactured articles—railroad
materials, engines, rails, cars, ete.—I have not a full statement of the
manufactured articles shipped from the United States—would have
heen shipped abroad. If the tax was reduced upon the ores, that trade,
increased to the extent of the capacity of these works, would extend
our commerce on the theory, in a modified form, of the suggestion
which hasbeen made by a distingnished Republican of opening up that
trade by reciprocity.

The other proposition, which is the serious one for us to consider, is
whether the iron-ore industry of the United States could be affected
by the reduetion of the duty on ore, or by placing ore upon the free-
list, which I do not ask at this time, for the reason that I think inall
these schedules it is proper to go along moderately and to feel our way,
and not to do anything that is exireme either up or down so as to dis-
tarb these business interests. - Would it affect any other iron-ore pro-
ducers in the United States? The only iron ore of this country that
can be used in any quantities, so far as known to-day, in the making
of Bessemer steel is the iron ore upon Lake Superior.

There may be a small detachment here and there, but it amounts to
nothing practically commercially; it would not affect the ores of the
State of my friend from Virginia, or of Marylaad or New Jersey.
Those ores can only be used in large quantities for the manufacture ot
steel. They can not be so used unless they have the opportunity to
mix with them the Bessemer ores from the Mediterranean orfrom Cuba.
So if we reduce the duty upon these ores that are absolutely necessary
in the making of steel, the result will be to increase the consumption
the Atlantie coast.

If that be so, will it interfere with the ores from Lake Superior?
There you have a great production of six or eight million tons. The
cheapness of those ores at Chiecago, as I said yesterday, makes thatthe
point at which the raw material can be assembled west of the Alle-
ghanies cheaper than at any other place. Chicago practically has no
competitor for this class of work, for the product of these t furnaces
and forges, anywhere in the United States, except in the vicinity of
Pittsburgh, and that would not be the case were it not for the fact that

Pennsylvania with its great iron industry, when its forests of wood
disappeared and it was no longer possible to make charcoal iron, de-
veloped the use of coal, and then of coke, and when the interest west
of it at Chicago to develop they tapped the bowels of the earthand
found natural gas. But for that discovery Chicago would have ahso-
lntely monopolized all the steel and iron trade west of the Alleghanies.

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to ask the Senator, for information,
what is the market price of Bessemer cre delivered at Baltimore or
Philadelphia from Cuba.

Mr. GORMAN. The market price delivered at Baltimore varies, as
does the market price of the ores from the Mediterranean vary. The
cost of this Cuban ore, free on board, in Cuba, is about $1.70 or $1.80
a ton. The freight and insurance have to be added. The English
tramp steamers which bring that ore here both from the Mediterranean
and from Cuba come in and are chartered at Baltimore or Philadelphia
and loaded with grain or what not to be taken hence; and they will
bring in these ores practically for whatever they can get. I have
known a case from the Meditercanean where a cargo of ore was deliv-
ered for 75 cents a ton freight from the Mediterranean to Baltimore
and carried thence to Mr. Carnegie’s works in Pennsylvania.

Mr, SHERMAN. What I want to get at is whether to-day, even
with a duty of 75 cents, the manufacturers at Baltimore and at Phil-
adelphia can get Bessemer ore cheaper from Cuba than the mannfact-
urers at Cleveland can get the same article from Lake Superior.

Mr. GORMAN. I donot hear the Senator’s statement. Will he
please repeat it ?

Mr. SHERMAN. The price of Bessemer ore per ton, 2,240 pounds,
at Cleveland, is about $6 delivered from Lake Superior, and the price
of the Cuban oreat Baltimore is considerably less with the duty added.
I do not see what complaint Baltimore can have in the contest with
Cleveland except, perhaps, use we have cheaper fuel. That isa
natural advantage which our position gives us. So far as the duty is
concerned, the foreign ore can be delivered at Baltimore or Philadelphia
cheaper to-day, I understand; and that is the reason why I ask the
Senator what is the price of this ore delivered at those ports. Thenet
coalt t;)t;' the ore delivered at Cleveland has ranged from $5.50 to $6,50
in 1890.

Mr. GORMAN. At what point?

Mr. SHERMAN. At Cleveland, from the Lake Superior mines,

Mr, BLAIR. Can the Senator give the fuel advantage at Cleveland,
80 as to compare the two places?

Mr. SHERMAN. My impression is that Cleveland has a decided
advantage in foel. They have no natural gas at Cleveland, but they
have coke.

Mr. BLAIR. Combining the duty npon the ore of 75 cents with the
advantage to Cleveland in fuel, as between the two places, which has
the advantage on the whole in the manufacture of iron?

Mr. SHERMAN. That is precisely what I wish to ascertain from
the Senator from Maryland. I wish to know what it costs in Balti-
more.

Mr. BLAIR. Leaving the duty as it now is at 75 centsa ton?

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes.

Mr. GORMAN. Both the Senator from Ohio and myself want to be
entirely frank about this matter. Nobody better understands than he
does that all the conditions which enterinto the assembling of this ma-
terial and its manufacture must be taken into account in determining
this question. At Cleveland you have the advantage of fuel; youn have
the advantage of water transportation within our own lines; you have
a very short haul; indeed no haul from the lakes to your furnaces.
You have all those great advantages, and yon ought to have them, and
I am glad that you have them.

With ores from Lake Superior delivered to you, as they willbe, at a
fair paying price to their owners for all the material, for rails and build-
ing purposes, and every article that goes into general consumption, yon
in that region and for the population west of youn will have no com-
petitor in the world. Nobody can compete with you. You ought to
have that trade; your location and your facilities entitle yon to it.
But since 1883 youn have so arranged this tarifl as to put a burden upon
the manufacturers east of the Alleghanies which, according to the
changed condition of transportation and the changed condition in the
use of fuel and the improvement of methods in the manutacture of
steel, is an injustice to that section of the country. It is not required
to promote your own interest,

Granting that you have all those advnul::geu that that section of
the conntry which Senators represent west of the Alleghanies has, and
all of that trade, does not the Senator think that it is a great crime
commercially and in political economy to continue a tariff which drives
the Government of the United States and private builders to go to
Chicago for the beams and koels of the vessels that are tobe built upon
the Delaware and at the harbor of Baltimore and in the harbor of
New York?

Mr. SHERMAN. I will answer the Senator that in my judg-
ment, taking this whole iron schedule, which is very important, and
I like to see it discussed in a business way, weran it all over very care-
fully, and from the bestinformation I can get, and I think perhaps my
colleague will concur in it, as he is more familiar with the details of
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the iron industry than I am, to-day Baltimore is better sitnated for
the purpose of manufacturing rails than Cleveland. The reason isthe
cost of transportation on the lakes from the Lake Superior mines, in-
cluding a very important item, the importation of spiegel, which has
to be made throngh New York to Cleveland, and that is an indispen-
sable requisite for the manufacture of Bessemer steel, and is delivered
much cheaper at Baltimore, I will give the Senator this sum to com-
pute, and I should like to have him in his careful way go over the de-
tails of it, and I think he will find that to-day, with the duty of 75
cents a ton added, Bessemer steel ore ready for the furnace can be de-
livered at Baltimore cheaper than it can be delivered at Cleveland.

Mr. GORMAN. No.

Mr. SHERMAN. Here are the figures. I can give them to the
Senator now. Here we have the official statement in what is called
““The Statistics of the American and Foreign Iron Trades,” ete.

Mr. GORMAN. What date is that?

Mr. SHERMAN. Itisof very late date. Itisup to May 1, 1890,
and this gives it for a period of years. It shows the exact cost of the
different grades of Bessemer steel at Cleveland and also at Chicago and
other places. Here is a table of Lake Superior iron ore delivered at
Cleveland. The prices given are per gross ton:

Districts. | 1884, | 1885, | 1886, | 1857. | 1888, | 1589, ] 1890.

| | |

| i |
Republic and Champion No.1........... §6.00 35.75 '§6.25 [$7.00 [85.75 $5.50 | £6.50

Barnum, Cleveland, and Lake Su- |
perior specular No, 1.... 5.75 | 5.00 | 5.50 | 6.50 | 5.25 | 5,00 | 6.00
Chapin and Menominee No. ! ...ccoe| 5.25 | 4.75 | 5.25 | 6.00 | 4.75 | 4.50 | 5.50
Vermilion district No. 1, Bessemer....| .75 | 5,00 | 5,75 | 6.75 | 5.75 | 5.50 | 6,50

Gogebie district, first quality Besse- | |

NXMEE s sasisssmpinnnnsasssnnasraassensn susanssasanassfssasennce] Da00 | 5.00 | 6.00 | 4.75 | 5.00.| 6.00
Hematifes No. l,non—limemer........‘| i50'| 400 ‘ 4.50 | 5.00 | 4.00 | 3.75 | 4.50

I admit that when you come to take the iron ore and convert it into
other forms of iron, probably Cleveland would have the advantage in
fuel, but I think even with this advantage, which is a natural one,
given by the Almighty, and therefore not to be taken from us, there is
no diserimination made now between Cleveland and Baltimore. Pitts-
burgh has some advantages still greater, but it has some disadvantages.
There is this difference that Senators must always remember, that Pitts-
burgh must get its Lake Superior ore to make iron rails, and therefore
the cost of transportation from some point on the lake to Pittsburgh
must be added. But at Pittshurgh they have the benefit of natural

gag.o all these things nature seems to have distributed in such a way
that there is no reason why, in the production of iron, all parts of the
United States of America are notin eqnal and fair competition to-day.
This duty has stood now since 1883 at 75 cents a ton. It is a very
moderate rate of duty. It isless than 33 per cent. ad valorem, and is
a moderate rate which has been held in all the propositions to change
that have been made. ’

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator from Maryland permit me to
ask the Senator from Ohio a guestion ?

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. ;

Mr. McPHERSON. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Ohio if
they use natural gas in Cleveland in the manufacture of iron.

Mr. SHERMAN. They do not.

Mr. McPHERSON. They do not?

Mr, SHERMAN. No, sir; natural gas can not be transported. It
being a very light substance it goes upwards, and it can not be trans-
ported any great distance without great cost.

Mr. McPHERSON. Where do you get your coke from?

Mr. SHERMAN. The coke is brought from Pennsylvania; it is
Connellsville coke. As a matter of course they use some of the Ohio
coal, but when coke is required they must bring it from Pennsylvania.

Mr. McCPHERSON. I was trying to get ab the comparative differ-
ence, if any, between the two places. Certainly Baltimore wounld be
as near the coke-producing region.

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it costs no more o transport coke from
Connellsyille to Baltimore than from Connellsville to Cleveland.

Mr. McPHERSON. 1 wish to ask one other gquestion, if the Sen-
ator pleases. I have been making a little computation here upon the
statements made by the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Mary-
land. I understand the Senator from Ohio to say that the ruling
price of the Bessemer ore, the Michigan and Wisconsin ore, in Cleve-
land duoring the past year has been $6.50 per ton, and covering a period
of years but-little short of that. Am I right? 3

Mr. SHERMAN. It varies but little from $6.50 to $5.50. One
shipment of Chapin and Menominee was only $5.50, but it ranges to
$6.50, and it does not appear to have been much below that in the
last five years.

Mr. McPHERSON. Take, then, the statement the Senator from
Maryland made respecting the cost of ore from Cuba; if I understood
him correetly, it wonld amount to $1.80 per ton, free on board at Cuba.
The freight wonld be scarcely more than §1, which would be $2.80 per
ton. Adding to that the dutyof 75 cents per ton it wonld make $3.55,
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Add, if you please, $2 per ton for transportation to Cleveland, and the
Cuban ore, with these very liberal estimates, can be delivered in
Cleveland at a cheaper rate than the Bessemer ore from Michigan is
now delivered.

Mr. SHERMAN, The best evidence upon that point is the fact that
as shrewd business roen as exist in the United States at Cleveland have
purchased a mjne and own it nowin Cuba and really design to develop -
that industry in Cuba; and they expect to pay the present rate of duty
and transport the ore to Cleveland. They own the mine at this mo-
ment. E

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to suggest to the Senator from Maryland
that the disadvantage by reason of the imposition of dunty upon Bes-
semer ore would be relieved by removing theduty on coal. Itis about
the same amount. That is a pressure that we have felt in New Eng-
land. There we catch the operation of this burden in both directions.
‘We suffer from the duty upon the ore, and wealso suffer from the daty
upon the coal, as we produce neither, while the Senator from Maryland
isnot so much burdened by the duty npon coal he suffers from that apon
the ore. Now, I suggest that we remove the duty npon coal and let in
the Nova Scotia coal, the transportation of which will cost scarcely
anythin%more from Nova Scotia—it is brought all the way by water
to New England—and he ean obviate this burden which is imposed
by the duty upon ore, and be placed upon an equality with his com-
petitors in the West.

Mr. GORMAN. Now, the Senator from New Hampshire has made
a liberal proposition to me! He has aseathere on the Democratic side
of the Chamber, and that necessarily leads him to make a more liberal
suggestion in the interest of the business of the country! His contact
here, even for a short time daring the session, has rather broadened
out the Senator.

Mr. BLAIR. It does improve me, I think. [Laughter.]

Mr. GORMAN. I will make this suggestion to the Senator, that if
he will accept it so that we shall be certain that he will join us, I will
agree to vote to take off 20 per cent. of the duty on iron ore and on coal,
and on all the manufactuies that are produced in Maryland, if he will
vote to take 10 per cent. off the manufactures of New England.

Mr. BLAIR. I will take that proposition into consideration, and
later on I will give the Senator my answer.

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator will give me the answer which is
usnally understood comes from his section of the country, and which
they are noted for making by asking another question. That is the
only answer I shall ever get from him.

Mr. BLAIR. I will say fo the Senator that I was not the one who
was trying to get out of the difficulty, and he is. I was not complain-
ing of the tariff, and the Senator is.

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the Senator is not only complaining
of the tariff, but he stands here to make a prohibitory tariff. He not
only complains of the tarift of 1883, made by his own pariy, but he
votes to increase it every day that such a vote is called in the Senate.
There is not a proposition too extreme for him; he votes for them all;
and he will vote to prevent our trade from being increased. He will
vote for every proposition that imposes the highest rate of duty upon
the American people, and yet, répresenting fairly, as he does, his con-
stituents, he represents them and their interests by being the strongest
advocate for the free use, in competition with American interests, of
British capital, British cars, British engines, British rails, which come
in competition with the rails made in Maryland and in the West. He
is a high protectionist on everything that belongs in his section; he is
for the freest trade, the freest use of British money, if it will only add
to the coffers of his section.

Now I ask him to come down as an American Senafor and treat the
Maryland interests and the other interests in the country with eonsid-
eration and fairness. I ask nothing more. I do not desire to embar-
rass a single manufacturing establishment in the United States, I
would not vote with anybody who did, and there is nobody who de-
sires to do that.

Mr. BLAIR. Mry. President— .

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maryland
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire?

Mr. GORMAN. Of course.

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator has given me a character as a high pro-
tectionist of American and of British interests both; thatis hardly con-
sistent with itself., I do not know what the Senator means, but this
I will say, that I am a high protectionisc to the extent of giving abso-
lute protection to American labor for the development of any industry
whatever that can be carried on successfully upon American soil. The
section of country in which I live feels the hardship of a tariff as well
as its benefits. This high protective tariff to-day is a public measure
in which the West and the South and the Atlantic seaboard south of
New England have a greater interest than has New England. New
England is able to sell her manuafactures abroad to-day, many of them,
not L}yﬂdegmding her labor or reducing its wages, but by increasing
its skill—

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the Senator—

Mr. BLAIR. And the machinery wherewith—

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—
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Mr. BLAIR. The Senator madea somewhat belligerent attack upon
me, and I hope he will allow me to proceed.
The PRESIDENT tempore, The Chair understands that the Sen-

_ ator from Maryland desires to resume the floor.

Mr. SORMAN. I, of course, desire to treat the Senator with great
consideration and courtesy, but I.beg him not to make a speech now.
I have been yielding for abont an hour and a half, and I think I have
only talked half an hour myself.

Mr. BLAIR. I do not propose to speak very lorg, but the Senator
traveled away out of the record in what came very near being a per-
sonal assault, and I wish tosay to the Senator that——

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. Does the Senator from Maryland

ield?
mMr. GORMAN. Yes, sir, on a personal matter, of course,

Mr, BLAIR. This industry of iron-making, or the manufacture of
implements of iron for human use, was once flourishing in New Eng-
land, and it has been very largely injured and almost practically de-
stroyed. I think the Senator is right in his contention that thisresulf
is very largely due to the operations of the tariff. It is not so much
the result of ithe operation of natural causes, as has been snggested,
but it is largely the effect of the tariff which has developed other por-
tions of our conntry so that New England has suffered.

Other parts of the country have been able by reason of that tarifl to
take advantage of their natural resources, and when the completed
article has been brought in ecompetition with the same article made
previonsly in New England, ours has gone to the wall and our indus-
try has suffered. I believe that it might be temporarily revived, I do
not know but permanently revived by the removal of the tariff upon
coal and upon iron, and if I were to vote to-day for the interests of the
people of New England under this schedule, I should vote to make
ore free, simply and solely with reference to that one industry; I should
vote to make coal free also. :

1 do not know but that in view of the assaults made upon this pro-
tective system from the West it is my duty to vote to make coal and
iron free, and I do not know but that it is my duty to vote morelargely
still in the direction of free trade. But if I cast my ballot in the end
to keep the tariff'as it is upon these articles, I will dosoin the interest
of the development of the communities at the West who can create this
Bessemer ore, which, being built up largely by that industry, will be
fed by the farmers of the West, and thus Spain will be on Lake Supe-
rior, thus Cnha will lie in the West, instead of in the Atlantie, and

" under foreign political jurisdiction. I say, Mr, President, itis in that

view, and that alone, for the general development of the whole country,
that a New Englander can vote for the existing tarifl’ even nupon coal
and iron.

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I shall be very glad to pay some
attention to the remarks of the Senator from New Hampshire before I
get through, but I prefer to go on for a moment in the line I was pur-

As to the matter snggested by the Senator from Ohio relating to the
eost of ores at points both east and west of the Alleghanies, whether in
view of the present commercial conditions, the cost of transportation,
and everything that enters into the manufacture, it wonld affect in the

htest degree the ore industry on the Lakes, I am free to say that if
it could be shown that a fair reduction in this tariff would destroy or
impair that great American interest I should not be in favor of doing
it. That we should have within our own borders the development of
mines and of factories and the skilled men to fashion from the ore
everything that can be made in the shape of steel is the first interest
of the country. No patriotic man doubts that.

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him, not
for a speech, but only to ask a gquestion?

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly.

Mr. SPOONER. AsIunderstand it, the Caban mines are owned by
American companies—those to which the Senator refers?

Mr. GORMAN. They are. :

Mr. SPOONER. They therefore pay no royalty per ton for taking
oat the ore. Does the Senator know anything of the price paid for
those mines?

Mr. GORMAN. Noj; Ican not answer the Senator from Wisconsin
as to the cost of the mines, It is likely, however, that there as on the
Lakes the first cost is insignificant; but the great cost is the develop-
ment of the mines, the construction of roads, railroads, and what not.

Mr. SPOONER. They are very near the coast?

Mr. GORMAN. Some 18 miles distant; but the development alone
costs two or three million dollars. Serthe royalty, as I understand it,
to the original owners and the first purchasers of it, the promoters of
the enterprise, so tospeak, is, I suppose, like theroyalty in the Lake re-
gion, about 50 cents a ton.

Mr. SPOONER. Can the Senator give me any idea of the cost in
ton in mi there ? :

Mr, GORMAN. Itischeaper than in thiscountry; there is no gues-
tion of that. ’

Mr. SPOONER. How much cheaper ?

Mr. GORMAN. Ido not know the rate per ton, but the cost of the
ore free on shipboard is §1.80 a ton, and to the manufacturer here it is
40 or 50 cents, probably, less than it is on board a vessel on the Lakes,

Mr, SPOONER. A railroad, I understand, has been constructed
from the mines to the coast by the gentlemen owning the mines ?

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, by the men owning the mines.

Mr. SPOONER. So that is the property of the mining company ?

Mr. GORMAN. It is part of the property of the mining company,

Now, Mr. President, as we are to-day and during the last year, tge
whole output of our American mines has heen consumed practically
west of the Alleghanies, in the manufacture of steel, and there has
been an increased cost in the manufacture of the article both here and
abroad within the past two years. The increased demand for the arti-
cle has been such that the price of ores at Cleveland and Chicago, and
all through the western country, has increased, The mine-owners of
the Lake region have simply derived their fair share of the increased
profit that comes from the increased price of the manufactured article.

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him
again, I wish to say that in a considerable number of instances there

been within the last two years a large reduction by the owners of
the fee to the mining companies in the way of royalty.

Mr. GORMAN. I am aware of this great development, as I said a
moment ago, in all its stages from the ground fo the finished produect.
There are constant changes in the iron business; it is up and down.
The conditions change so much that in the locality the Benator refers
to it depends altogether npon the conditions in moving the ore to
market. There may be a difference in the value of the ore itself, the
percentage of iron in it, which would make it necessary to get it into
general use that it should have a decreased cost. Before taking the
average condition of the trade, all that can be produced in the lake re-
gion has been used probably west of the Alleghanies for the manufact-
ure of steel.

My friend, the Senator from Ohio, on my right [Mr. PAYNE], stated
to us that only about four thousand tons of that ore came east of the
Alleghanies to be used in the manufacture of steel. There is a small
portion of it that can be brought down the lakes and down the Erie
Canal, and thus reach points in the East. Thereare afew isolated fac-
toriesor foundries in Pennsylvania that, when they conld notgetthefor-
eign ore, brought this ore in at a higher price. It is only a very small
quantity of the output of the lake ores that can ever come east of the
Alleghanies to be used for the manufacture of steel, as I understand
the conditions of on now.

Mr. SPOONER. is that so ?

Mr. GORMAN. The costof transportation of ore, of eoal, and of all
the heavy commodities has now reached a point which is phenomenal
and which probably can not be reduced—about 4 mills per ton a mile,

I the statement had been made twenty-five years ago that such a thing

could possibly be done, the man who made the statement would have
been considered a fit subject for a mad-house.

Mr, PAYNE. The mills in Scranton, Pa., were supplied with ore
from Lake Superior, and the works near Harrisburg were also supplied
with ore from Lake Superior. Did the Benator say east or west? I
did not understand.

Mr. GORMAN, . West.

Mr. PAYNE., What I wish to mention especially to the Senator is

that large quantities of what is known as Bessemer pig are largely
transported over the Alleghany Mountains. Most of these are produced
in the Mahoning and Sharon Valleys.

Mr. GOR . Of course the product of these great foundries in
the West is brought East, to a certain extent.

Mr. SHERMAN. I have here now the testimony in regard to the
Cuban matter that I did nothave before. Itis the testimony of George
II. Ely, of Cleveland, Ohio, president of the Western Iron-Ore Asso-
ciation.

Mr. GORMAN. What page does the Senator read from ?

Mr. SHERMAN, He was the first witness examined before the com-
mittee which framed this bill. His name is George H. Ely, a very
prominent citizen of the State of Ohio, and he is interested not only
very largely in the Lake Superior ores, but he is interested also in
Cuba and interested in manufactures at Cleveland. He says:

In foreign ores we do not know what we can ever do six months ahead. We
can not buy ahead because we do not know what the ocean freights will be.
There is a large deposit of ore on the Island of Cuba. It isagood and rich ore
a Dessemer ore, and it will be n&ﬂnd resource; butthey can produce ore, pu‘
it on board at Cuban ports, pay the duty, and then run all around the producers
of ore on Lake Su or or anywhere else in the United States,

If there is any conocern on the Atlantic slope that thinks it is wise to reduce
the daty or have no duty at all—I have seen such a statement in a paper—if
there is any such concern as that I want to say this: That they could certainly
make a handsomer profit than Lake Bn&eﬂnr iron men can on their ore, and
pay the duty on Ca ores, Ido not think anybody should grumble at pnf-
ing thatduty. I have got some little interest in a Cuban mine as well as in
Lake Superior, and I believe in the protection of American interesta.

Then he goes on in great detail to show the very point I mentioned
awhile ago, with fuller information, that this ore can be delivered at
Baltimore or any place along the seacoast at less cost than the ore in
Cleveland, and besides that he says at Baltimore they are at the ter-
minus of two great lines of railroad which furnish not only anthracite
eoal, but bituminous coal probably as cheap as in Cleveland. I sup-
posed Cleveland had the advantage, but I see that Cleveland has not.

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, as to the witness whom the Senator
from Ohio has¥mhd,ofeoum Ido not know his relation to this entire
question, and I do not know whether his judgment is warped or not,
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but all of us probably are more or less influenced when our interests
are in one direction. But this I do know, that since 1883 we have had
n tariff of 75 cents a fon on iron ore and with the Mediterranean ores
and the Cuban ores ready to be delivered and the British tramp steam-
ers on the ocean anxious to have return freights, we take iron ore from
a vessel, I have been informed, at a dollar a ton and from the Mediterra-
nean ports to the city of Baltimore at 75 cents in one case and bring it
in only as ballast and glad to get it at that rate, and with the 75 cents
duty and the ore purchased in the cheapest markets, as it is said, in
the world, the rai transportation from the seaboard to the inland
factory has never permitted, except for experimental purposes, even a
small fraction to go beyond Johnstown to the West.

In the face of that condition of affairs, which is most extraordinary,
and with the further fact that I again put to the Senator from Ohio,
that if the statement of the gentleman he has referred to be accurate or
if the impressions of the Senator himself are well founded, I ask him
to explain to me why it is with these great forges on the Atlantic coast
that the Governmentitself has been compelled to go to Chicago and other
‘Western points for the keels of the great steel vessels we are building
for the Navy.

Mr. SHERMAN, So far as the Western consumption of iron ore is
concerned, the day will never come when these sources can supply the
‘West with iron, because all along the Alleghany range, from one end
to the other, it wonld be a very grave error to transport iron from Cuba
and Africa to the Western country. I hope that day will never come.

Mr. GORMAN. I do not desire that.

Mr. SHERMAN. And I will say that the advantage the East al-
ready possesses in cheap transportation by ** tramps’’ and by other ves-
sels seeking this transportatation, with the small duty that is levied
upon the ore, makes it a very small item of theexpense. Seventy-five
cents a ton upon iron ore is less than 3 mills a pound, which is a very
small rate indeed, and with that advantage and the advantage of cheap
transportation from Caba and from Afriea it seems to me that Balti-
more, Philadelphia, Boston, indeed every point in the East,isnow placed
on an equal footing, and, indeed, on a more favorable footing than any
city of the West.

It strikes me, therefore, when we are trying to disseminate and dis-
tribute the benefits of the tariff as we think they should be in order
to develop the industries of the country, that it does not come with
very good grace from gentlemen of the East to complain that thislittle
dunty of 75 cents a ton on iron ore operates greatly to their disadvan-
tage. The truth is that on account of their location on the seacoast
they are in a very favorable position for this great trade. I do not
think it would be a misfortune if all the iron used in our country
should be produced in the United States; but as they have this ad-
vaniage of being on the seacoast they have the iron ore within very
cheap reach of them, and they ought to be willing to give a duty of
75 cents or even a dollar a ton for the protection of American in-
dastry.

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I do not criticise the Senator from
Ohio, but I must insist that he has not been as frank as usnal in re-

lying to the gnestion which I put to him and which I do not think he
g.u answered at all, He has simply set up a man of straw to knock
him down again.

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will repeat his guestion, I shall
try to answer it.

Mr. GORMAN, I will with great pleasure, for I am really seeking
information on this matter, and it is a matter, as I said in the begin-
ning, which ought not to be controlled by any sectional feeling or by
any reason in the world except the facts which surround it. I donot
want to consider it in any other way.

Mr. SHERMAN, What is the question?

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Ohio combats the suggestion that
we should make iron and steel in the East and ship it West, and he
makes the staternent that that wonld be a condition to be regretted;
that you have facilities and conditions in the West to make younr own
iron and your own steel. I said ten or fifteen minutes ago that I did
not want to interfere with the Western production. I have not the
slightest disposition to retard the progress of the West in any respect.
I want to see it developed.

I believe on the whole continent there is nothing in a commercial
sense to compete with it, but I ask the Senator from Ohio this gues-
tion: With the cenditions which the law has imposed on us, with all
the advantages which he has deseribed in the West as to the bringing
of these foreign ores here, as to the cost, etc., the fact is that in the
construction of great steel ships for the American Navy and vessels
which are built for private enterprise, a large portion of the material
hag to be brought from west of the Alleghanies, from Chicago. Now I
ask the Senator whether he does not believe that there is something
radically wrong in the conditions imposed by the law to make us bring
the pieces of'a vesel from Chicago to Baltimore or to the Delaware, and
fﬂnt them together sothat it may float, in competition with foreign ships?

not that a condition which ought to be remedied ?

Mr. SHERMAN. My answer to that question is, that if that thing
has occurred it must have occurred only in a few instances; and if it
has ocenrred it is because of the failure of the Eastern iron manufact-
urers to do theirduty by developing their industry and furnishing these

particular pieces of the vessel which were necessary to its construction. -
The truth is they can, with their advantages, make every form of struct-
ural iron, and they do it. They can and ought to make it, and if they
do not do it it is becanse our people in the West are a little more enter-
prisingon the whole. 'We area race of Yankees there, improved a little
beyond the old race, and we can beat the people of Baltimore on equal
wg;liﬁg%sf;I.OM It h id f th rd

X i is another evidence of the extraordinary energy
and skill of the people of Chicago. .

Mr. SHERMAN. And as my friend from Illinois says, it is another
evidence of the extraordinary skill and energy—and I may say of the
grabitiveness—of the people of Chicago. They want to do everything,
and they do do a great many things.

Mr. GORMAN. I do not wanttobe unfairinany statement I make
about this matter, but I feel bound to say that there is in the trade
among Republicans and Democrats alike no party about this matter.

Mr. SHERMAN. There are no party interests in it

Mr. GORMAN. There is no party—I mean abont the gentleman
who makes the statement which T am about to repeat, that the reason
and the only reason why they can not compete is because of the unjust
operation of the law. -

Mr. SHERMAN. With 75 per cent. duty?

Mr. GORMAN. Now let me say to my friend from Ohio that in
thesection of country where these great industries are, other men be-
gan the enterprise, who for skill are m%lual to any in the world, and
their courage to invest their money in these enterprises is equal to that
of any. They began this industry. They have taught your sons. °
Not one of them wishes to-day to take from you a single natural ad-
vantage. They rejoice at the development in your section, and it is
necessary for the whole country that it should go on.

I want to see, and I believe I shall see in my time, that you will so
develop the enterprise thatyou can throw the doors of the custom-
houses wide open on every article that is fashioned by man, and tak-
ing alone into account the cost of transportation by steamer from
abroad and the railroad transportation here, 175 miles from the coast
on either side, you will be able to furnish everything duty free. That
does not apply to the coast, but that is a possible thing for you. You
are moving along to do it with a rapidity which is gratifying to evug
lover of his country. But what I ask is that these older States whicl
gave you your territory, which led in this enterprise, which have in-
vested their all, shall not be discriminated against by your unjust laws,

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator will allow me to say that he ought
not to forget that for a great many years before these mines were di
covered and opened, and before our people in the West ed in this
industry, we came East for everything of that kind we needed. The
Senator ought not to complain if occasionally Eastern people have to
go West, including the Government, for some iron products.

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, Mr. President, that is true, and the East has
treated you bandsomely. They started you on your way, encouraged
you in the enterprize, and now that you have grown strong, and great,
and powerful, and controlling, we ask of you, of the liberal and pro
ive West, not to combine with the eastern end of the country and dis-
criminate, as we think you have in this case, against the section south
of New York. That is all.

Mr. President, look at our condition. Take the Atlantic coast.
Twenty-five years ago there was great prosperity in the agricultural
interests. In Delaware, in Maryland, in Virginia, in North Carolina,
in South Carolina, in New Jersey, the farmers were prosperous. Penn-
sylvania was one of the great agricultural States of the Union.

By the development of the country which you gentlemen repreaeng
throngh the facilities given you by the Government, through free lan
for your settlers, railroad transportation over roads subsidized and aided
by the Government, distance has been annihilated and time is no more
a consideration in transportation, and the cost is away below that ever
dreamed of in the past.

What is the result? I think the present census will show that as
you have opened the fertile fields of the West and bronght your farm-
ers in Nebraska and Wisconsin within a hundred miles in cost to the
ports of Baltimore and Philadelphia, you have absolutely destroyed
the agricultural interests of the great States of the East. No wonder
that in Massachusetts the statistics show that farms are being aban-
doned. That fact does not apply alone to cold and sterile New Eng-
land, but it is true of Maryland.

This census will show that the purely agricultural portion of the
conntry, at least that south of this Capital, has lost in population if
we can rely upon the figures,"hnd the products have decreased and the
value gone down until that interest has been practicnléy destroyed.
It is so in Delawars, it is so in Pennsylvania, it is so in Virginia.

Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator a question in order that
I may see whether I nnderstasd him. Does the Senator mean fo say
that in any portion of the Southern conntry the farm products are less
now than they were heretofore? I speak now of the amountsof pro-
duction, not of their value.

Mr. GORMAN, The output is greater, but the value has been de-
creased. The prices have decreased until, with the cost of labor, not-
withstanding the facilities of machinery, the result to the farmer
and the laborer is less than it was twenty-five years ago.
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Mr. TELLER. Verylikely. Then Ishould like to ask the Senator
if that is not true of agricultural industry all over the world.

Mr. GORMAN. Tosome extent it is true, and especially is it true
of the section of which I speak, because you have practically annihi-
lated distance, and it costs no more on one of these great railroads to
bring a barrel of flour from Minneapolis to the city of Baltimore than
it does from the upper portion of my State, with a haul of 150 miles
by road, to the same city, so that our farm lands which have been used
for two hundred years have to compete with the rich lands of the

West,

I only refer to this matter for the purposeof asking you to do usjus-
tice on the subject which is now under consideration. The farmersin
the section of which I speak can not be helped in anything you can do
by putting a fariff’ upon their products. Therefore we have had toturn
our attention necessarily to other industries. We have been compelled
to go to manufacturing. There is no help for our people and no pros-
perity for them except by changing their condition. The lower part
of Virginia and Maryland and Delaware and New Jersey must become
market gardens and resort to manufacturing.

We have begun to develop the greatindustry of fruits, the canning of
berries and -oysters and everything which is necessary in the way of
vegetables to sustain human life; buv you have, by means of the tariff
in this bill, put a tax upon the only material, tin, which is necessary
for that business and its development, which absolutely destroys all
of these little industries that are being built up in these four or five
great States.

Then you come to the manufacturing establishments which began
with the Government, those foundries which were constructed to
make cannon with which to fight the battles of the Revoluiionary war,
which were the germ of this great industry; and we tell you that with
all these changed conditions we can not live, we can not compete, and
we ask you to make a moderate change which can not affect those which
lie upon the lakes. Is this unreasonable, Mr. President? Can not
simple justice be done in the discussions of this matter ?

ou ask me whether under the present conditions we have been at
all prosperous, Yes, we have becn prosperous to some extent. These
great establishments which are going on in Baltimore and one of the
greatest, it is believed, in the world, have prospered with Northern
capital. But how have they prospered in competition with the West-
ern States under this unjust tax? They have only prospered in Mary-
land because our self-sacrificing and far-seeing, and eunterprising men
have, by local legislation, given them bounties to put up their works
and exempted their plants from taxation, so that they might live and
that our people who are being driven from agriculture by thischanged
condition of affairs might engage in other industries and find employ-
ment.

Now, we come to you and say to yon simply do us justice; we ask
you to do nothing that interferes with any other interest in the coun-
try, but simply to reduce this rate of duty from 75 to 50 cents a ton,
and we will compete with the world outside of yon. We will not be
in competition on the finished article with your factories in the West,
but we can develop a trade upon the Atlantic. 'We can take possession
of the trade with the countriessouth of us. Says the great head of this

rm, ““If you give us free ores we will give you free ships;”’ that isto
say, ‘‘we will build ships equal to any that are built on the Clyde at
a cost not to exceed the cost there.”’

Now, there is an opportunity todo that which you have proclaimed
is the policy of your party, to take ion of the transportation in-
terest upon the ocean. We have freely submitted to great taxation
to give you free railroads in the West. All we ask is to put us on an
equality and strike off these shackles. It will not be safe for ns to
take 80 radical a step in any item of the tariff, but we ought to reduce
it fairly, and then we can live and prosper.

Mr. President, everything that this section of the country gets in the
way of articles for consumption is subjected to a tariff tax. On the
other hand, youn gentlemen still insist upon imposing on us this burden
which is destroying us for the advantage of your locality. You have
the advantages which come from the materials all being near together.
You have these great inland seas on which you can move your heavy
articles at the least cost, as cheaply as we can move them upon the
Atlantie Ocean. Surrounding those lakes will be untold millions of
people, and I think there will be the center of trade and population on
this continent. Your future is assured. You are prosperous to-day.
You have in addition to all this an advantage by the use of hundreds
of millions of dollars of Canadian and British money in your transpor-
tation.

In our transportation upon the Atlantic the navigation laws confine
us to American vessels. I wish to say frankly that I would not have
in that trade &nything but an American vessel. On the lakes isa
great fleet of the finest steamers that float upon any waters, and they
are ours. A little higher rate of freight we have had to pay, it is true,
but they are still American. You on the other side insist also on im-
posing those conditions on us when it comes to the development of your
trade, when it comes to getting your product out at a lower rate of
cost, when my friend from Massachusetts wants cheap corn and chea
flour and cheap iron on the one side, and tells us he wants an Ameri-

can vessel to them In ; and when it strikes a Northwestern in-
terest and your New England interest yon receive with open arms all
the vessels that the English and Canadians furnish yon, and you permit
them to come into that coastwise trade and take the flour from Min-
nesota, the iron from Wisconsin, the products of Ohio, the products of
the great mills at Chicago, and carry them through our territory into
Canada and back to Massachusetts and all the New England States.

My friend from New Hampshire said that he believed it was in the
interest of his people to be for free trading vessels that belong to the
British and the Canadians. When it comes to us you confine us to
vessels which are owned in Maine or along the coast. I do not com-
plain of it, but I want an equal rule. I want Delaware, and Mary-
land, and Pennsylvania, and Virginia, and New Jersey, and North and
South Carolina, and all this country only to have the same advantage
which you insist upon having for yourselves.

Mr. President, I know all this is bnt a matter of adjustment, and it
ought to be adjusted fairly, and gart-y lines upon a question of thissort
should never be referred to; and my friends from Massachusetts and
Colorado and Wisconsin ought to be prepared and ready to take upsuch
a question and determine it without regard to their party cancus and
their party demands. You can do it within your lines. Let us treat
it as a fair business proposition. Thisoneitem is of more account than
all the rest of this schedule. With it goes the rest. Let us fashion it
and determine it as the interests of this whole country require.

Only afew words more and I shall have finished what I desire to say
on this matter. I have referred to the fact that my friends from New
England insisted on imposing these conditions which I have attempted
to enumerate, and yet they claim and do enjoy perfect freedom of trade
over the lines of transportation built by the British Government for
military and political purposes in competition with American railroads
and with American industries,

Now, that that great section of the country should want cheap trans-
portation and cheap commodities is natural and not to be complained
of, and that their people onght to have them at the least possible cost
I do not object to, provided youm give to the American interests which
come in competition with them a fair amount of protection or place
them upon an equality. Yoor necessities require it. I would not take
fromi you any one thing, so far asI know, which would retard youor de-
velopment.

I have before me a statement made by Mr. Alden Speare, president
of the chamber of commerce and of various other associations of Bos-
ton, who appeared before the committee of which my distinguished
friend from Illinois [Mr. CurroM] is chairman, the Committee on In-
terstale Commerce, when that committee last summer was trying to
ascertain how far this English or foreign interest had come in to inter-
fere. with our transportation interests, and how, if at all, they were
jeopardizing American interests; to what extent ounr friends in New
England and the West were ntilizing foreign vessels—because a ear is
but a vessel on wheels—freely, without tax, without prohibition, and
in competition with the American vessel which is moved by land. To
my utter amazement I found more free-trade sentiments in Boston
among the New England people than I ever supposed existed in our
common land. I do not overstate it when I say that this gentleman,
an intelligent, capable, upright man of affairs, Mr. Alden Speare—

Mr. DAWES, A very fine gentleman,

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. Speare deemed it to be his duty to facilitate the
movements of the committee of which my honorable friend from Illi-
nois is the chairman, by bringing before us and reqnesting to meet us
all the principal business men who were in the city and State at the
time. To him we are under great obligations, and I am glad publicly
to say so. But I found a concurrence of sentiment among those busi-
ness men of Boston and of New England which to me was a revelation,
that no matter how they differed in politics or in any other affairs in
this world when they came to look after the moneyed interests of their
section they were found in solid column and having but one opinion.

The reason that Mr. Speare assigned for wanting a different rule on
the ocean than on the land, why he wanted only American ships upon
the Atlantic side of Boston, and was ready to admit the Canadian cars
and English cars of transportation in every factory of New England,
was becaunse they counld get all which was necessary for the sustenance
of New England cheaper through the English channel than they conld
throngh the American channel. It isa bad rule that does not work
both ways. They say to us, ‘** Yon must he confined exclusively to
your American interests and American vessels sonth of us, but we in
this section must have Canadian and British enterprise and money and
rates that we may bring from the West our produets.’”’ I read from

go 367 of Report No. 847 of the present session of Congress, made

y the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM]. Mr. Speare said:

New England has 8 per cent. of the population of the Uniled States, and grows
one-fourth of 1 per cent. of the wheat crop and one-half of 1 per cent. of the corn
erop to feed 8 per cent. of the inhabitants of the United States—

Not a very prosperons farming community—
not enough to supply the inhabitants of Rhode Island alone, and we have to
buy mnnalEv of and bring from other sections 530,000 tons of grain, 523,000 tons
of flour, and $50,000,000 worth of meat for our consumption. We w but 4
per cent, of the wool crcer of the country, but consume 50 per cent. of the entire
clip and 55 per cent, of al d in the try. We grow nota pound of
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tton, but
all consumed in this country.

While New England hw?i per cent. of the water-power employed in indus-
trinl work, we also have 15 per cent. of steam-power, and consume 5,250,000 tons
of anthracite and 4,000,000 tons of bituminous coal, and we do not produce a
pound of either, and, of course, buy of and transport from other sections,

The estimated value of American goods consumed in New England in 1835
was $310,000,000.

Mr. HAWLEY. Why does not the author of that reportsay ‘‘ manu-
factured *’ instead of *‘ consumed ?”’

Mr. GORMAN. I am reading from the testimony of Mr. Speare. I
think the Senator from Connecticnt will admit that the grain, flour,
ete., are not all consumed in New England.

Mr. HAWLEY. A great deal of that amount of $310,000,000 is
mannfactared.

Mr. GORMAN, Theinguiry here was whether it was fair to Ameri-
can interests to permit the Canadian roads, built by the Canadian or
British Government as a political or war enterprise, to be used in times
of peace in the mean time for commercial pu A

Mr. DAWES. While the Senator was in New England and was so
amazed at what seemed to be the change of sentiment there, did he
ascertain abont what date that change took its rise?

Mr. GORMAN. About what?

Mr. DAWES. About whatdate this change of sentiment in New
England, which the Senator has so graphically deseribed—as to their
desire to obtain their freights by Canadian transportation—when that
took its rise?

Mr. GORMAN. As nearly as I can ascertain, it took its rise from
the very moment when the astute and long-headed Americans who re-
side in New England discovered that the English Government, for po-
litical and war purposes, were about to construct those roads. They saw
the opportunity to take advantage of them and make money before the
roads were fairly completed.

Mr. DAWES. That does not quite define the date.
aid the Senator.

Mr. GORMAN. 1 should be glad to have the Senator do so.

Mr. DAWES. Two things were coincident. The cause arose when
the Congress of the United States enacted a law which would not permit
New England to make such terms for transportation of her iron ore by
the established lines in our own country as it could make npon esfah-
lished lines outside of our country. In other words, when all the lines
from the West were willing to make equal terms with New England,
New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore—the seacoast all along—in their
tra tion, about that time the United States stepped in and said,

““That shall not be done.”” Then New England found that she could
make better terms ontside of the United States than inside.

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts
knows my great respect and fondness for him. I do not intend that
anything I shall say shall reflect upon any section of the country. I
am stating factsas I get them, whether they affect New England or
the West, or my own particnlar section. This is not an allusion to
sgctions. - The Senator from Massachusetts must not understand me in
this discussion in that sense.

Mr. DAWES, Oh, certainly not.

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator is entirely mistaken. I have had the
honor to serve upon the Committee on Interstate Commerce, from its
creation urtil now, with my distinguished friend from Illinocis [Mr.
CurLoM], even prior to the adoption of the law.

Although I have no personal interest in any railroad and no trans-
portation interest, yet my life, for ten or fifteen years before ocenpying
a seat in this body, was spent in representing a public interest in my
own State, and that led me into close connection and co-operation with
the transportation interests, looking only to the welfare of my State. I
therefore came to that investigation perfectly free and unhiased, and the
first thing thatimpressed itself nponevery member of the committee was
the fact that when, in 1855, the Grand Trunk road was first built and the
bridge constracted across Niagara River, from that moment began the
aggressive strife between neighboring transportation lines.

Goods were permitted to be shipped across into Canada and then
into New England without law, No anthority for it can be found, so
far as I know, upon the sta‘ute-books. But when théyonee got a foot-
hold then the temptation was offered to the people at both ends of the
line, in New England and in the West, and then began to grow this
sentiment at both ends of the line, to add to their force, increase their
facilities.

‘When the committee was appointed of which my friend from Illi-
nois is chairman—and in former days my friend from Texas [ Mr. REA-
GAN], I have no doubt, took nup the question in another place—that
condition of things was found to be existing, with the most active com-
petition by the Canadian roads with the American roads, prior to the
passage of any interstate-commerce law and prior to the amendment
which put on the long and short haul prohibition.

The subject of inguiry for my friend from Illinois and his committee
was whether in view of the active competition between the American
interests on the one hand and the British interests on the other, with
their lines of steamers from Halifax to England, at the rate of $250,-
000 per annum, and a line from Puget Sound to China and Japan also

1ly 23 per cent. of the whole erop and 75 per cent. of

Perhaps I can

subsidized, coming in, as it does, with a branch or spur at any poiné
where they can reach our country; whether it was not a proper thin
to say that while permitting them to enjoy that trade, yet we shoul
put them on an exact equality with the American roads, making the
same conditions apply to the ian roads which we have imposed,
in the interest of both West and East, on our roads, for the purpose of
preventing discrimination against localities and individuals,

I asked Mr. Spearein this very connection, on page 372 of the report,
this guestion—— 1

Mr. DAWES. What was the date of the examination?

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Illinois will probably remem-
ber the date. It was nearly two years ago, asI remember.
1mMr. CULLOM. A little over a year ago; abont the 1st of July of

t year. .

Mr. DAWES. My colleague and myself pointed ont very clearly
when the bill was before the Senate and predicted that it wounld draw
New England into the patronage of foreign transportation, but we were
forced to submit to a rule of law which aggravated the tendency that
it is true did then exist, and which brought to our minds more clearly
than could have been done otherwise the injustice of that long and
short haul clause. 'We have had the benefit of the long and short haul
clause long enough to demonstrate that.

Now, I say—if I do not interrupt the Senator from Maryland too
much—that nobody recognizes more than I do the change of sentiment
in New England in the direction to which the Senator has allunded,
No one who believes, as I do, that the protective principle is capable
of a just adaptation to all the interests of the country, feels more sen-
gibly than I do the inequalities and the injustice of features of this, as
of any other tariff bill, and the difficulty in so adjusting it to all inter-
ests that it shall not come out a compact of antagonisms.

I state here distinctly that I will vote for the Senator’s proposition
to reduce the daty on iron ore to 50 cents provided he will show to me
that that reduetion will not work an injurions competition of foreign
ores with the ores of our own country. If from loeation, if from trans-
portation, or from any other cause, the seaboard wants ores at 50 cents,
or free, and can have that benefit without working a serious injury to
the greatinterests of onr own country, I am with him.

But, however much it may be for the interests of my own constit-
uents to have iron ore free, if it is to work an injury not compensated
by an advantage to my section, I should be false to the principles of
protection, which I have advocated all my life, as capable of adjust-
ment toall industries of this country, if I voted forit. The only thin
I am listening to on the part of the Senator from Maryland—if he
allow me to say so—is to ask him to demonstrate that this can be done
withont any such damage to the product of the mines of this conntry
east of the monntains as will not more than compensate for the advan- -

tage.

Mr. GRAY. I should like, Mr, President, to ask the Senator from
Massachusetts if he would not be willing to put the proposition the -
other way, and say that he would not vote for a duty of 75 centsa ton
on iron ore unless it conld be demonstrated that that duty placed upon
the ore from the mines in the Lake Superior region wonld not work an
injury to the old iron industries on the seacoast, which could notand
would not be compensated for. ;

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, it matters very little which way yon
put it, The thing must be taken as a whole.

Mr. GRAY. The burden of proof is in that direction.

Mr. DAWES, We must adjust it as a whole, and come to such a
conclusion as the best lights we have shall lead us to.

The iron-ore interests west of the mountains have no right to ask such
an adjustment of duties as shall promote their interests regardless of
those east of the mountains, nor are those east of the mountains entitled
to any such exemption as shall work an injury to the iron-ore interests
west of the mountains. The difficulty is in determining where to
draw the line, and I can listen to no man with more interest and with
more instruction than to the Senator from Maryland on that very sub-
ject. I know that I should be glad to vote iree ore and free coal, and

I shall stand ready to vote for free ore and free coal as soon as I see that .

that can be done and not work an injury to the greater interests of this
country which can not be compensated by the advantage that will be
enjoyed by my own section.

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, 1 was going on to speak of the in-
terest in that section and the few reasons which they have given—good
ones, no doubt—about the freest sort of trade by these Canadian lines.
Admit their cars, engines, and all their paraphernalia free of duty, per-
mit them to come and go, and still they are the absolute subjecis of
combinations such as can not be applied to vessels on the water.

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me a suggestion?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maryland
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire?

Mr. GORMAN, Yes, sir. The respect I have for the Senator as a
representative of his section causes me to yield the floor to him with
pleasure, and that is also the reason I have referrad to him so often.

Mr, BLAIR. I appreciate the motive, and can assure the Senator
that it it well founded. [Laughter.]

The Senator seems to think that there is some flaw in the logic of New
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England in advocating the use of American ships in the coast-line
trade, at the same time that she avails herself of the use of the Cana-
dian railroads in the matter of tation—thal there is some in-
consistency or fault in the operation of the New England mind in
doing that.

- I do not know that the Senator recalls the evidence that was faken
before us at Boston and other points, but it he does he will remember
that New England as a community has found herself cut off from the
general advantages of this country by the monopolies which concen-

_ trate their eastern terminus in New York City, Philadelphia, and Bal-

timore, and that in the effort to get communication with the West and
Southwest the New England people have found themselves suhjected
to an increased transportation rate of 25 per cent. in some instances by
the exactions of the monopolistic combinations of American transporta-
tion lines, finding, as I said before, their eastern terminus in New
York, Philadelphia, and Baltimore; and as New England has furnished
a great amount of money that has developed the West and Southwest,
and as she has done something in the way of furnishing the intel-
lectual acumen, which is after all the creator of wealth, they felt that
it was right that they should be allowed to avail themselves of these
established lines—the Grand Truonk and the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way—to place themselves in communication upon equal terms with
other parts ot their own country.

When an effort is made to isolate New England and place her sub-
stantially out of the country, to expel her from the United States, by
imposing this tremendous burden upon her transportation, she has nat-
urally, with her own capital and by those relations whichare common
to all parts of the ecountry, availed herself of this great natural advan-
tage, as it might well be ealled, which has come by the constrnction of
these other lines of communication and which are found fo be just as
important to the other extremity of the conntry with which she com-
municates as to herself.

There isa great difference between an operation which breaks up a
great monopoly in transportation and an operation which concentrates
the ownership of coast-line shipping under our own flag; and I should
think the Senator would see that there is a very substantial difference,
No two ships can form s monopolistic combination. They do not.
The great general distinction between land and water transportation
is that land transportation is capable of combination, but that by water
is not; and although there may be some fault in the entire application
of the system, nevertheless that is the general distinction and it is the
distinction which applies to this case.

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I know that was the theory, but
the fact is just the reverse of it. There isnot a canal, not even except-
ing the Erie, that is free. There isnota line of steamers running from

_ Boston, New York, or Baltimore to Charleston and Galveston, all along

the coast, that does not make combinations stronger than those of the
trunk lines East and West; and, whatis more, we prohibit by law any
pooling or combinations or division of freights; whereas in the coast-
wise trade the lines are absolutely open and free to do precisely as they
please.

* However, I want to say to my friend from New Hampshire—and he
knows it pretty well without my saying it, as probably appears from
what he has said—that I do not bring up the matter here for the pur-
pose of saying anything in derogation of his great section. It is won-
derfully developed. No man can go among those New England people
without being impressed with that fact. But I do say that you have
po right, in justice and fairness, to nse the British money and capital
that have constructed these lines of transportion, in order to compete
with American transportation lines, and yet hold that iron, rigid rule
on us in eve ing.

Mr.’flLAIR. What does the Senator refer to by that *‘iron, rigid
rule?

Mr. GORMAN. I refer to this very article I am now discussing.

Mr. BLAIR. Iron ore?

Mr. GORMAN. Iron ore.

Mr. BLAIR. I made the proposition saubstantially to the Senator
to relieve the iron ore and also to relieve coal of duty, but the Senator
did not seem to be willing to accept it.

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, yes; and I went away beyond it and even of-
fered to take off 2 per cent. while you take off 1 from every manufact-
uring interest in New England. I went away beyond you and would
have been delighted to see the offer accepted.

Mr. BLAIR. Iam afraid the votes of the Senator and his words
do not correspond. His acts and his words ought to nd.

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from New Hampshire and I will never
agree on this matter in the world; I bave no hope of our reaching an
agreament.

But, Mr. President, I disclaim any intention whatever to reflect upon
any one of these sections. That is not my object, I repeat, that what
I say is solely for the purpose of getting at the fact and to ap for
justice to some of the other great sections of this country; in ar-
ranging the details pf this tariff bill within the principles announced
on the other side, as Repablicans they can afford to do it

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me a word?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. DoestheSenator from Maryland yield
to the Senator from Wisconsin?

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly.

Mr. SPOONER. The objectof the Senator seems to be to obtain for
the section which he represents free Bessemer ores, or ores substantially
free, without much regard to the effect it may have on the Bessemer
mines in Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota.

Mr. GORMAN, I have not in fact been talking a very great while
to-day, although I have had possession of the floor a considerable time.
But I am very glad to have the information I have obtained of the
Senators who have interrupted me, beeanse I think this is a matter
where interruptions are necessary. I have, however, been most unfort-
unate in having failed to convey my ideas to my distingnished friend
from Wisconsin. Ihave looked at him and tried toimpress them upon
him as far as I conld. I shounld like him to understand that I am just
as far removed from any attempt to injure the development of that in-
dustry on the lakes as it is possible for any mortal man to be.

Mr. SPOONER. Mpr. President, let me say

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator will allow me to finish this remark,
I desire to say that I would not ask for a reduction of a penny on ore
if I believed that the effect would be to retard your great development
or to destroy any of the great American industries which we regard as
the most important in the whole confines of the Union. But I have
furnished the testimony of practical men; I have given to you the fig-
ures as best Ican, from the great transporfation interests, and the rea-
sons why you can not ship your ores east of the Alleghanies at a profit;
that if you remove the whole duty of 75 cents a ton it would only en-
able you to send your ores 150 miles farther east thau you ean now;
that the point is the backbone of the Alleghanies, where, under the
natural conditions, with the present known means of transportation,
you stop and the other interest begins. ;

If that be trune, why do you embarrass us; why do you retard us;
why do yon prevent us from using what nature has provided to enable
us to build, as this Government says it can, in Baltimore vessels equal
to those that are built on the Clyde, at the same cost, mnn£ by
Americans, built by Americans, run by Americans, to take your grain
from Baltimore to Liverpool and compete with the produets of India;
to enable us to put on these American ships and take the products that
you make in your factories from your own ore and carry them to the
great market which awaits us in South America?

Our proposition is not only to develop our section, but to develop
your interests, and I ask the Senator from Wisconsin why it is that he
will not grant so fair a proposition; I ask him now why he makes the
intimation that a reduction wounld interfere with his interests? 1 panse
for a reply.

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I will say that I havenot been ablo
to learn from the Senator from Maryland that he is possessed of in-
formation sufficiently accurate as to the difference in cost, difference of
conditions, between Bessemer ore free at Baltimore and the condition
on Lake Superior, to enable him or any other man to say what he
says—thatsuch a proposition would not bedetrimental to the interests
{and they are tremendous) of the Bessemer mines on Lake Superior.
The Senator’s talk upon that subject is very general.

I have asked him, sup posing he would be able to give me accurdte
information npon the suhbject, the comparative rate of wagesin the iron
mines of Caba and in the Lake Superior region.

Mr. GORMAN. I gave you the cost free on board.

Mr, SPOONER, TheSenator could notgiveit. I might have asked
him the rate of wages in Spain. Perhaps he conuld bave given that. I
will attempt to give it, Mr. President, before this debate is conelnded,
and also the rate of wages paid to miners in the Bessemer mines of the
Lake Superior region.

And while the Senator from Maryland may be, and doubtless is, sin-
cere in his proposition that to admit Bessemer ores from Cuba free
would not interfere unduly or unjustly with these great industries or
interests on Lake Superior, it is only an opinion upon his part and an
opinion in which he is wrong, and I, for one, would not be willing to
endanger that great interest, one which has just begun in its develop-
ment, on the assumption that this generalization by the Senator from
Maryland will turn out to be true.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland.

Mr. ALDRICH. Has the Senator from Maryland yielded the floor?

Mr, GORMAN. T yielded to the Benator from Wisconsin for a mo-

ment.
Mr. ALDRICH. I wanted tofind out what was the condition of af-
fai

irs.

Mr. GORMAN. I would certainly like to ascertain the object of the
Senator’s inquiry. :

Mr. ALDRICH. I desired to find out, that is all.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognized the Senator
from Maryland as soon as the Senator from Wisconsin had concluded
his remarks, assuming that the Senator from Maryland had only tem-
porarily yielded the floor to the SBenator from Wisconsin.

Mr. GORMAN. I have been surrendering the floor from time to
time all day, and I will surrender it with great pleasare to my friend
from Wisconsin; and I would like to inguire whether any member of
the body can object toit. I was not aware that that was out of the
usual order. Does the Senator from Rhode Island object to my yield-
ing the floor to a Senator who desires to ask a question ?
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Mr, ALDRICH. Not in the slightest degree, but the Senator from
Maryland has held the floor four hours, during which time he has, of
course, given us some very interesting information. I was only de-
girous to assnme the floor for a moment after hé had concluded, u.nd I
desired to ascertain from him whether he still held the floor,

Mr. GORMAN. T shall be glad to give the Senator any information
I can, because we are going on with the consideration of this bill in
this place, and as T have often said it is the only place on earth where
it can be considered. We are trying tolet some daylight upon this bill,
and not only somedaylight, but electric light, in order to see what they
are doing in the coal mines and factories.

And now, in reply to the Senator from Wisconsin, T desire to say that
he insists thut there are no data by which yon can ascertain whether the
reduction of this duty will affect or will not affect the West and South-
west. Of course, I hardly hope to induce that Senator to accept the
conclusion I have arrived at; but I do present the fact again, that
under the present mnd:txon, with the cheap ore which I frankly
stated to him, as I understand it, is $1.80 per ton on board in Caba, with
the English tmmp steamers to bring it at the lowest possible rates,
and with all the conditions as favorable as they can be to deliver it at
Baltimore at the minimum cost, with the 75 cents a ton tax, yet that
ore has not come into competition with any ore from your section.

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does theSenator from Maryland yield
to the Senator from Wisconsin ?

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly,

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator’s mental horizon on thissaubject seems
to be bounded by Maryland, or at least by the Allﬁhany Mountains.
The Senator will not forget, I trust, that it is alleged, and is probably
true, that across the Northern lakes within the boundaries of Canada
are great deposits of Bessemer ore similar in character to those which
within the last few years have been discovered in Northern Michigan,
Northern Wisconsin, and Minnesota.

The discoveries in those States are recent enough. Is the Senator
in favor of the free introduoction of Canadian Bessemer ore, after such
a proposition as that shall have been adopted for the benefit of the
owners of the capital for the development of the Canadian mines and
for exploration and all that, to compete at Oleveland, Chicago, and
everywhere in the West with American Bessemer ores?

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I said at the opening of my state-
ment that I am not in favoer of any radical change in the main sched-
ules of this tariff, and I wounld not ask for a radieal change npon this
article, because there are certain conditions, certain possibilities in the
country north of us, both in coal and iron, that if they wereplaced on
the free-list they might jeopardize your interests; and therefore I con-
tend that prudence, fair business prudence, would require that we
should make no radical change.

But I will say to the SBenator from Wisconsin that if it should prove
to be true that that same deposit of ore extends over on the Canadian
side, 50 cents a ton would be ample protection for you, would more
than make up the difference in the cost of labor. You have no right
to ask more.

8till, I come back to the Senator with my other proposition, that
with all your great deposiis there you can not deliver the ore, under
any known system of transportation, east of the Alleghaniesso that we
can use it at all. Hence your position is, if my statement be correct,
that you absolutely want to drive us ount of the business; and as we are
on tide-water and want to construct steel ships, we can only do it by
getting the ore that nature has provided.

Tioes the Senator from Wisconsin desire to carry his protection to his
own section of the country—I do not speak of his section in any other
sense than I have explained—to the extent that he wants to forbid us
on the eastern coast from building ships of war and vessels of commeree
at a fair rate? Why, Mr. President, not a single fact has been ted
by the other side to show that this wonld interfere in the slightest de-
gree with the interest in this country to which we have referred.

The Senator objects to free trade with Canada, and yet, as I was
proceeding to show when he asked me the question, your people, the
owners of these very mines, do not hesitate to use the Canadian Ii
of transportation. Like New England, yon take advantage ot‘t.hecheap-
est method of transportation that it is possible for you to have, and then
complain of us simply because we want to get cheaper ores from Spain
and from Cuba,

Mr, Speare, in his statement before the committee to which I have
referred, was asked a question in regard to the use of Canadian lines
for transporting withont having them under the interstate-commerce
law (see page 372 of Report 847, present session):

Do I understand ?'ou to assert l.he principle that you would disregard Ameri-
can transportation interestsif you could get your transportation by a foreign en-
terprise for less money?

I asked that question of him; and what was the answer?

Mr. BeEARE. | am not p; r?md to say, sir, ﬁn.l if there were an existing line
through Canada that would carry my doud.l E’: than the American roads
{hin.: would permit mysslf to be tax send goods over an American

" He wonld send his goods over the foreign line.
n?[e.nm Goruax, Would you apply that principle to water carriage as wellas

Mr. SPEARE. Yes, sir; il the conditions were equal.
tor Gomuax. Would you apply the same rule to our coastwise trade ?

Mr, SprAnRE. No, sir.

Senator GorMAX. Where is the distinction between the water carriers along
the Atlantic const and the railroad carriers across the continent?

Mr. SPEARE. It is too long and too broad a question for me to go into at this
time, but I am clear that the coastwise trade is very important to the American
people, and thaf we should not give that trade to any fore! countiry or cor-

ration ; but the reasons are of such a broad character that I do not care to go

nto the queation at present. =

Of course not. It was too long and too broad a subject to discuss, so
long as they have the exclusive right on the ocean and they are enjoy-
ing the unse of foreign transportation on land.

Now, I say that, while there are strong reasons, probably as strong
as stated by “the Senator from New Hampshire [M r. BLAIR], agninst
monopolies in transportation hues on land, there was a discrimination,
because the distance is greater to Doston from Chicago, which is the
beginning point for the Eastern and Western trade.

Mr. BLAIR. The distance is scarcely any greater from Chicago to
Boston than from Chieago to New York.

Mr. GORMAN. By the Canadian lines; but by the American lines
it is greater; and they put on an additional tariff rate for the two or
three hundred extra miles,

You handle cheaper products and have the advantage of British cap-

ital and British enterprise, and you have asked the American roads to .

give you a lower rate. That is a matter that all men would be en-
gaged in and would do where they had the opportunity. I do mot
complain of it. Buf I turn to you now and say that while you are
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using British capital, British money, and British vessels and cars, you _

should give us an opportunity to make rails by handling the ore under
a redoced taxation, so as to compete with the free rails, the British
rails you use, on the British roads between New England and Western
points. The discrimination now is too great against us. We appeal
to you to remove it.

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator really mean that a reduection of 26
cents per ton on ore wonld make any difference to Baltimore? Would
she feel the difference of 25 cents a ton, or even 75 cents? Would it
be perceptible probably in the great competition as between differend
sections of the conntry? And, if so, why not give us {ree coal ?

Mr. GORMAN. With reference to one company in Baltimore, that
75 cents a ton on iron ore, which they must pay and which does not
come in competition with any American ore, is 35 per cent. on their
capital. It takes off one-third. We can make your spindies for your
factories in New England cheaper, and we make them nearly all now.

Mr. BLATR. And with some of the ore, which wounld reach New
England as cheaply as it does Baltimore, we can make our own spindles.

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. President, free trade in all these articles is out
of the gquestion.

Mr. BLAIR. Baf I submit that that is no reply. The Senator must
stand by the one thing or the other. If he makes the peint, he must
stand upon his ground.

Mr. GORMAN. Istand, Mr. President, where I have always stood,
on the ground that adjusting the tariff is purely a business matter;
that it ought to be done with a view to revenue for a govemment
economically and honestly administered; that in adjusting it it shall
be arranged on fair business principles, with no disposition to strike at
any one section or another, but to give enongh protection to every in-
terest in the land. That is all T desire.

When the Senator from New Hampshire comes to me and tnllx me
“I do not want the privilege of using Englich roads laid with English

rails made by pauper labor in England, and cars constructed by the -

Canadians at less cost than would be paid in America, for the purpose
of getting transportation cheaper by that means, by using this foreign
material and foreign labor,” and then when you come to adjust the
rest of the tariff with that advantage to the only section bordering on
the lakes that has that benefit, do not twit us with being free-traders
and in favor of the pauper labor of Spain and Cuba, but come to us
and give usa fair opportunity to live. We know that yon have a coun-
try that is good, and that yon must be engaged in manufactures in
order to prosper and build you up. We will give you all the advan-
tages you need.

Mr, BLAIR. Free coal?

Mr. GORMAN. *‘Free coal,” says the Senator. Yes, we will give
you anything you wish that is right and in reason. But the Senator
from New Hampshire knows that he can not stand upon that logie.
Your people must have the raw material. The sentiment in favor of
it is growing day by day. You can not live unless you have cheaper
transportation than yon have now. You can not keep your manufac-
tories up unless you have cheaper raw material. Everything tendsin
that direction. In getting that we only ask you to be fair. We will
give you 150 per cent. on some of your wares, but do not tax us 40 or
50 per cent. on the coarser articles. Let us have them at a moderate
rate. Do justice. That is all we ask.

It will not do for our friends in that section of our common country
to be constantly throwing up to thisside of the Chamber, ‘‘ You are for
free trade.”” 1t is not so, Mr. President. We are for fair trade and
a fair adjustment of these enterprises. We want the tariff adjusted as
& business man wonld adjust it. You may enjoy it for the time be-
ing, and jeopardize the interests of all American trunk-line roads in

L]
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doing it, by this freedom of trade on the English roads. TUnless relief
is given, unless we permit our American roads to adjust their affairs by
some other method than that now provided by law, I am afraid that
the Canadian lines will so demoralize our interests that you will have
a greater panie than you will from the increase in the tariff according
to these various scheduales,

There is searcely a factory owner in the State represented by my
friend from Rhode Island, who talks constantly and only in considera-
tion of the protection of American interests, who has not encouraged
and does not have to encourage these Canadian roads built by the Brit-
ish Government and with British money, to run a switch into ‘his
factory to have the products of the mills taken through Canada to
Puget Sound and thence npon subsidized English steamers to China
and Japan. All your business is transacted through the English who
are in those countries, All that trade from New England passes over
these lines free from taxes. The road is free; their engines and cars
are made, as you are constantly telling us, by pauper labor.

How are we to compete with them? We have several main lines of
railroad running to the commercial metropolis of my State through
manufacturing centers. The first road to be conceived in the country
was made practically by taxing the people of Maryland, for without
the aid of that State it never could have been built. Its corner-stone
was laid by Charles Carroll of Carrollton, one of the signers of the
Declaration of Independence. It has struggled and grown, until to-
day it is the artery for the productsof ten ortwelve of the great States
of the West to be transported to Maryland. It is the one channel by
which the people of those ten or twelve States have had cheap trans-
portation to the seaboard, and thence to all the places of the world.

By the improvement of our harbor and by our own thrift and enter-
prise in Baltimore, together with the enterprise of this road ran for

thirty years upon purely business principles, more has been done to de-
crense the cost of transportation and to enbance the value of your
Western property than by any other means, save probably the Pennsyl-
vania am? the great New York Central railroads. How has it bettered
your condition? Beecause it has decreased the cost of your transporta-
uton. It has been a benefit to all the western section of the conntry,
and indeed to the commerce of the whole country.

The agriculture of the State of Maryland has been destroyed. All of
our business that produced a tair return has been wiped out. Wehave
had to ¢ our whole relations. Now comes vhis bill, filled with
poison certain death to our enterprise, taxes us out of existence
almost. We are losing by the million in the factories that have sprung
up throughout the borders of this section of the country—I mean in
Delaware, New Jersey, Maryland, Virginia, North Carolina, and South
Carolina.  All their conditions have changed. Poverty for our people
is greater in certain sections of my State to-day than it wasat the close
of the war in 1865, because these unequal laws have deprived them of
the opportunity of making a living.

With these factories there, their smoke-stacks appearing, their out-
put would be the greatest in the world if yon would only give us the
advantages of perfect certainty, for we can buaild ships with my friend
from Maine within 10 or 12 per cent. of the cost of ship-building on
the Clyde. Give us this article at a lower rate of dunty, that does not
interfere with any deposit in the country, and we will furnish yon the
finest ships that float over the Atlantic as cheaply as any English firm
can build them.

You in the West can afford fo give us this small consideration. The
cheaper the ships the better we shall be able to take your products
hence. Giveus this opportunity, and the desire of the great Secretary
of State of your party, urging intercourse with South America some-
what in the same line, can be made certain by the introduction of these
ships that we shall build npon the Atlantic. Open the door.

g;e have told you, and told you truthfully, that within the con-
fines of your bill there is not a single item, there is not a line, there
is not a proposition which will open the trade of this country for the
agriculturist. There is nothing there that enables us to take our prod-
uets to other people and bring back better returns to the farmers of
the West and to the manufacturersof the East. Why not giveittous?

Mr. FRYE. DMr. President, the Secretary of State——

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maryland
ield ?
4 Mr. GORMAN, Certainly.

Mr. FRYE. The Secretary of State has been quoted several times
in the Senate as asserting that the McKinley bill did not in any of its
features open up markets. The Secretary of State was dealing in that
letter which has been referred to entirely with foreign and not+home
markets. It must be elear to any Senator who has read the letter that
he intended to assert, and expected to have been understood, that in
the McKinley bill there was nothing to open ug‘ foreign markets.

I do not understand that in a protective tariff’ there is a special pur-
pose to open up foreign markets, It is the purpose of a protective tariff
to create a home market, which is worth infinitely more than any for-
eign market. This undoubtedly was the nnderstanding of the Secre-
tary of State—not any purpose to reflect upon the MecKinley bill at
all except so far as this, that there was nothing in it intended to
up foreign markets, and he desived that something shonld be put in it

in the way of reciprocity by which foreign markets might be opened
up.

Mr, BUTLER. Then, do I understand that the Secretary of State is
in favor of open.i,ll:‘ﬁ uge‘;forx:ign markets to the American manufacturer?

Mr. FRYE. e tary of State is undoubtedly in favor of some
reciprocal relations with the republics to the south of us by which the
markets of the United States may be extended into those conntries.

Mr. BUTLER. Then, inshort, he is in favor of opening np a foreign
market to the American manufacturers ?

Mr. FRYE. He is in favor of resorting to some method by which
the high dnties of the South American Republics on products of the
United States may be reduced or removed, and thus enable us to send
our goods into those markets,

Mr. BUTLER. Then he is in favor of opening a foreign market to
the American manufacturer, as I understand ?

Mr. FRYE. Heisin favor of opening foreign markets to the American
producer, principally of provisions and breadstuffs, as his letter reads.

Mr. BUTLER. Not of manufactures?

Mr. FRYE. He says nothing about manufactures. It is well un-
derstood that the South American Republics can not afford to open their
markets to all of our manufactured goods, because they depend, differ-
ently from some other countries, entirely npon their import and export
daties for the money with which to run their governments.

BIr.? GRAY. Will the Senator from Maine yield to me for a mo-
ment

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine yield ?

Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir.

Mr. GRAY, Allowme tosay thatitseems to me, withall duerespect
to the Senator from Maine, a remarkable meaning that he has put upon
the letter of the Secretary of State, and I want to call his attention to
what the Secretary of State actually did say, the language that he
actnally used, and then to ask him whether it was not the view of the
Secretary of Btate that a tariff bill might be so framed as to give the
advantages of a foreign market to our agricultural produets, or at least
be so framed as not to preclude and shut out from foreign markets the
prodacts of agriculture. Thatsomewhat celebrated letter to which the
Senator from Maine has referred is dated July 11, 1890, from Bar Har-
bor. Inithesays:

The charge against the protective poliey which has injured il most is that its
benefits go wholly to the manufacturer and the capitalist and not atall to the
iarmer. Yonu nm{l well know that this is not true, gut still it is the most plausi-
ble, and therefore the most hartful, argument made by the free-trader. Here is
an opportunity where the farmer may be benefited—primarily, undeniably,
r{ahlymuaﬁtad. Here is an opportunl{ for a Republican Congress to openths
markets of forty millions of .geo le to the products of American farms, Shall
we seize the opportunity or shall we throw it away?

I do not doubt that in many ects the tariffl bil pcndirr‘lr in the Senate is a
just measure, and that most of ils provisions are in accordanee with the wisa
policy of protection. But there is not a section or a line in the entire bill thak
will open the market for another bushel of wheat or another barrel of pork.

Mr. FRYE. ggen up what market?

Mr. GRAY. e foreign market.

Now, in view of this terse, epigrammatie, and remarkable statement
I have just read, taken with the context, I ask the Senator from Maine,
or any one who has attentively considered the subject of which he is
treating in the letter, whether the distingnished Secretary of State iz
not putting himself in an attitude of criticism of this so-called MeKin-
ley bill, on the ground that it does not open, as he contends it shonld
open, a foreign market fo the agricultural products of our country ? .

He does not surely mean only to indulge in a verbal trick, to be in-
terpreted this way to-day and that way to-morrow. He does not mean
merely to utter what the Senator from Maine considers a truism (in
which I agree with him), that a protective tariff bill was never in-
tended to open up foreign markets to American products. Bt evi-
dently, palpably, upon the face of the letter which he wrote, he in-
tended to criticise the bill because it did not contain that which he, as
an avowed protectionist, contended it should contain.

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the bill for the first time has an item
making sugar free. Some of the SBouth American Republies produce
sugar and send it to this country. Some of the Spanish-American
States produce and send it to this country. The distingunished
Secretary of State, in my jundgment, simply intended to say, *' If yon
pro to put sugar on the free-list, why do you not avail yourselves
of this opportunity to make it free and at the same time have a pro-
vision that shall open np the markets of those South American conn-
tries to our farm products?’’ No further eriticism was intended by
Rim of the bill, and that is a eriticism which I would have made my-
self at any time—n criticism which I did make when coffee was put
upon the free-list; and my recollection is that I voted against putting
it on the free-list, on the ground that it was opportunity afforded us to
get a guid pro quo, in addition to making it free to our own people. I
seeno criticism of the McKinley bill beyond that, and in that criticism
I confess I sympathize strongly myself.

Mr. GRAY. Now, Mr. President, with the indulgence of the Sena-
tor from Maryland, it seems to me that the Senator from Maine only
admits what I havestated, that in theletter the distingnished Secretary
of Btate makes a most destructive criticism uﬁn the McKinley bill,
upon this concrete measure of fariff taxation which we have before us.
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He was not “discussing the general policy of protection, the general
theory of free trade, or commercial restriction. He was dealing with
ibat concrete example of tariff taxation that was before us and is be-
fore us to-day to be commented upon; and it is with reference to this
bill that he says that there is not a line or syllable in it that opens a
market for a single barrel of flour or a single bushel of grain raised by
the American farmer.

It is a criticism of this scheme of taxation, raising the duties upon
the necessaries of life of the mass of Americans, and notably of the ag-
riculturist himself. There is a provision to make free the largest rev-
enue-producing commodity thatcomesinto the conntry, thereby making
it necessary to maintain high rates of taxation on the necessaries of life.
It is in eriticism of that general scheme which the distinguished Seec-
retary of State made the assertion, unless the English language fails
of expression. Let me read fnrther:

Our foreign market for breadstuffs grows narrower. Great Britain is exert-
ing every nerve-to seeure ker bread supplies from India, and the rapid expan-
slon of the wheat area in Russia gives us a powerful competitor in the markets
of Europe. It mes us, therefore, to use every opportunity for the exten-
sion of our market on both of the American continents. With nearly $§100,000,-
000 worth of sugar seekinﬁ our market every yvear we shall prove ourselves
most unskilled legislators if we do not secure a large field for the sale and con-
sumption of our breadstuffs and provisions.

That thing he says the McKinley bill does not do,but, on the con-
trary, exelades those products of the American farmer from the foreign

markets.

Mr. FRYE, T beg the Senator’'s pardon. He does not say that and
that is not a legitimate conclusion from what he does say.

Mr. GRAY. I supposed thatany one could see that I was making a
comment upon the text of the distingnished Secretary of State. That
was my own comment. I did not professto be reading from the letter.
Ifthe Senator from Maine had been looking toward me he would have
seen that my eyes were not directed toward the paper I bad in my
hand. Now I read from it:

The late conference of American republics proved the existence of & common
desire for closer relations.  Our Congress should take up the work where the
International Conference lefl it. Our field of commercial development and
progress lies south of us.

Mr. President, the Senator from Maine has said that it is not part
and parcel of the policy of protection to open up foreign markets, and
in that statement and in the trath of it I agree. It never has been
the policy of the protective system to hroaden the field for the sale of
the products of American industry, and especially of our American
farms. The ery of the protectionists has been: *‘This is our market,
and we want no other. We will corral the great mass of consumers
here so that they can not buy the necessaries of life outside the Iines
that we choose to prescribe, It is onr market.”” There is the possess-
ive pronoun *‘our,”’ sodear to the comparatively small class of people
engaged in the protected manufactures.

The other side of tNat market, the buying side of that market, which
these protected munufacturers say is ‘‘ours,”’ is without protection.
Those composing it are used for tribnte-bearers to the specially favored
classes. *‘Our market,’’ says the protectionist with an arrogance and
effrontery that wonld be amusing if it were not so serious in the fact
that i6 is sometimes produced as an argument to the American people,
as if, to use a homely illustration, the market gardeners of this city
who sell their produce here shonld say to the householders of Wash-
ington, ‘*This population ot 230,000 people in the District is our mar-
ket, and nobody south of the Potomac shall share in it;’’ or, to use
another favorite phrase, ** We will notsurrender our market tothe com-
petition of the Virginia or Maryland or Delaware truck-grower; we will
confine it to onrselves.

That is the one-sided illustration which aptly portrays what is meant
by this phrase *‘our market.”” These one or two million, to use the
largest figures that can be justly used, including capitalists and work-
men and all, turn around tosixty-five million people andsay, ‘‘ Yonare
ours, and to us youn shall pay tribute, and the markets of the world
where all other civilized people trade to their advantage must be closed
to you because it is for our profi¢ to shut you out.”

Now, it is in a single direction that the distingunished Secretary of
State has seen the fallacy or the injustice, the oppression and the
tyranny of all this, and he says we must burst these bonds, and we
must give an outlet to the products of the American farmer; but this
MeKinley bill—I am not quoting his words, but in substance—this
MecKiunley hill will go before the people branded as a measure passed
in the interest of only a few, disregarding those mighty and universal
interests which extend all over this conntry and relate to the products
of the American farm and the industry of the American farmer.

Mr. FRYE. I wish to say just one word.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair).
the Senator from Maryland yield to the Senator from Maine ?

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly.

Mr. FRYE. Bat the criticism of the bill extends only to an item,
:relé:'{.:h is placing sugar on the free-list. It has nothing to dowith pro-

01,

Mr. McCPHERSON, Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maryland
yield to the Senator from New Jersey ?

Does

~-mitted to be forwarded between Atlantic an

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. .

Mr, McPHERSON. The Senator from Maine [ Mr, FRYE] says that .
the criticism of the Secretary of State, in the letter spoken of, to the
McKinley bill had reference only to sugar. It had reference to South
American produets, and impliedly it had reference as well to any pol-
icy that wonld tend to deprive us of new markets within our reach,
and a fair inference as well from his letter was an argument against a
policy that would deprive us of markets elsewhere for agricultural
products which we now enjoy. If we purchase $28,000,000 worth of
tin-plate from England we pay for it in wheat. If you make it here
1,000,000 bushels of wheat only will be the newemarket to suppl
labor employed in making it. So therefore you have a new mar
for 1,000,000 and a lost market for 28,000,000.

AMr. GORMAN. Mr. President—

TRANSSHIPMENT OF GOODS THROUGH CANADA.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before the Senator from Maryland .
proceeds the Chair desires to lay before the Senate a communication
from the Secretary of the Treasury in response to a resolution regard-
ing Canadian transportation in bond.

Mr. CULLOM, I hope that the communication will be read to the
Senate, so that we may know what is in it, before it is printed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The communication will be read.

The Secretary proceeded to read the communication and was inter-

rupted by

Mr. ALDRICH. As this is a long communication I snggest that it
be printed in the RECorD without being read. v

Mr. CULLOM. Ihave noobjection to thatif it goes into the RECORD
so that we may see it in the morning. I think itis not very long, how-
ever.

Mt:ir. ALDRICH. T object to thereading of it simply because if takes
up time.

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not know but that the rule would require
the reading. If we demand the Secretary of the Treasury to make a
report to us, when the report is made it is certainly courtesy to him at
least to have it read.

Mr. ALDRICH. It1s notin order at this time. Whatever may be
the question in regard to the rule, it is notin order to lay the commu-
nication before the Senate now.

Mr. HARRIS. T beg to suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island
that when a communiecation from the President or the head of an Exe-
cutive Department is sent to the Senate, it is in order at every moment
that the Senate is in session to lay it before the Senate, except when
the Senate is dividing or pending a motion to adjourn; and the uni-
form practice of the bedy has been from the organization of the Gov-
ernment down to-day, with one single exception, three or four days
ago, that such communications have been read.

Mr. CULLOM. Tt will not take three minutes to read it.

Mr. HARRIS. It is not only respectful to the Department that
sends it to read it, but in order that the Senate may know to what com-
mittee it should be referred it must be informed as to the contents of
the communiecation, and I beg that the Senator from Rhode Island will
withdraw his ohjection and let the uniform habit and custom of the
Senate prevail.

Mr. ALDRICH. I withdraw the objection simply to save the time
of the Senate.

Mr. CULLOM. It will take bnt two or three minntes to read the
communication. It can be easil

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The objection being withdrawn, the
Secretary will proceed with the reading.

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the communi-
cation; which is as follows:

TrREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
Washington, D. 0., August 5, 1890,
Bir: I have the honor to acknowledge the r of S8enate resolution, dated
the 16th ultimo, wherein I am directed to inform the Senate whether merchan-
dise in bond, appraised or unappraised, and s of domestic or&a’ln,m per-
Pacific ports of the United States

over the Canadian Pacific Rallway, and whether said merchandise on arrival
at Vancouver, British Columbia, isthere transshipped to vessels or cars, as the
case may be and whether or not such transportation and transshipment on
foreign territory is consistent with the safety of the revenue and the laws gov-
erning the coasting trade of the United States.

Also, to report whether merchandise other than the products of contiguous
countries is permitted to enter the United States under consular seal a
ceed to destination without entry or examination at the port of first arrivurm

Also, whether I have official knowledge that the Grand Trunk Railway has
willfully or otherwise violated any of the revenue or coasting laws of the United
States in carrying merchandise in bond between places in the United States.

Also, whether the entering into the United States under consular seal; and for-
warding to destination without entry or examination at the port of first arrival,
of merchandise other than the Froducts of contiguous countries is being done;
and if so, whether it is permissible under our revenue laws.

Also, whether I have official knowledge of any complaints by any American
producer, shipper, or consumer inst the tra ion in bond of any mer-
ellundise as hereinbefore set forth, and if so, that [ report the same to the Sen-
ate.

I have also received copy of a resolution of the Senale of the same date,
in which I am instruected to report to the Senate whether, in my judgment,
loading, bonding, sealing, and manifesting cars or vehicles in Canadian
tory for transit ugh Canadian territory in bond to American ports can ba
done with safety to the revenue and with a proper regard to American interests,
capital, and labor, and with the proper enforcement of the interstate-commerce
law, upon all transportations alike, whether partly in transit through foreign
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territory or wholly within the United States, and where and to what extent
such loading, bcnmmunt.nnd manifesting ears or vehicles in Canada is
nder w!

done and u w, or statute, or treaty.
In reply I bave to say that merchandise in bond, appraised and unappraised,
and guod’; of domestic origin are forwarded between the Atlantle Pacifie

of the United States o‘ve;i;m Cnn;‘diafn l:adﬂc Ilaﬂwna:nd?r bonds of
common carriers, w! provide for the transportation o

dise to destination by connecting lines of railway and vessels. On arrival of
such handise at V ver, British Columbis, tr hi t is made
under the supervision of an officer of the United States stationed at that point,
who eertifles the facts upon the manifests and seals the cars or compartments
of vessals into which the goods are placed. The authority under which traus-
portation of this character is permitted is found in section 3006, Revised Statutes,
which provides as follows:

“ Imported merchalidise in bond or duty paid, and products or manufactures
of the United States, may, with the consent of the proper authorities of the
British ;rnvinm or Republic of Mexico, be transported from one port inihe
United States to another port therein, over the territory of such provinces or Re-
Rubl-io. by such routes and under sueh rules, regulations, and conditions asthe
B8 tary of the T y may prescribe; and the merchandise so transported
shall, upon arrival in the United States from such provinces or Republie, be
treated, in regard to the liability to or exempltion from duty or tax,as if the
transportation had taken place entirely within the limits of the United States,"

As under the regulations of this Department only Ameriean vessels are al-
lowed to be ployed in tr portation of the charncter referred to, I am of
opinion that the laws governing the coasting trade of the United States are not
violated thereby, and the chief danger to the interests of the revenue to be nt
prehended by reason of such trans?mn.ﬁon isthe opportunity afforded forsu
stitution of packages on foreign soil st some point on the long route traversed.

Section 3102, Reviseid Statutes, which is included in the pler relating to
commerce with contiguous countries, s as follows:

“To avold the inspection at the first port of arrival the owner, agent, master,
or condunctor of any such vessel, car, or other vehicle, or owner, agent, or other
person having charge of any such merchandise, W' elfects, or other arti-
cles may apply to any offieer of the United States duly authorized to act in the

mises to seal or close the same, nnder and ding to the regulati here-
r authorized, previous to their importation into the United States; which
officer shall seal or close the same accordingly; whereupon the same may pro-
ceed to their port of destination without further inspection. Every such vessel,
car, or other vehicle shall proceed, without znn delay, to the port of its
destination, as named in the manifest of ils eargo, rmﬂm. or contents, and be
there inspected. Nothingcontained in thissection shall be construed to exem
such vessel, car, or vehicle or its contents from such examination as may be
“nmryu - and proper to prevent frauds upon ihe revenue and violations of this
e,

This section is in substance section 2 of the act of June 27, 1864, and has been
held to conter authority on consular officers of the United States, stationed in
contiguous countries, to seal cars containing merchandise of such contiguous
countries to be imﬁmed into the United States, and to allow sach cars, if on
arrival at the frontier ports ofentry the consularseals were found to be intact, to

to destination without entry and examination of their tent

I nm.informed that since the completion of the Canadian Pacifie Railway,

arriving at Yancouver, British Columbia, from Asiatic ports destined to
the United Siates, have been placed in the ears of that company, which were
then sealed by the United States consul at that port snd forwarded to their
destination in the United States. ¥

1 find that this p ice has been acqui d in by this Department in so far
that the customs officials at the frontier ports of arrival have respected the con-
sular seals and allowed the ears to go forward without entry and examination
of their contents if the seals were found intact.

1 am of the opinion that it was the intent of the law to confine the privilege
of the consular seal Lo ears eontaining merchandise of the contiguous country
and that such privilege does not extend to cars containing imported merchan-
dise landed in the contiguous country for transit through it to the United

Btates, e

In this view of the law it is in contemplation to restrict the privilege to cars
containing merchandise of the contiguous country.

I have no official knowledge that the Grand Trunk Railway Company has
willfully or otherwise violated the revenue or coasting laws of the United States
in ng merchandise between places in the United States, nor of com-

transporti s
- plaints made by any American producer, shipper, or consumer against the trans-

portation in bond of such merchandise. 1 have, however, recently received a
eommunication from gentlemen employed as counsel, concerning a practice
which appears to have oblained in the customs collection district of Huron. in
the State of Michigan,in the matter of allowing cars to be loaded, sealed, and
manifested at Port Sarnia, Ontario. 1am advised that by reason of the fact that
suitable facilities were not available at Port Huron, Mich., for transacting the
m‘porw.mu business of the Grand Tronk Railway Company, which a
terminusat Port Sarnia, Ontario, authority was given some yearsago for loading,
sealing, and manifesting the cars at Port Barnia, customs officials of the United

Ea:e'lj’iwlng mignad to the supervion of the business,
Authority for the practice appears to be given by the regulations of March 30,

1475, governing the transportation of merchandise to and from and thro
the ﬁ-nhh Possessio

ns in North America under the lJaws and treaty of Wash-
inglon as existing at that time. Whether the abrogation of certain articles of
the treaty requires a change in the regulations is a subject which is now receiv-
jng the attention of the Department. I am not pre?amd. to state that tha prac-
tice referred Lo operates to prevent the prop t of the i 1
commeroce law, or that the safety of the revenue is jeopardized thereby.
Respect{ully yours,
WILLIAM WINDOM, Secrelary,
Hon. Levi P. MorTox,
President Uniled States Senale.
Mr. CULLOM. Imove thatthe communication beprinted asa docu-
ment and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

The motion was agreed to.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MOPHERSON,
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (8. 3555) to in-
crease the compensation of the assistants to the attorney of the United
States for the Distriet of Colnmbia, and to amend section 907 of the Re-~
vised Statutes relating to said District.

The message also announced that, in compliance with the request of
the Senate, the House had refurned the bill (8. 2390) to increase the
pension of Evelyn W. Miles.

The message {urther announced that the House had agreed to the re-

of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two
on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 308) to limit the

eflect of the regulations of commerce between the several States and
with foreign countries in certain cases.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, itis necessary for me to be absent from
the Senate for an indefinite time, and I ask leave.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi asks
leave of absence for an indefinite period. If there is no objection, the
leave will be considered as granted.

IMPORTED LIQUORS—STATE LAWS.

Mr. WILSON, of Jowa. I desire that the messare from the House
in respect of Senate bill 398 be laid before the Senate.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore 1aid before the Senate the action of the
House of Representatives concurring in the report of the committee of
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amend-
ment of the House to the bill (S, 398) to limit the effect of the regula-
tions of commerce between the several States and with foreign coun-
tries in certain cases.

Mr. CULLOM. That passes the bill.

Mr. WILSON, of Jowa. I desire simply to present the reportof the
conferees of the Senate that it may be placed upon the files of the Sen-
ate. It requires no action.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that the
House of Representatives recedes from its amendment.

Mr. WILSON, of Jowa. The House recedes from its amendment.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be filed and entered
of record, and no er action is necessary.

THE REVENUE DILL.

The Senate, a¥in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration
of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on
imports, and for other purposes.

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I suppose I ought to apologize to
to my friends from Maine for referring to the correspondence of the dis-
tinguished Secretary of State, butas the only means he had of communi-
eating his views to Congress was through his Senators, they were pub-
lished for the purpose of having a bearing upon this very qnestion that
is now under consideration; and I thought it proper to refer to them,
and I am very glad we have had some discussion upon his statements.
I take it for granted that there will be a great deal more heard of
them as we progress with this bill and reach the special item of sngar,
to which he refers. I concur, however, with my friends from Del-
aware and New Jersey that his communication is an attack upon the
entire theory upon which this bill has been constructed. But thatwe
shall take up hereafter.

I come back to the amendment which I shall propose, but which is
not now in order. .

Mr. GIBSON. Will the Senator from Marylfud permit me to make
a suggestion in reply to the Senator fromn Maine?

Mr. GORMAN. With pleasure.

Mr. GIBSON. The Senator from Maine said that Mr. Blaine’s letter,
which was communicated to the Senate by the President of the United
Btates, referred only to sugar. By reference to that letter it will be
observed that it referred to the products of South American states.
Mr, Blaine says:

To escape the delay and uncertainty of treaties it hns been su, that n
practicable and prompt mode of testing the question was to submit an amend-
ment to the pending tariff bill, authorizin, & President to declare the ports
of the United States free Lo all the produets of any nation of the American
hemisphere upon which no export duties are imposed, whenever and so lon
as such nation shall admit to its ports free of ail national, provincial (state),
municipal, and taxes, our flour, corn, meal, and ol.her‘brmdnuﬂ'n. ote.

He, at the ontset of this letter, gives the history of the International
American Conference. '

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from Louisiana whether that
general description does not include Canada ?

Mr. GIBSON. No, I think not. It says ‘‘American,”

Mr. BUTLER. It says‘’the Americ:in hemisphere.’

Mr. GIBSON. It speaks ‘‘of any nation of the American hemi-
gphere.” I take it that in the proper sense of international law the
Deminion of Canada is not a nation.

Mr. BUTLER. The word “‘nation’’ csesped me,

Mr. GIBSON. I take it that Caba and Porto Rico are not nations
in the proper sense, but that these seveuteen republies lying around
the Caribbean Sea, and constituting the states of Sonth America, are
distinet and independent nations, and that this letter of Mr. Blaine
applies to the product of those states as independent states, which was
proposed in the original resolution extending an invitation to those
states, approved May 24, 1888, which Mr. Blaine refers to us, naming
as one of the topics to be considered, ** Measures toward the formation
of an American customs union, under which the trade of the American
nations shall so far as possible and profitable be promoted.*’

The com of the con fe to which this topic was referred interpreted
the term * customs union’ to mean an intion or agr t I the
several American nations for a free interchange of domestie products, a com-
mon and uniform system of tarifl laws, and an equitable division of the cus-
toms dues collected under them.
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Bach a proposition—

Says the Secretary in his letter on this subject which was sent to us
by the President— .
was at once pronounced impracticable. Its adoption would require a com-
plete revision of the tariff Inws of all the eightesn nations, and most if not all
our sister republics are largely, if not entirely, dependent npon the collection
of customs dues for the revenue to sustain Governments, But the confer-
ence declared that partial reciprocity batween the American Bepublieswas not
only practicable, but must necessarily increasé the trade and the development
of the material resources of the countriesadopting that system, and it would in
all probability bring about as favorable results as those obtained hy free trade
among the different States ofthis Union,

The conference recommended, therafore, that the several Governments repre-
sented negotiate reciprocity treaties ** upon sucha basis as would be acceptable
in each case, laking into consideration the special situations, conditions, and
interests of each country, and with a view to p te their welfare.”

delegates from Chili and the Argentine Republic did not concur in these
recommendations, for the reason that the attitude of our Congress at that time
was not such as to encourage them to expect favorable responses from the United
Btates in return for concessions which their Government might offer. They had
come here with an expectation that our Gover t and people desired to make
whatever i were vand possible to increase the trade between
the United States and the two countries nnmed. The President of the Argen-
tine Republie, in communicating to his congress the appointment of delegales
to the International Conference, said :

“The Argentine Republic feels the liveliest interest in the subject, and hopes
that its ecommercial relations with the United States may find some practical
solution of the question of the interchange of products between the two coun-
tries, considering that this is the mostefficacious way of strengthening the ties
which :tflnfl this country with that grand Republic whose institutions serve us
as & model.” 2

It was, therefore, unfortunate that the Argentine delegates, shortly after their
arrival in Washingtlon, in search of reciprocal trade, should have read in the
daily press that propositions were pending in our Congress to impose a heavy
dn;y upon Argentine hides, which for m&nr years had been upon the free-list,
and to increase the duty on Argentine wool, Since the adoption of the recom-
mendations of the conference, which [ herewith inclose, hides have been re-
stored to the free-list, but the duly upon carpet-wool remains, and; as the Ar-
gentine delegates declared, represents the only concession we have to offer

in exchange for the removal of duties upon our peculiar products.

So it appears, from a statement under the hand of the Secretary of
Btate himself, that this proposition for a reciprocity treaty with the
nations south of ns did notinclude Cuba or Porto Rico, but that it re-
lated particularly to hides and raw wool. It must necessarily have in-
cluded the ores of Chili and the sugar of Brazil.

So it will not do for gentlemen who are representing thisbill fo say
that the Secretary of State intended to limit this reciprocity systemto
the bare article of sugar, and that we should revive the Mexican treaty
and the Spanish treaty, which offered no markets whatever for any com-
modities that are produced in America, and secured for themselves a
market for their sugar, the effect of which would be to give them a
bounty equivalent to the entire tax placed upon American sugar from
other sources, and which in return would open no markets whatever
for our commodities.

The Secretary of State has committed himself, and I have no doubt
if he were here to-day as u member of the Senate he would not retract
one iota from a single line that can be found in this letter, and I donot
believe he will anthorize anybody to retract it for him. He stands
committed to the broad policy of reciprocity with the American states
south of us.

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, coming back to the proposition

which I have been trying to submit to the Senate as to the reduction
of duty—— ?
Mr. GIBSON. T forgot to add a concluding sentence. I do not pro-
pose at this moment, but in a day or two I shall discuss these reci-
procity propositions, butif we did open the markets of the United States
to free sugar from the Spanish islands, Cuba and Porto Rico, we all
know that it would not reduce the price of sugar one farthing in the
American market any more than did the reciprocity treaty with the
Hawaiian Islands operate to reduce the price of sugar in the American
market anywhere in any portion of the country.

Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask the Senator a question?

Mr. GIBSON. Certainly.

Mr. MITCHELL. Does not the Senator think there is a very wide
difference between opening simply one port to free sugar, as we did
with the Hawaiian Islands, and opening all ports? .

Mr. GIBSON. Of course it would make a difference if we did open
all ports of the world and allow cotton or any American produets, in-
eluding sugar, to eome in; it wonld cheapen sugar in the markets o1
the United States, but if you open them to those nations which pro-
duce two-thirds only of the consumption of the American market it
would not have the effect to cheapen the price of sugar to the Ameri-
€an consumer,

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator from Maryland will permit me I should
like to proffer my help to identify his speech in the RECORD to-morrow,

Mr. GORMAN. I am under obligations to the Senator from Kansas.
I am doing so much better to-day than I did on a former occasion that
I have been congratulating myself. I yielded the floor some days ago
and never got it back during the entire consideration of the subject
then pending. But, Mr. 'resident, these interrnptions are all proper
and right in the discussion of a great guestion of this sort. It is the
only way in which we can get light upon such questions, and I am not
objecting to it. I am not attempting to make any special speech; my
only object has hizen to try to present in a perfectly simple, plain way
the facts bearing npon this great industry.

Imgmhandﬂmtisnll[dmirstossy upon the subject, that to re-
duce the duty on iron ore from 75 to 50 cents a ton is a proper redne-
tion to be made in the interest of the commerce and manufacture of
the country; that from the best information I have been able to get,
and it has not been controverted by a single fact, this reduction can be
made without impairing in the slightest degree any other interest in
the United States, and that if it is so redneced we shall be enabled to
produce all the articles that are fashioned from steel at a largely re-
«duced cost.

I have quoted the testimony and statements of Major Bent and or
Mr. Carnegie, and I now come to the other side, and eall the special
attention of Senafors on that side to a recommendation which th
ought not to disregard. In 1883, when this matter was under consid-
eration, by authority of Congress the President of the United States
appointed a commissson. It was a high protective commission. Mr.
Oliver, of Pittsburgh, as I remember, was a member of the commis-
sion; Mr. Porter, who is now the Superintendent of the Census, was
another member. All of them were experts and interested in the
highest possible rates of duty. In that year they said in their report,
which will be fonnd on page 17 of volume 1, Reports of 1882:

The ission ¥ ds a specific rate’ of 50 cents per ton, instead of
the present rate of 20 per cent. ad valorem. The reasons that have led to this
conclusion are that there has been great difficulty in ascertaining the exanct
value of ores, particularly those exported from Spain and the Mediterranean, -

The importation of iron ores in large quantities commenced in the last half
of the year 1579, The ad valorem rate of 20 per cent. during the thn:.iurl
has on the aver ualed s specific rate of 54 centsper ton. The difficulty of
nscertaining thtm?gn value of such a low-priced article; the difference in
valuation for the same kind of ore, at the same period, in the main gortl of im-
portation, allowing an importer to makea profit in Philadelphia, while the ap-
praisement in New York would result inan actual loss; the fact that there are
a great many cases now in litigation between the Government and importers
in rd to the appraisement of iron ores, make it, in the judgment of the com-
mission, a necessity to adopt speciflc duties. The commission is also of the
opinion that undér a specifie duty a hi he‘r‘?mde of iron ore low in phosphorus
would be brou‘ghl to this country, while valorem rates tend Lo induce the
importation of the lower priced ores.

8o they recommended that 50 cents a ton was the proper measure of
the tax. That is Republican authority. By the action of the confer-
ence committee, made up in the excitement of the moment, in the two
branches of Congress, with not a single representative on it except Re-

ublicans from this branch, and from the other House, as my friend

rom Kentucky reminds me, that rate was increased to 75 cents a ton,
It has been increased with the effect which I bhave attempted to point
out.

It has been shown, I think, clearly that by this reduction no inter-
ests will be affected adversely; that the great results which are prom-
ised for these people will probably follow the reduction; that we shall
be enabled to construct the great vessels of war the Government re-
quires at from 8 to 10 per cent. reduction, and we shall be enabled to
build merchant ships, which the whole country now demands, by
Americans, to be manned by American sailors and run in the American
interest. I do not think that we ask too much of our friends on the
other side to loosen this iron rule which you have made and give us
some freedom in this article which goes into general consumption.

My friend from Maine [Mr. FRYE], who has talked eloquently and
who I think has aided in the past to remove more shackles from Amer-
ican commerce, by the repeal of the various old laws that were enacted
during the warand prior to i, than probably any single member of this
body, who to-day is interested in seeing us have a great fleet of Amer-
iean steamers, whose only theory has been, up to this time, to remove
these exactions and charges and give them a bounty in the shape of a
tonnage bounty, and the proper amount for mail service—he can ren-
der service to that great interest without the cost of a single penny to
the Treasury of his country, without affecting adversely a single inter-
est in the land, a greater service and one which will do more to bring
about the result he desires, by making this reduction in iron ores, than
all else he has done together. A

The vessels can not be constructed in Maine, it is true, or in New
Hampshire, or in Massachusetts, becanse the crude material for the
construction of them can not be assembled there cheaply. They will
be built in the harbor of New York, at the outlet of the Erie Canal,
or on the Delaware, or the Patapsce, or at Norfolk, or possibly at
Charleston and points sonth of it, but certainly at the points I have
named. Now, in the interest of the commerce for which he has ap-
pealed to us so often, I heg of him to break his party shackles, and to
follow the suggestions made by the great man from Maine, as we have
in the last year been in the habit of calling him, the great pioneer and
the great captain of his party. I beg the Senator from Maine to take
the suggestions made by the Secretary of State, break through his
party shackles, and do not only justice to this section of the country I
have been describing but enhanee and aid in building these great ves-
sels which he so much desires shall carry the American flag npon the

ocean, )
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, after the exhaustive discussion of

this item which has just closed, I ask for a vote upon the pending prop-

osition. ;
Mr. GRAY. What is the pending question ?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, PAsco in the chair). The pend-

ing amendment will be reported.
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The SECRETARY. In line 12, page 24, paragraph 127, after the word
‘“ore,”’ insert the words * containing more than five one-hundredths of
1 per cent. of phosphorus or phosphoric acid, and;’’ so as to read:

127. Iron ore, containing more than five one-hundredths of 1 per cent. of
shocphorus or phosphoric acid, and including manganiferous iron ore, also the
or residunm from burnt pyrites, 75 cents per ton.

Mr. MORGAN, Finding that theSenator from Maryland has a dif-
ferent view from what I have of this particular item, I ask leave to
withdraw my amendment, so as to permit him to offer his amendment
before I make any further motion in reference to my own.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, theamend-
ment will be withdrawn.

- Mr. GORMAN. Now I move to strike out “*seventy-five’’ and in-
sert “*fifty’’ where it occurs in line 13.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported.

The SECRETARY, In line 13 it is proposed to strike out **seventy-
five’! and insert *‘fifty;"’ so as to make the paragraph read:

127, Iron ore, including manganiferous iron ore, also the dross or residunm
from burnt pyrites, 50 cents per ton, ete.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment
proposed by the Senator from Maryland.

Mr. GORMAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I do not know that it is worth the
while of any one to undertake to make any impression upon the vote
on this question, but I think there are some snggestionsin regard to it
which have not as yet been considered, which it wounld be worth while
for us to look into before the vote is taken. At all events, the coun-
try ought to be informed of the situation of this tariff and the injury
éhat. it is working upon the great body of the people of the United

tates,

Iron ore is classed in the present system of taxation withouf any
diserimination at all in respect of its qualities or of the purposes for
which it is used. There is as much difference hetween the nses of non-
Bessemer and Bessemer ores since the invention of the Bessemer proe-
ess as there is between whetstones and mill rocks. The people of the
Northern States, notably abont Johnstown, in Pennsylvania, are devot-
ing their attention very largely to the production of steel. In order to
do that they must have good Johnstown coke, they must have Bessemer
ores, and they must have spiegel, ferro-manganese. At Johnstown,
Pa., there is a bed of ferro-manganese or spiegel which is being worked
there with very considerable success, and I suppose it must supply
more than half of the consumption of the steel furnaces in Pennsyl-
vania perha

Another very valuable bed or mine from which this material is taken
is found in Arkansas. Itis there being manufactured in increasing
quantities, and very soon will become an article of great traffic be-
tween Arkansas and the Eastern States, There are also various other
loealities in the United States where more or less of it is produced, par-
ticularly in my own State. Thereis quite a development thereof these
manganese beds and other descriptions of iron which are useful for the
production of Bessemer and open-hearth steel, chiefly Bessemer steel.

The traffic in hematite iron, so called—by those I mean, of course,
ores that are not Bessemer ores, that have too mnch phosphorus and
sulphor to be employed in the Bessemer process—the traffic in that
description of ores must necessarily pass away to the fields of the cheap-
est production, as every other production in the United States of this
elementary character must, where the raw material is difficult of trans-
portation on account of its weight and balk.

It is based upon that caleulation that we contend in the South that
the fields of iron which have been opened in East Tennessee, North Ala-
bama, North Georgia, and Western North Carolina, beingin proximity
to the fuel, almost entirely surronnding these iron beds, of great quan-
tity and of very high quality, will necessarily absorb after awhile the
cheaperiron production of the United States. Capital must seek those
fields for investment just as capital will hereafter seek the Southern
cotton-fields for investment in reference to the spinning of the coarser
fabries of cotton goods.

My own experience has iaught me how valuable itis to have a good
and cheap field of production for any industry. In the years between
1850 and 1860, in that decade the State of Texas and the States of
Lonisiana and Arkansas were being opened to cotton produaction, and
were opened very rapidly. What was the result? Men from Vir-
ginia, from North and South Carolina, and Georgia, really many of
them, abandoned their lands and went off to this new field of produe-
tion, taking with them their slaves and their capital, their mules and
wagons, ete., and ing their families out into wildernesses where
they established themselves under circumstances of great inconven-
ience for the growing of cotton. It was the cheap field of production
that drew this capital and these men into the vast Southwest, and
caused the production of cotton to go on with unexampled rapidity and
prosperity,

That has been the history of every great industry dependent upon
the productions of nature since our Government was organized, and
long before. Ithas beena part of the fixed history of the United States
that the movements of population and the movements of capital have

had reference to these facts continually, and they will always haveref-
erence to these facts.

Take the lnmber trade. 1t is to some extent giving outin the north-
ern parts of the United States. It is being now very rapidly trans-
ferred to the yellow-pine belt of the South, and very many millions of
money have gone there invested in lands and in machinery for cuf
Iumber for the home consumption and also for the foreign market; an
the lumber industry of the SBouth is now springing up into one of very
great importance.

Bo it will be with the iron production. It hasbeen too often stated to
make it necessary at all to be repeated, that the advantages which the
Southern States have are those simply of physical geography. They
are not advantages of enterprise orof'climate or of anything else except
the proximity of the fuel and the ores and the fluxesin order to make
cheap iron. These advantages are just as conspicuous in reference to
England and Germany and Austria as they are in reference to these
States, and they will draw in the United States and are to-day drawing
away the capital and enterprise of the more northern of the former iron-
producing States and transferring it down into these Southern localities.

That process will be going on, and great resnlts will come from i,
that separates the production of the ordinary hematite ores from the
Bessemer steel and the open-hearth steel. The Sounth is not a steel-
producing country, and new methods will have to be found before the
Sonth can ever be rated as.a country for the production of steel.

So when you put a tax upon iron ore simply, without discriminating
between Bessemer and non-Bessemer, between those ores that contain
a certain percentage of phosphorus and these that do not, your tax
has no bearing or operation at all, except merely to exclude the Bes-
semer ores from the United States.

There is not a pound of non-Bessemer ores that is imported into the
United States, or ever will be. Yon might as well talk about import-
ing the chalk cliffs of England into the United States as to speak of
importing ores from that country or from any other country where
they come in competition with the vast illimitable masses of iron ore
that are found in every section of the United States, except right alon,
the Sonthern Atlantic coast. So the proposition fo reduce the tari
from 75 to 50 cents upon iron ore simply means a redunction upon Bes-
semer ores and upon nothing else.

Now, I desire very much indeed that that reduction shall take place,
and I desire it for the reason that it operates upon Bessemer ores; that
it lowers the cost of the raw material and permits these ores to come
into the United States upon such terms as that our countrymen, it
makes no difference where they may be, who have the advantages of
fuel within reach can proceed to make Bessemer steel and all the prod-
uects that are made out of Bessemer steel.

There is one thing to be noticed, Mr. President, in all these metal-
lurgicoperations the world over, and that is that the ores always goto the
fuel. It is the fuel, after all, that is the great factor in metallurgy, in
the conversion of ores into metal, and also in the working of metals after
they are converted into pig. The fuel is the one indispensable factor
in this movement, and where that is found in excellence end in abun-
dance, and where it is accessible by either steam over railways or by
ships or boats the metals will 1ift themselves up ont of the bosom of the
earth and travel to this focus of power.

Notice what an immense amount of work Wales does in the smelt-
ing of silver and gold and other metals, and particularly of the refuc-
tory sort, where it is necessary to have a great deal of fuel, great heat-
ing power at low cost. You find that from all the gquarters of the earth
the metals are assembled and carried to Wales forsmelting. It is that
which brings the ores from the Mediterranean to Great Britain. It is
that which carries the ores from Austria over into Germany. It is the
fact that you have the power to create heat, which is the great factor
in the reduction and purification of metal.

‘What is it that brings these Bessemer ores from Lake Superior to
Cleveland, Ohio, and to Johnstown, in Pennsylvania, for manufacture ?
Nothing at all except that Pennsylvania has a very large and valnable
supply of the very best of fuel, That is what eauses the Michigan
people to give up the profit that they wonld make out of the smelting
their ores npon their own soil and dig them up and carry them on rail-
ways to the margin of the lake, lift them npon their ships and to carry
them to Cleveland to be unloaded and there transported oftener than
otherwise as far into the interior as Johnstown, and sometimes as far as
Harrisburg and Steelton. It is nothing but the presence of the fuel
and the excellenceof the fuel that Pennsylvania is able to furnish which
draws these metals to that center for manufacture or for production.

Mr. Presidenty when we come to consider the real resources of the
United States, particularly in the Northwest, it is almost to be classed
as a eriminal neglect on the part of those people in the vicinity of Du-
lath and other places upon Lake Superior that they yield up the pro-
duction of iron from their ores to Cleveland, Pittsburgh, Johnstown,
Harrisburg, Baltimore, and other places, What have they got around
Duluth, at the northeastern extremity of Lake Superior ? Almost
illimitable forests for the making of charcoal. Just in the vicinity,
across the Capadian line, as I was informed in this Chamber a few days
ago by a member of the Canadian Parliament who is practically ac-
quainted with the whole subject, not many miles distant from Duluth
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across the border in Canada, they have anthracite coalin great abun-
dance

I was astonished that he should be able to make such a statement;
but they have it, and we admit it free into the United States. We
admit charcoal free. We do not admit wood free; I donot know why.
I do not know why it is that we put 20 per cent. ad valorem duty upon
wood imported into the United States and admit charcoal free. I
should think if I were living in the vicinity of Duluth or representing
that portion of the United States I should want fo see iron establish-
ments go up at Duluth or Superior City or some other place in that
vicinity.

Mr. SPOONER. They are being built there now.

Mr. MORGAN. I have no doubt they are being built there, and
will be built there, and that it will be but a very short time until the

ple of Michigan, who have their ores near Lake Superior, will be
auling them to Duluth for manufacture instead of bringing them to
Cleveland and from there to Pittsburgh and as far east as Baltimore.

Mr. President, I should like to be instrumental in compelling those
people in the Northwest to manufacture their own iron out of their own
ores and fuel, for while they have not got coke or anthracite coal, per-
haps, in their immediate vicinity, they have charcoal, as I have ob-
served, in illimitable quantities, and Canada is easily able to furnish
them the anthracite coal with which to reduce their metal. We could
not do a better service to the people of the Northwest than to encour-
age them in the production of iron from these Michigan and Lake Su-
perior ores upon their own soil. This little tax, as it is called, of 75
cents a ton upon ore, being a tax of §1.50 or $2 upon the ton of metal
produced, is a matter of no consideration to them when it is compared
with the advantages that they wounld have of embarking in the great
enterprise of making the iron out of their own ores and upon their own
soil.

The fact that there is no competition between the ores produced in

«Alabamaand the Bessemer ores that I propose shall be imported from
Cuba and from other parts of the earth onght to exclude me from hav-
ing any either personal or political interest in this question. I do not

ook upon it as a question that ought to be connected with party poli-

tics at all if it could possibly be separated from it. I lookupon it asa
question that rises far above the magnitude of any party organization,
and one that lies at the foundation of the prosperity of the people of the
United States.

The Senator from Ohio to-day referred to the fact of their having
large steel industries at Cleveland, and of their capacity to haul the
coal from the mountains of Pennsylvania to Cleveland, Ohio, and to
bring the ores from Lake Superior, the northern neck of Michigan,
around through a sinnous way, and having them to meet at Cleveland
where they nnite in forming the steel product that Cleveland has be-
come famous for.

Now, that is a forced condition of affairs. Any one can see that that
sort of a trafficis not going to maintain itself whenever the Lake Mich-
igan ores find that they can have access to coal at cheaper rates than

can by coming to Cleveland. Cheapness of manufacture will con-
trol any industry that yon can name, and whenever it is developed, as
it is now being developed at Daluth, that those ores can reach fuel in
sufficient quantity and quality to justify their manufacture into steel,
you will find that the course of trade will take the other directionand
go towards Duluth instead of towards Cleveland. That is a forced and
an unnatural state of affairs. It is entirely artificial and will not last.

Mr. SHERMAN. Perhaps the Senator from Alabama does not know
the geographical fact that there is no coal in Canada from Caldero, at
the base of the Rocky Mountains, fully 1,300 miles to Dualuth, or east-
ward to Nova Scotia.

Mr. MORGAN. How far iz it by water that you carry the ores
before you get to Cleveland ?

Mr. SHERMAN. I should think about a thousand miles by water,
‘ut the transportation is exceedingly low, because it is coal one way
and iron the other that is carried.

Mr. MORGAN. The transportation would be just as low on these
Western means of conveyance or railways as it is over that route, and
the difference is not 200 miles, it will not be 100 miles.

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state also this fact—probably the Senator
is not aware of it—that on account of the peculiar geological formation
of that upper peninsula there is no coal in that regionatall. The first
place they can strike coal is either in Illinois at Chicago, or in Indiana
or Ohio. The great hody of coal now that goes to Port Arthur is from
Ohio, Port Arthur being the extreme farther end of Lake Superior. I
have no doubt that as a result we export more coal to Canada a good
deal than we import, and we do it in that way, sending it clear up on
the Canadian coast, to the extreme end of Lake Superior,

Mr, MORGAN. There are, as I am informed, great masses of an-
thracite coal, larger masses than are found in Pennsylvania, within
1,300 miles or a shorter distance than that from Duluth.

Mr. SHERMAN, At Caldero there are mines of immense value. I
have been in them and therefore I know.

Mr. MORGAN. Wae let in that coal free.

Mr, SHERMAN. That is anthracite coal.

Mr, MORGAN. It will not be long before the Canadian Pacific

Railway will be bringing that coal down to meet the iron at Duluth or
gug:;iior City or some other place at the western extremity of Lake
aperior. -

More than that, there is a country ont there that is filling up with
tremendouns rapidity with population, and the local demand for railway
iron and steel, for structural steel of every kind for bridges, for houses,
and every sort of domestic consumption, will produce a vast market in
that region of the world which must be supplied by the ores that are
dug out of the northern neck or peninsula of Michigan, and some of them
from the northern side of Lake Superior and brought down by the
Mineral road to Duluth. -

Butit is true beyond all controversy that these great metals will seek
the nearest place of reduction and they will go to that place where the
reduction of them into metallic steel and iron is the cheapest and most
convenient; and particularly will they do it when the point at which
the reduction takes place furnishes itself a good market and is also in
communication by water and by rail with all the outside world, as is
the case at Duluth,

Now, the same thing is going to be repeated down South unless we
take the precaution to bring the trade to the United States instead of
floating ount in the other direction. There, within less than 200 miles
as the bird flies from Mobile, isall of this vast island of bituminous coal
that makes coke just as good as that at Johnstown, and makes it very
much cheaper, I think, than yon can make it at Johnstown, for a num=
ber of reasons that I could state. That fuel and the Bessemer ores of
Cuba will come together, and if we fence off the Cuban ores from com-
ing to the United States, by a protective tariff, inasmuch as we can not
lay an export duty npon coke or coal, our coke and coal will stream ouf
of the country and go down and meet that material on the shores of the
Island of Cuba.

The Island of Cuba, Mr. Fresident, has become in respect of its be-
ing a producing field for Bessemer ores s most important adjunct to
American enterprise and to American manufact and unless we o¢-
cnpy it with our capital, as I am very glad to find Americans are do-
ing,and unless our Government encourages close relations with that great
industry in the Island of Cuba, we shall very soon find ourselves los-
ing our trade and losing our productive power by its being transferred
from the United States to that island, because steel will be made for
this American hemisphere at or near that place where it can be pro-
duced the cheapest.

There is the Island of Cuba right down in the waist of the American
hemisphere, looking north and south at an almost equal distance from
the two great continents, and possessed of this wonderful deposit of
Bessemer ore, wanting nothing but fuel, of which she has none except
that which growsupon the surface of theearth. Alabama is her near-
est point to get it. Alabama can furnish it in indefinite amount; it
seems to be an inexhaustible field of supply. What are we to do in
the mean time? Are we to hang on to a pitiful profit or income from
taxing Bessemer ores when it is doing no good to anybody and oughf
not to do any good to anybody, when it is merely diverting the ores
from Duluth and the Northwest down to Cleveland and to Pittsburgh
and to Johnstown for being smelted ? Onght we to hang on to a prin-
ciple or policy of tariff taxation of that kind when by repealing it we
can draw these ores up to the Atlantic coast, and places like Steelton,
on the Chesapeake Bay, and other places strung all along the Atlantic
coast will be fostered and industries will be built up there of the most
valuable possible kind ?

Now, I repeat, and I will close my argument with the remark, that
1 think this is a question which rises very far above party considera-
tion or politics. The Senate will bear me witness that it is not a mat-
ter of immediate concern to my own State, except perhaps at the port
of Mobile, where I think it is likely enoungh that these steel industries
would be established, to be operated by charcoal and also by coke, to
be carried down the Warrior and the 'Bigbee and Alabama Riversat a
cheap rate of transportation. That might occur, but there is no ground
broken, no enterprise organized, nothing started at Mobile for the pur-
pose of manufacturing these ores. Sol am free and impartial about it.

These Bessemer ores are not in competition with the ores of Alabama
in any respect. It is true we have a few red hematites and brown
hematites in Alabama, out of which Bessemer steel has been made and
open-hearth steel has been made. Some shipments have been made to
Pittsburgh and there tested. Large shipments have been made and
they produce good steel, the pig metal gmving been produced under
the manipulation of very skilled iron-masters who came from England
and established in Talladega County, the county of my former resi-
deml:e, a couple of large furnaces, where they have turned out Bessemer
steel.

The ores of Alabama are so low in phosphorus that a very slight
addition, an addition of 1 ton to 4, will make 5 tons of Bessemer ore
as a rule; so that we could very greatly benefit ourselves by introduc-
ing these Cuban ores and carrying them as far inland as to Birming-
ham, Birmingham, however, is not in competition with Bessemer ores,
and there is no real competition in Alabama with Bessemer ores. I
would be an advantage to the State, an advantage to all the industries
there, to have these ores brought in, it is very true, but the amonns
that we would need would be small,
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The great body of our production in Alabama would necessarily be
outofthe ordinary brownand red hematite. We have a field to occupy
there that is broad enough to gratify the ambition or the avarice of
any set ol people on earth, for after all iron has its uses, and will have
as long as time lasts, entirely distingnishable from steel. Steel, while
it is a most valuable product, can not take the place of iron. Youecan
not make it cheap enough, and there is another remark that is true
about it, and one that ought to be borne in mind by whoever has the
consideration of measures that bear in any degree upon any of these
iron industries, which is that there is not perhapsa bed of iron in the
United States that has not its own peculiar value,

Youn may take any bed of iron that you may find inthe United States
and for some purpose or other it is better than any other bed of iron.
You find infinite combinations of the different descriptions of iron that

duce the different articles of merchandise, the different articles for
uman use in all the great and illimitable variety of uses to which iron
may be applied. So there is not, and ought not to be, any real com-
E:ga:ion between iron beds in one part of the United States and iron
in another part of the United States. Every one of them con-
tributes to the general prosperity ot the entire industry of manufact-
uring iron, and each one has its particnlar function or office to fill.

Yon may take a railroad train here at the Baltimore and Ohio depot
arranged for the purpose of starting out over a steel track to run to the
city of Baltimore. You may go to that train and commence with the
cow-catcher on the engine and go to the rear of the last Pullman car
upon it, and you will find that of the metals used in that train, in-
cluding the steel rails that lie beneath the track and which it covers,
70 per cent. of it is iron and not more than 30 per cent. of itsteel. It
is the rarest thing in any great manufacturing establishment to find
more than 30 per cent. of the material used madeof steel. Itismade
of iron, and iron for a great many purposes is entirely preferable to
steel. It stands by itself. It is an industry that doesnot thrive upon
the breaking down of the steel industry; it thrives throngh the assist-
ance of the steel industry; and it is the interest of every iron producer
in the world to have steel as good as he can get it, and have it as cheap
as he can get it, becaunse it is his assistant, his adjunct in the produc-
tion and mannfacture of iron, which, after all, constitutes the great
body of the industry, and it will for ages to come, I suppose forever,
constitnte the great body of that industry—hematite iron, not Besse-
mer steel, open-hearth steel, tool steel, or any other kind of steel.

So those two metals are identical in their material. Their differ-
ence is entirely in the amount of carbon that is contained in the steel.
The differences are mechanical and scientific, they are not natural
differences. These two metals have a common field of operation, the
one heing entirely indispensable to the other, and when we give an
aﬁmm? to one of these industries we must necessarily benefit the
other. To that extent the people of Alabama are interested in having
an abundance of steel at as low a cost as it can be fairly and profitably
made by the persons who invest their money and conduct the labors
of such establishments.

I hope, Mr. President, that the Senate will vote to reduce this duty
at least to 50 cents on the ton. That is a very high tariff.

The PRESIDENT protempore. The pending amendment will be re-
ported.

The SECRETARY. In line 13, paragraph 127, page 24, strike out
“‘seventy-five’’ and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so as to read:

Fifty cents per ton.

Mr. GRAY., In view of the argument of the Senator from Mary-
land upon this item of the schedule and the reasons that he has given,
‘which seem to be very forcible, why this duty should be reduced at
least as much as proposed in this amendment, it seems to me it might
have gone much farther. And in view of the recommendation of the
Tariff Commission of 1883, read by that Senator, which was that the
commission recommend a specific rate of 50 cents per ton upon iron
ore such as is described in Lgf: paragraph, and because I want to vote
as all other Senators here want to vote, intelligently upon a subject
that affects the industries of the country, that affect opposite interests,
I should like to hear from the Senator who has charge of this hill, or
some other Senator upon the Finance Committee, what there is in the
history of the industry of this econntry that makes this an unreasonable
or an improper amendment to the bill.

If the industry will not be seriously injured, it seems to me that the
presumption ought Lo be in favor of the tax-payer. Some presumption
certainly onght to be in favor of the great body of the consumers of this
country, and not all obtaining merely in the interest of the manufact-
urers.

 § with what the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLuMB] so forcibly
eaid the other day, that before a tax is imposed upon any commodity
or upon any class we should have it clearly demonstrated that that tax
isn to the existence or maintenance of that particalar industry,
and that it will not affect disastrously the general interests of the coun-
try. Therefore, in order that I and other Senators may not, if they are
in like condition with myself, vote without sufficient light, vote blindly
upon this proposition, I should like to hear why it is that this is nota
reasonable tion to reduce this tax from 75 cents to 50 cents, the
amount recommended by the Tariff Commission of 1883,

Mr, PLUMB. Iwant to move to amend the amendment of the Sen-
ator from Maryland by making the rate of duty 60 cents per ton.,

The PRESIDENT protempore, The Secretary will report the amend-
ment to the amendment.

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out of the amendment
‘'fifty ”’ and insert *‘sixty;’ so as to read:

Sixty cents per ton.

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say very briefly that this is one of those
questions which have got to be resolved upon the basis of some doubt
as to what the precise resnlt will be of any proposition. There is no
doubt there has been very considerable advantage derived in the cofin-
try by the development of various and widely scattered ore deposits
in the mountain regions of the United States. They have resulted in
the discovery and in putting into market of varieties of ore the com-
bination of which has enabled our manufacturers to produce the best
g;:ssib‘ls manufactured article; and that is a result which is very desira-

e,

On the other hand, there is this very strong and very natural and in
a large measure just demand on the part of the persons living on the
seacoast remote from the deposits of ore in this conntry that they may
have this raw material, as it may be called, furnished to them atsuch
reasonable price as will enable them to manufacture not only for their
immediate localities, but for export.

I believe also that it is a good time to commence a reduction of du-
ties, not indiscriminately, it is true, but to make a pressure whichshall
tend to the reduction of the price of manufactured articles to the con-
sumer in the United States and elsewhere. I believe, as I said the
other day, that this can be so managed as to be advantageous to the
manufacturer. No one does his best except under pressure. The
manufacturers of the United States, subject to proper competition, will,
in my judgment, surpass all the manunfacturers of the world in every
domain which they enter, just as American intelligence and American
genius and aptitude are superior to those qualities found among other
peoples. I believe, therefore, that this reduction to 60 cents would
fairly meet these various conditions.

In 1883 theduty wasincreased from 20 per cent. ad valorem, imposed
by the then existing law, to 75 cents per ton, which is something over
30 per cent. I remember very well the debate in this body which re-
sulted in that increase. It seems to me that that increase has served
its purpose, and that it is time now either to reduce in whole or in
part the step then taken.

I am willing, so far as I am concerned, to accept of a slighter redue-
tion than that proposed by the Senator from Maryland, believing that
a short step in the right direction is better than no step at all,

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that in my absence irom the Cham-
ber the Senator from Delaware [ Mr, GRAY] asked for some reason for
the retention of this duty.

Mr. GRAY. Yes, sir.

Mr. ALDRICH. I will ask the Secretary to read the portion of the
REcORD which I have marked, from an anthority which, I think, the
Benator from Delaware will recognize as competent to judge of this
question.

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator give the date of the RECORD?

Mr. ALDRICH. Itis the RECORD of Febrnary 15, 1853, page 2682,

The Secretary read as follows:

Mr. McPuersos. I have an amendment to offer, in line541, to strike out *50
cents a ton ' and insert * £1 per ton,”

1f it be the purpose of the protectionists of this body to protect the industries of
this country, then certainly we should have a higher rate of duty upon iron ore
than 50 cents & ton ; or if it be the purpose to afford some protection within the
limit of revenue, then the same reason exists why iron should be placed at
more than 50 cents a ton for revenue purposes. g!r John F. Quarles, late
United States consul at Malaga, Spain, states that—

“The importation of foreign ores has increased from a litlle more than 24,000

tons in 1872-'73 to nearly 800,000 tons in 188081
Showing that the increase has been very great. It is further stated by this

consul that—

‘' The districts of Bilbao, Marbella, Almeria, Carthagena, in Spain; Benizaf,
Ain Sedma, and Mohkta.in North Afriea,and the Island of Eiba in aly, arecapa~
ble of producing from five to six milllon tons annually, or nearly two-thirds of
our entire consumption. A large part of this produetion seeks purchasers in our
markets, and when freights are low will displace domestic ores. The cost of
production and transportation to the seaboard on the Mediterranean is less
than one-half of what it is in the United States. A careful investigation into
this subject showed that in the Bilbao mines the wages of the miner ranged
from 45 to 50 cents per day.”

The census report of 1580 shows this fact, that the cost of the labor to put
each ton of ore on board cars in New Jersey is over $§2.50 per ton. It isalso
stated that when grain freights from America are good freights from the Medi-
terranean may be had at nominal prices and the freights on ores correspond-
ingly low, and in 1850 and 1881 the freights on ores touched as low as §1.46 per
ton. The ores represent a cost of §1 per ton in Bilbao, 8 ,and with the addi-
tion of 146 per ton for freight the ores ean be delivered here at $2.51 per ton.

If it bethe policy to close up the iron mines of thisconntry and get our product
of ore from abroad, from the cheap labor ot Spain, aided as it is by cheap return
freighis of ores in vessels bound from the Mediterranean carry
let us understand it in that sense., To-day the mwines of New Jerse
mines of Pennsylvania and New Yorkare s ing to keep their miners em-
ployed. Strikes are muﬂingh;.tbe miners are ill paid and ill fed. Trains of
ore are every day going from t through those States to the furnaces
in the interior, transporting the ahu%om of Spain right the hills contain-
ing an in ustible supply of ore, which the owners of the mines can not af-
ford to employ the labor to ?mdm in competition with foreign ores. Isub-
mit that there is an injustice in this,

We protect the faeturer of iron and steel, and the manufacturers of iron
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snd steel turn around and ask the Congress of the United States to give them
practieally free from which to factar duct inthe

ores \
closing up of the mining indnstries of i.heommtrynnawppwﬂngthomming

ustries of other countries.
As I said before, the miner stands alongside the railroad track and sees these
immense trains of ore carried to the furnaces in the interior, and he has the
consolation of knowing that he can not be employed, although the furnace
E within sight of the mine,
Itseems to me as though here is a very great inconsistency. I do not under-
stand how the Senate can afford to place ores at 50cents a ton to ragethat

Mr. MORGAN. Where is that?
Mr. CAMERON. In Pennsylvania. You will see where itisas I
read on.
MINERS WORKING FOR EIGHTY CENTS A DAY,
The laborers working in the iron-ore mines of the Little Lehigh district, be-
tween Reading and Allentown, are receiving but 80 cents a day. Mining oper-

ations were suspended during hay-making and harvest, because the miners were
able to earn £L25 per day among the farmers. Now that mining has been re-

i duty as we have it on manufactured iron.
bfmm?hg pr:pmadem Sltger ton instead of 50 cents,

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President——

" Mr. GRAY. I ask the Senator to yield to me.

Mr. McCPHERSON. Very well,

Mr. GRAY. I called for that informatien, and I want o say a word
in regard to the question which I asked in good faith of the Senator
who has charge of this bill. I asked for some reason that would an-
swer the very forcible statement made by the Senator from Maryland,
and the argument made in the letter or statement of Mr. Bent which
was read by the Senator from Maryland—I asked if the Senator from
Rhode Island would say why it was nnreasonable to reduce this tarift
tax on iron ore to the extent proposed in the amendment.

In reply he has sent up a portion of the RECORD, to be used, I sup-

asa sort of argumentum ad hominem, which contained a speech of
the Senator from New Jersey, made some years ago. If the Senator
from Rhode Island means to adopt the reasoning of the Senator from
New Jersey in 1883, as it is stated in the RECORD, and has no other
answer to make to my question, so be it. But if thereis any answer
to the argument made by the Senator from Maryland and to the argn-
ment contained in the statement of Mr. Bent that these Bessemer ores
brought from the Mediterranean and from Cuba into our ports consti-
tute a most important constitnent of the steel industry and do not at
all compete with domestic ores, but perform something of the same
office that foreign wools is said to perform when imported, being useful
* for mixing with domestic wools and thereby increasing the product and
the consumption necessarily, then it seems something more must be
gaid than was contained in the remarks made in 1883 by the Senator
from New Jersey. .

I should like to know whether the statemenis made by Mr. Bent,
and the statements made by the Senator from Maryland in his argu-
ment to-day, may be controverted and are to be controverted or no, and
not whether the statements made on the information obtained by the
Senator from New Jersey in 1883 are the answer to the Senator from

land. '

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—

Mr. McPHERSON. Before the Senator from Rhode Island proceeds
may I make & single inquiry ? What has been read purports to be
some observations of mine. I should like to know, in that connection,
whether it was in 1796 or 1883, or when it was, :

Mr. ALDRICH. On the 15th of February, 1883,

Mr. McPHERSON. Then I should like to know further of the dis-
tinguished Senator if he accepts those observations of mine as being a
better s than he can make upon the subject now.

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the remark I was abont to make.

Mr. McPHERSON. Then yon take what was read from the desk
as your speech ?

Mr, ALDRICH. I do.

Mr., McPHERSON. Now, one single observation about that. I
have lived several years since that time, and if there ever was a time
upon this subject when I am in the full maturity of my judgment it is
just now, and I do not think I would accept that statement to-day as
being exactly the proper thing for this country.

Mr. ALDRICH., My purpese in having the statement of the Sen-
ator from New Jersey read was to show to the Senate in a better man-
ner and in more forcible terms than I conld hope to employ the situ-
ation as between these imported ores and the domestic ores.

Bo far as I understand the subject, the ores which are imported from
Spain, Africa, and Cuba do compete with ores that are produced in the
United States; and as to the rates of wages which are paid in those coun-
tries, the American miner can not compete with the foreign producer of
ores, notwithstanding the duty of 75 cents a ton which was imposed in
1883 and which the committee who had charge of this matter then
thought was proper; notwithstanding the fact that that rate hasheenim-
posed from that time to this, the importations of foreign ores have been
very largely increasing year by year, and the importation for the eleven
months ending May 31, 1890, amounted to §2,252,317 in value, while
the average importations for the preceding five years were only $1,-
396,000, showing that at this rate of duty there is a large and increas-
ing competition with the domestic producers of ores.

This rate was fixed not alone on account of, or not largely on account
of, the producers in Michigan and Wisconsin, but on account of those
in Virginia, Pennsylvania, Maryland, West Virginia, and New York.

AMr. CAMERON. I hope the Senator will permit me to read ashort

ph from & Democratic paper in Pennsylvania of this date in ref-
erence to the wages paid to miners in Pennsylvania who have been
bronght in competition with these foreign ores.
Miners working for 80 cents a day.

d, the minimum wages are bein, id. There is a brisk inquiry for iron
ore and some mines are being worked that had been idle for several years., A
demand is about to be made by the miners for 90 cents a day, and it is believed
that they will be successful, as some of the larger operators acknowledge that
the present rate of wages is entirely too small.

This iron ore is in competition with the ore which the Senator from
Maryland asks to have admitted at 50 cents a ton.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, a wordas to the practical o ons
of this amendment taken in connection with the statement made by
Major Bent. The Senator from Maryland stated and repeated several
times that, if this reduction of 25 cents a ton was made upon ores, the
Pennsylvania Steel Company at their establishment at Baltimore would
be able to build steel steamers in competition with the manufacturers
upon the Clyde and would be enabled to sell steel rails in London and
pig-iron in Liverpool.

Mr, GOERMAN. With free ore.

Mr. ALDRICH. The reduction which is proposed to be made
amounts, as I say, to 25 centsa ton. It takes2 tonsof ore to make 1 ton
of pig-iron. It takes a ton and aquarter of pig-iron to makea ton of steel
sheets, which are nsed in the making of steel vessels. A ton of steel
sheets is worth to-day in the neighborhood of $50. The Senator from
Maryland proposes to save to the producers of steel sheets 62 cents on
a ton, valued at $50, and he said—and that is the force of his argu-
ment—that a saving of 62 cents a ton on $50 worth of steel sheets
would enable the ship-builder on the Delaware to compete with the
ship-builder on the Clyde. In otherwordsa reduction in duty of 1 per
cent. in the cost of material is to enable the ship-builder upon the
ware to overcome a difference of cost of production which he has stated
himself to be 10 or 12 per cent. npon the finished product. So much for
the practical part of the argnment made by theSenator from Maryland.

Mr.QGORMAN. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him a mo-
ment? '

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly.

Mr. GORMAN. My statement was based on what I guoted from
what Mr. Gramp, the great ship-builder on the Delaware, said before
the Committee on Commerce, when the shipping bill was under con-
sideration, and what was said by Major Bent, who is the manufacturer
whom I have described as being well known to the Senate. I stated
the present condition with a duty of 75 cents a ton on the iron ore
which is absolutely necessary to be used in the making of steel for the
construction of these ships, that the present duty makes a difference
of 10 or 12 per cent. between the cost of the vessel on the Delaware and
on the Clyde. I believe the statements of these gentlemen. I believe
that the actual cost exceeds 10 or 12 per cent., for the reason as they
give it, and I have no doubt it is true, that an American-built ship is
a much better built ship. Americans insist upon having finer trim-
ming, better lines, and better workmanship put upon their vessels than
are put upon the same class of vessels by the English, and there is be-
tween 10 and 12 per cent. difference to-day.

Major Bent and every one of these manufacturers of iron and steel
and constructors of vessels east of the Alleghany Mountains say that
if you will let up on this iron rule and give them the material free of
duty they will absolutely compete with England in the manufacture
of everything and sell their product to England. I do not askthat, I
insist that there shall be a moderate reduction only, a reduction which
we can make safely enough with the conditions which now prevail.

It is said that there exists, but that it has not been developed, on the
line of the Canadian Pacific and otherroads, a deposit of iron ore which
is equal to the ores of the Lake Superior region, and I do not want to
see that region destroyed or interfered with, and hence my proposition
was only to reduce this tax from 75 to 50 cents a ton, the exact re-
duction that the Tariff Commission, composed of Republicans, said in
1853 was right. I do not ask for anything more. I will not even go
that far, as there seems to be a doubt about the proposition, and so I
shall ask the privilege of the Senate to withdraw my amendment and
to accept for the time being the amendment of the Senator from Kan-
sas [Mr. PLuMs], which places the rate of duty at 60 cents a ton, being
a reduction of 15 cents ton, This is a tender from a gentleman on
the other side of the Chamber which is responsible for legislation.

Mr. CAMERON. May I ask the Senator how much he benefits the
industry in Baltimore ? -

Mr. GORMAN. I will tell the Senator. As the industry stands
to-day at Baltimore they pay, in the matter of duty upon the ores
which they must nse and can only get from the Mediterranean and from
Cuba, 25 per cent. on their capital, and the duty is 75 cents a ton.

Mr. CAMERON. Has not all that capital been made out of the
profits which they derived from the duty on steel rails? 7

Mr. GORMAN. Yes; I have no doubt they are good Pennsylvania
people, and have been engaged in the manufacture of iron at the home
of my friend from Pennsylvania. They are enterprising; they have

#
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made an immense amount of money out of it, and I read the statement
to-day—1I have not the figures before me now—that they started in with
acomparatively small capital of two or three hundred thousand dollars
and they have got now by their enterprise to three or four million dol-
lars.

Mr. CAMERON. All made by means of the protective tariff,

Mr. GORMAN, They have made it unguestionably under the pro-
tective system.

. Mr. CAMERON. Then why not continve it?

- Mr. GORMAN. As long as the expenditures of this Government
are to be $500,000,000 per annum yon can not have anything else but
a protective system, and no sane man thinks of anything else, and it
is only a question of the fair adjustment of the rates of duty charged
and the distribution of the duties.

I beg pardon of the Senator from Rhode Island. I did notintend to
take so much time.

Mr. ALDRICH. If the figures given by the Senator from Maryland
of $1.80 & ton in Cuba for the ores and $1 freight are correct, I say to
that Senator that Bessemer ores can be laid down in Baltimore with the
present duty added cheaper than Bessemer ores can be taken from the
mines on Lake Champlain and delivered in Albany, where the nearest
steel works are found. That is, the difference in the rate of labor is so
E:nt that Bessemer ore can not be produced anywhere near the At-

tic coast, and Bessemer-ore deposits are not confined, as the Senator
seems to think, entirely to Wisconsin and that region. The great de-
posits are there, but they have a large deposit of Bessemer ore in the
northern counties of New York and in Pennsylvania, Virginia, and other
Sonthern States.

Are you willing to destroy these industries for the sake of helping
a single mammaoth steel concern in the city of Baltimore? The Senate
is to enact a special provision to enable the producers of Balti-

more to make steel rails or steel ships cheaper than the manufacturers
at Albany, or at Bethlehem, or at Johnstown, or at Pittsburgh, or at
Chieago. This is what the Senate is asked to do.

I repeat that Bessemer ores can now be imported either from Spain or
Cuba and landed in Baltimore much cheaper than they can be trans-
ported from any of the American mines produced by American labor
to that same city of Baltimore. The duty is 75centsa ton. Baltimore
has advantages enongh in this direction, and the Congress of the United
States ought not to be called upon, in the language of the Senator from
New Jersey, to strike down the American mining industry, which is an
im; t industry, simply to enable a large steel company in the city
of Baltimore to increase its profits.

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island has in-
dulged in language and phraseology which sound very strange to my
ears when talking of a protective tariffand defending the subsidies that
tariff is intended to give to special interests, when he speaks of a propo-
sition to reduce the tax burden of the whole people somewhat from
what it is now for the benefit of special classes, and when he calls it

legislation in favor of a certain industry. IfI understand the
contention on this side, we have been trying to resist, as we believed
and do believe, in the interest of the great mass of the people, this at-
tempt to further increase the tax burden of our tariff laws, and to re-
gist in their interest this attempt to revive the tariff, not in the inter-
est of the great body of consumers, but solely in the interest of those
who heretofore and all along since the protective tariffs first were in-
vented have been their beneficiaries.

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him ?
‘What does he mean by ‘‘this attempt to further increase the tax bur-
den ? "’

Mr. GRAY, I pardon. I do not hear the Senator.

Mr, SPOONER. What does the Senator mean in this connection by
asserting that the bill under consideration is an attempt to further in-
crease the burdens of the people?

Mr. GRAY. I was referring, if the Senator from Wisconsin will ex-
cuase me, not so much to this particnlar item, but I was referring to
what was the attitude of our side in this debate in regard to the tariff
schedules as a whole. We have been resisting in this respect, so far
as the amendment shall be supported on this side, an attempt to in-
crease that burden which we think bas been unjustifiably borne by the
people for many years, and to rednce the taxation to a point that is
recommended as a sufficient protective rate by men who are eminent
and stand high in the protective councils. That is all.,

Mr. SPOONER. I thought ifrom the language of the Senator that
he was under the impression that this was a proposition to increase the
duty.

Mr. GRAY. I had no such impression as that.

Mr. SPOONER. It is no increase of duty.

Mr. GRAY. I confess I had not that exact and minute information
about all the complicated matters in this bill that the members of the
Committee on Finance have, and which I think no other members of
this body have, but still I know enough to know that an amendment
reducing from 75 to 60 cents is not a proposition to increase a fax.

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator misunderstood me. He used the ex-
fmssion that it was an attempt to increase the burdens of the ple.

thought from that that I a right to assume that the ator
thought the action of the committee was to increase the rate of duty.

Mr. GRAY, I alluded to the phraseology used by the Senator from
Rhode Island [Mr. ALprIcH] in the remarks where he spoke of this
proposition to reduce taxation for the benefit of the great mass of con- -
snmers in this country as beinf special legislation, and so on.

Now, Mr. President, I should like to ask—becanse I have not yet
heard whether there is any answer to be made or any issue to be taken
with the categorical and exceedingly distinet assertion made by Mr.
Bent, who we may presume to have competent information and to be
well informed as to the subject-matter of his statement, when he said
in his letter under date of December 26, 1889:

Practically all the ore Impor i
and tham!oze there is sbwl?:nht:‘tis;?l‘o% ?rlz:::‘::g:ﬁu’ﬁ me?; ‘:t-wl pgm&
the non-steel ores of this country. The whole quantity of ore suitable for Bes-
semer pig-iron which it will be possible to produce in this country during the
year 1890 will not ex 000,000 tons, This estimate includes every ton of
ore of suitable quality that can be raised by hook or by crook. Threeand one-
half million tons of pig-iron, it is estimated, will be required tosupply the wants
of the steel manufacturers in this country during the year 1890, To manufact-
ure this amount of pig-iron 6,500,000 tons of iron ore of suitable quality will be
required. One and one-half million tons of er steel ore must therefore
be imported into this country by our steel manufacturers, or their works will
remain idle 25 per cent, of the year,

There is a statement made by a competent witness, an expert wit-
ness, that I have not heard directly controverted. If he is mistaken,
then he comes before us as a man whose life has been devoted to the
industries with which he is connected and who ought presnmably to
have information which is second to that of no one, always conceding
ﬂfafhtha man himself is honorable and honest and endeavors to tell the

atn,

Mr. ALDRICH. What Major Bent meant by that statement, what
he must have intended was that in order to make a profit he could only
buy foreign ores for his use at Baltimore. NoSenator upon this floor—
neither Major Bent nor any other gentleman engaged in the production
of steel—wonld presume to say that the ores produced in Wisconsin
and Michigan are not equal in guality for the production of Bessemer
steel with any ores in the world, and that the ores in Northern New
York are not equal in quality and wounld not make as good steel as any
ores upon the face of the earth. What he means to say is that it is
cheaper for him in order to carry on his business profitably to use these
foreign ores on account of his location.

Mr. GRAY. This is a very important matter, and those of us who
are so unfortunate as not to be on the Finance Committee are not con-
suming time improperly when we try to getat the bottomof it. Here
is a great manufacturing industry that has heretofore received the
bounty of this Government in the shape of a tax that was paid by the
great mass of consumers in this country, the great mass of the popu-
lation. That is one side of this negotiation—if I may use the word—
that is going on in this Chamber, that we may fix by statute law what
is the measure of the tax burden that is to weigh down the backs of
the American laborers. Let us consider, then, whether the demand on
that side is just and whether the contention on the other is not one
worthy of consideration.

Mr. Bent says that—

There ia absolute absence of competition belween foreign ores and the non-
steel ores of this country.

He goes on to say, in & later part of his letter, this:

As I have said before, imported ore is used in supplying the requiremenits of
furnnces situate at or near tide-water, and a removal of the whole duty of 75
cents per ton would only pay for 100 miles of inland transportation of the ore,
or double that distance on the finished steel product, while Lake Superior
Bessemer ore would have to be transported 450 miles by rall beyond its present
eastern limit of use, to meet its foreign competitor. The effect of the removal
of the duty on iron ore would be to slightly increase the importation, but not
materially, as I have before stated. Another effect of the removal of the duty
on iron ore would probably be that the ocean freight rate on iron ore would be
increased, and if so, the outward freight on grain and cotton would be dimin-
ished accordingly.

It seems to me that this gentleman engaged in this industry, intel-
ligent, competent, and his intelligence and competence vouched for by
the fact that he has been put at the head of this great concern where
millions of capital have been invested, tells us that there is absolutely
no competition between these imported Bessemer ores and the Bessemer
ores from Lake Superior, and he gives us a very good reason when he
states that the industries upon the Atlantic coast which use these im-
ported ores are compelled to use them even av 75 cents a ton duty be-
cause they can not get the Lake Superior Bessemer ore brought to them
except at a rate of freight for transportation which would exceed that
sum.

This seems like a business proposition, and if we are to go into the
business of the country; if we are to understand all about it for the
purpose of enacting tariff legislation; if we must make ourselves the
commercial aids, not of one industy, but of all, then we can not be too
minute, we can not be too exacting in getting all the light, all the in-
formation that is possible to be obtained npon the snhjects about which
we are called upon to legislate.

I do not believe that this body or any other body of men such as this
are competent to deal under any circumstances with the great business
interests of this country in such fashion that they will be better pro-
vided for and better managed than if left to the enterprise and intelli-
gence and good sense of the people themselves, I do nof believe that
seventy or eighty gentlemen sitting in this Chamber know more about
the business of 65,000,000 people than the people do themselves; nor
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that the members of the Finance Committee, nor that the acute and
learned and intelligent Senator from Rhode Island, who has given so
much timeand study to these rates and knows all, I have no doubt, that
any man can know by study and by attention, is competent to deal
wisely with the industries of a great people extending from ocean to
ocean and from the Lakes to the Gulf, with 65,000,000 of population.

Butsuch is the policy we are committed to. Weare bound, itseems,
by the traditions of the protective policy, in raising the revenue to sup-
port our Government, not only to consider where the revenue can be
most easily raised, but how the burdens of taxation may most lightly
rest upon the howed shoulders of American labor, but must also go
into all these minute caleulations and discussions as to how business
interests are to be aftected and how capital invested here and there is
to be treated and considered.

Therefore we must, as best we can, scrutinize, interrogate, and con-
gider what are the conditions surrounding this industry, call witnesses,
procure statements from those demanding protection, and listen some-
times even to those who pay for protection. And so, when we summon
Mr. Bent, who represents the largest investment in this great protected
interest, and he tells us that this Bessemer ore imported from the Medi-
terranean and imported from Cuba is absolutely necessary to the pro-
duction, that they find at their own mills it is absolutely necessary
to be mixed with the domestic ores, he is entitled to consideration, and
he ought to receive consideration; and it seems to me such testimony
as that should give us pause before we undertake in the face of his
testimony and in the face of the facts which he adduces to lay this
burden of taxation which confessedly is for the benefit largely and
mainly of the ore-producing region near Lake Superior. .

Now, then, it is certainly worthy of consideration on the principles
of protective tariffs and of the protective system to inquire if this in-
terest must be protected, and if a tax must be collected out of the
pocket of every laboring man in this country in order to support that
great industry, just what the amonnt of that tax is which is necessary
to give them an equal chance with their competitors all over the world,
to give them an equal chance, not only with foreign competitors, but
the amazing confession is made here to-day that it is to equalize their
condition with that of their own countrymen on the seaboard.

Those industries so eloquently described by the Sgnator from Mary-

land [Mr. GoraaN], which have grown up through two hundréd years, .

eastofthe Alleghany Mountains, have taken fromthem by thishigh duty
the natural advantages which timeand circumstancesand physical geog-
raphy have given them, in order to lift up an industry which can not
compete on natoral terms otherwise with them, Iffor this a high duty
is necessary, so be it, but let us recollect when we give them that as-
sistance and when we give them that})rotecti.on that weare taking from
other Ameriean interests, we are taking from the pockets of other pro-
ducing interests in this conntry as well as from the mass of the labor-
ing men, in order to doit. It is, therefore, a pertinentinquiry and enti-
tled to a better answer, I say it with all respect to the Senator from
Rhode Island, than he has given ns, why this tax should be kept up
and this protection and subsidyshould be maintainedat the rate which
now exists upon our statute-book.

Mr. President, I rose in all sincerity to try as one Senator, as an
humble member of this body, in the performanceof the daty which my
position calls upon me to perform, to inquire of those whose business
it has been to propound this tariff tax, what are the reasons which ob-
tain—if any there are—for the maintenance of this high rate of taxa-
tion, and I submit to the Senator that the answer has not yet been
given in view of this statement of Mr, Bent, this expert testimony, and
of the argument that has been made upon this floor by the Senator
from Maryland.

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the element of the cost of labor in
raising ores and preparing them for shipment fo market and to the fur-
naces has not been considered very extensively in this debate. The
Benator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMEROXN | introduced an extract from
a newspape -

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Alabama let me say just a
word in answer to the statement made by the Senator from Delaware
[Mr. GraY]? .

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly.

Mr. ALDRICH, T had not quite finished the statement I desired to
make in regard to the question propounded by the Senator from Dela-
ware.

I certainly hope the Senator from Delaware did not understand me
to object to giving all the information that is in my possession in re-
gard to the duties upon this article. The Senator says that this daty
must be maintained, becanse it is part of the policy of the Republican
party who believe in the protective theory. Now, I will say to the
Senator from Delaware that the Democratic party, of which he isa
member, have had control of the House of Representatives for a good
portion of the time— )

§ P—

Mr. GRAY. I did not say anything about the Republican party.
I did not use the word ‘' Republican.’’ I said it was part of the pro-
tective system.

Mr. ALDRICH. The *‘protective system ’’ and the *Republican
party >’ are very much the same.

XXI—514

Mr. GRAY. That isthe Scnalci’s version of it. I donotobject toit.

Mr. ALDRICH. The Democratic party, I repeat, have had the con-
trol of the House of Representatives a great portion of the time since
the tariff act of 1883 was passed. They have prepared through their
committees and presented to the House of Representativesseveral bills
bearing upon the question of the revision of the tariff at varions times.
They one bill, known as the Mills bill, through that body. .
They have carefully considered this question of the duty on iron ore,
and what did they do with it? -

Did they suggest any reduction of this duty which the two Senators
are now claiming to be excessive? Did they suggest removing this
burden which the Benator from Maryland, speaking for the Pennsyl-
vania Steel Company, suggests is placed upon the people of the United
States? Not by any manner of means. One gentleman, who was
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, did introduce a bill
putting iron ore upon the free-list, but when the hill was reported baclk
from the Committee on Ways and Means it imposed a duty of 75 cents
a ton. There never has been a time when the Democratic party dared—
and I have in my view the Senator from Virginia, and he knows it as
well as I do—when the Democratic party dared to propose a reduction
of the duty upon iron ore,

The Senator from Delaware says that Major Bent's testimony ig en- -
titled to great respect here. Itis, and he is an intelligent man and &
Democrat and a free-trader. I want to read the testimony of another
Democrat, better known, perhaps, to the Senator from Delaware than
even Major Bent.

Mr. GRAY. Allow me to interrupt the Senator from Rhode Island
long enough to say that I understand Major Bent is & Democrat with
reference to all this matter of tariff taxation; he has become so; but
he was a Republican up to a very recent period.

Mr. ALDRICH. He is a Democrat for revenue.

Mr. GRAY. He is a Democrat for principle, I suppose.

Mr. ALDRICH. I will read the testimony to which Iallude:

PLATTSBRURGH, N.Y., December 25,1859,
Hon. W, McKINLEY,
Chairman Commiltee on Ways and Means, Washington, D, C.:
Learn I am on committee Lo appear before your committee to-morrow and am
unable to attend at such shiort notice; but wish to most memﬂully but ear-

nestly protest with other producers of iron ore inthe Eastaga any reduction
of the duty on iron ore,

SMITH M. WEED.

I have no doubt this gentleman is known to the Senator from Mary-
land, as I think he was connected with him in the management of the
first Cleveland campaign; certainly he is known to Senators upon the
other side of this Chamber, and I think his testimony is as much en-
titled to weight here as that of Major Bent, who is directly interested
in the matter. .

Mr. GRAY. I do not wish to prolong the disenssion, but I desire
to remark that the Senator from Rhode Island pays a very high com-
pliment to the Democratic party when he thinks, as heseems to do, that
the expression of a single Democrat interested in the production of iron
ore in favor of an increase of the duty is a suflicient argument to an-
swer those made by Democrats who are contending for a reduetion.

I admit that there are Democrats as well as Republicansin this coun-
try who, when the pocket nerve is affected, will find their judgments
swayed likewise. But we are discussing now a matter of principle be-
tween parties to the discussion who are in no wise interested, for I take
it that neither the Senator from Rhode Island nor myself have a parti-
cle of interest in this suhject outside of what we believe to be the com-
mon interests of the country, and therefore I think the mere expression
of Mr, Smith M. Weed, who is largely interested in the prodnction of
iron ore, in favor of an increase of that duby, while it may be a very
good example of what self-interest will do, is a very poor argument to
adduce against the reduction of the tax now resting upon the people.

Mr. ALDRICH. Bautl beg the Senator from Delaware to remember
that the burden of his remarks from the beginning to the end was that
Major Bent, a Democrat, interested in the reduction of this duty, and, so
far as I can see, abont the only person who is immediately interested
in the reduction of this duty, had made certain statements which we
on this side were bound to refute; and I have placed against this the
statement of another Democrat.

Mr. GRAY. I read not the mere request of an interested man that
the daty should be kept on for his benefit, but I read the argument of
an intelligent man who presumably is versed in all the faets and cir-
cumstances of the industry he represents, and I submitted the argu-
ment for what it was worth and the facts to the consideration of the
Senate. If they can be controverted, if the facts are not troe, let us
have the proof of it.

Mr. ALDRICH. And I submitted the statement of a gentleman
equally well versed with the facts on the other side.

Mr. GRAY. The statement on the other side was a mere request
that a tax which would put money in his pocket should be retained.
There was no fact adduced, no argument attempted to show why it
was either honest or jnst that that tax shonld be kept.

Mr, MORGAN. Mr. President—

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, Will the Senator from Alabama yield to
me & moment on this snbject ? -
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Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. ’
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I songht to get the floor when the Sena-
tor from Alabama rose a few minutes ago, to eall attention simply to
some statistics which it seems to me ought to be considered by the
Senate.
The preliminary report on the cost of production by the Commissioner
of Labor, I have looked over with an eye to the cost of this item of iron
ore; and when I remembered that the Tariff Commission, appointed
some years ago to investigate this question, in the bill they reported
recommended 50 eents a fon as the tax on iron ore, and that we are
now asked to keep up a higher rate of tax, I wanted to see what the
facts were about the cost of its production. I have looked over the
report of the Commissioner of Labor, beginning on page 54, where there
are reported on that and the succeeding pages eighty-one. iron mines,
sixty-three of which are located in the United States and the remainder
on the eontinent of Europe, and the total cost of this production is
given by establishments one after another, which are numbered. The
amount paid to labor, the amount paid to officials, and the amount paid
for supplies and taxes, are all included in this statement, and the total
cost given for the production of a single ton of iron ore in these eighty-
one different mines are all set out specifically one after another.
One rises to an expense of $2.31 a ton, another to §2.51 a ton, and
there are others located in the United States put down at 64 cents and
~ some at 49 cents. In a hasty sort of way I have endeavored to get the
average cost of these ores in the mines of the United States and in En-
rope, but coming here at 10 o’clock in the morning and sitting here
until 6 o’clock in the afternoon, of eourse we have very little time to
malke careful investigation or to make any analysis of anything we have

“in hand. I think this militates very much against a nssion.
It is not only absolutely necessary that a man should have time enough
to discuss the matter in hand, but he ought to have the right to do it
within reasonable hours. These long hours make it impossible for me
to be absolutely certain of the figures I have made, but I believe they
are correct.

According to this official showing of Mr, Carroll D. Wright, Com-
missioner of Labor, in the discharge of the duty imposed npon him
by Congresss, the total average cost of iron ore in the United States is
$1.46 a ton, and the total eost of iron ore in continental Enrope is §1.38
a ton. The total labor-cost in the American mills, as shown specifically
item by item in this report, is $1.127 a ton in the United States, and
82.4 cents a ton in Europe. The difference in the average labor-cost
in the American iron-ore production is 30.3 cents per ton more than it
is in' the European mines.

‘We have been assured again and again by gentlemen on the other
gide of the Chamber that the purposeof a protective tariff was to com-

te American producers for the increased price they have to pay
mbor. Here we have in the official report a statement which shows
that the average increased cost of the production of a ton of iron ore
- in the United States over the cost in continental Europe is 30.3 cents,
and we have a tax of 75 cents a ton to compensate for this increased
cost of 30.3 cents per ton.

It seems to me, when the Senator from Kansas proposes to reduce
this tax and pay double the amount of the difference in labor, that no
reasonable man can refuse to vote for that amendment, and I can not
understand how gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber are will-
ing to stand out for this tax of 75 cents a ton, which is more than twice
as great as the total cost of labor upon the production of iron ore over
in Europe and in the United States, if there is any dependence to be
put upon the report of Mr. Wright.

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Arkansas if in
the table he has or.in the inquiry he has made he has information as
to what the price per day of Iaborers is in the mines on the continent
of Enrope or in England.

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. There is nothing whatever about that.
This statement begins with a statement of the period over which this
prodnction is made, giving the establishments by number—not calling
their names and not giving their exact location. He says they are lo-
cated in the Unived Statesand on the continent of Europe. He gives
the length of time in which they have been worked, the number or
days which they work, the character ofthe ore, the amount produced,
the period covered in every respect, but he does not undertags to give
the amonnt paid per day for labor, but does give the ameunt of labor-
cost in the production of a ton of ore in each of these mines in Enrope
and in the United States. For instance, mine No. 1 in the United
States pays 55.8 cents for labor for a ton of ore.

Mr. ALLISON. What page does the Senator read from?

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Page 59. To officials and clerks; two-
tenths cent; for supplies and repairs, five-tenths cent, and the amount
for taxes is enumerated, and then the total cost is given upon all these
items, and the difference, as I have said, is shown to be 30.3 cents be-
tween the average labor cost in the production of ore in the United
States and in Enrope.

It was this fact alone which I desired to eall to the attention of the
Senate, and as the Senator from Alabama was just proceeding I took
the liberty of interrupting him to make the statement.

Mr. GRAY. What is the percentage between the labor eost in the
United States and Europe as worked out in this table ?

Mr, JONES, of Arkansas, It does not give that.

Mr. GRAY. What does the Senator from Arkansas make the dif-
ference between the labor cost in the United States and in Great Brit-
ain or other foreign countries ¢

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, There are sixty-three mines located in
the United States and the cost per ton for producing iron ores in each
one of these is given on pages 59 and 60. I added them up and then
divided them by sixty-three, which gave the average cost in the Ameri-
can mines for the production of iron ore. I ought to say that the
eighteen mines located in Europe are given in the same way. In this
way the average cost of & ton of ore in the United States I find to be
$1.46, and the average cost in Europe to be §1.38,

The item of cost seems to be larger in proportionin the United States
than it is in Europe; and for that $1.46 a ton, which the American
pays on an average for the production of a ton of iron ore, there is
$1.127 paid per ton of ore in Great Britain, and $1.38 per ton paid on
:ge continent of Europe. So it seems that bubt 82.4 cents is paid

ere,

There is some guestion about that, but I have not a doubt that I
have figured the American labor too high. I have taken the highest
figures that the statement for the United States will allow, and I have
fignred the lowest that continental Europe will allow, and yet, giving
the benefit of the doubt to the protectionists, it shows that there is but
30 cents difference between the cost of producing a ton of iron ore, so
far as the labor is concerned, in the United States, while we are paying
75 cents a ton duty to compensate for the difference in labor-cost.

Mr. MORGAN. In this debate some attention ought to be given to
the cost pf Bessemer ores to be obtained from the mines in the United
States, and also from those in foreign countries. I have in my hand
an aunthority on this subject, beinga treatise on ‘* Bessemer Steel,”” the
ores and the methods of handling them, by Thomas W. Fiteh, who
seems to be a man of very accurate and extensive information upon the
subject of ores of all kinds and iron and steel.

He gives in this volume a statement of various leading mines in the
United States and in some of the foreign countries, particularly in
Spain, at which these ores are obtained. He says, speaking of the
Lake Superior ores:

The ore formerly cost from $2.50 to §i per ton at the mines, and contained
from 60to 66 per cent. of metal; it now costs from $3 to §5 at the mines for
hematite and g for best specular.

I suppose somebody would feel an interest in knowing why itis that
these ores have gone up to such figures as are here stated. I can nob
account for it npon the proposition that more money is added to the
cost of American labor or greater pay is given to the laborer. I jndge
that if must depend upon the fact that in the Lake Superior country
there is practically a monopoly of the Bessemer ores, They have the
control of the market. They have been enabled to raise their ores from
$2.50 a ton to $5 a ton for hematite, and for the best specular ores to
$6 a ton. That is an enormous cost and tax upon the people of the
United States in the very basis or bottom work of the steel industry.

Now, there are some other statements made here, which illustrate
the proposition T am trying to present to the attention of the Senate.
We now come to the Lake Champlain ores:

0 fora Chos) 300 Tesi womre, B B0 o Qe el o Teben o aom B
of the mlneral ﬂep:nh I'.o’t?w‘dip. X

The selling price varies from 85 to §7; the yield is from 60 to 62 per cent.

He means the metallic iron, of course.

But it contains too mueh phosphorus to be useful for Beasemer steel by acid

- - -

If used at all for making steel it must be by the basic process.

. About 85 miles in a westerly dirdetion from Philadelphia is the deposit of
ore kknown as the Cornwall banks. Its percentage of metal is much below that
of the two districts already referred to, being anly 50 or 55 per cent. It is per-
haps the most cheaply worked mass of ore in the world. It lies in the form of
ard nearly three-qunrters of a mile long, having a width of 500 feei and a
height in some places of 350 feet above the surrounding plain, and a depih below
it of 50 to 180 feet.

The ore is so soft in texture that a man for n day's work can blast and load
10 tons into the wagons, which ascend the hill by a spiral locomotive railway
cut in the ore all the way. The produce of Cornwall banks is contaminated
with sulphur—possibly the most sulphureous ore of its kind in the world.

Mr. GRAY. Where is that?

Mr. MORGAN. Thatisat Cornwall, a place some 85 miles in a west-
erly direction from Philadelphia. As I have stated, the writer says:

The ore is so soft in texture that a man for a day's work can blast and load
10 tons into the wagons, which ascend the hill by a spiral locomotive railway
cut in the ore all the way.

Then we come to the Missouri system:

At a distance of about 80 mlles in a south by west direction from the cit
&t Louis lies the Iron Mountain, and in its vicinity are the deposits of
Enob and Shepherd Mountain.

Part of these ores are Bessemer and part are not.

The first mentionad, and b{y far the most tm?oﬂml of thethree mmiuhh an
irregularly shaped deposit in many pl of clean solid ore of us thick-
nesses up to 70 or 80 feet. The ore sells at St, Louis at about $8 per ton and it
yieldsabout 67 per cent. of iron,

That is a pretty large yield.
In former times it was delivered at $6 per ton. The second quality of ore,
Ponlntning from 50 to 60 per cent, of iron and which is too high in phosphorus

of
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fg the acid process, is sold for about ane-half the price asked for the first-qual-
ore.

Now, it is beyond all question, I think, Mr. President, that these

tlemen who are operating on the Atlantie coast, on the Chesapeake

y and elsewhere in the vicinity of the coast, ean not afford to pay
transportation for this metal from Lake Superior or Lake Champlain,
or from St. Lonis, at the price which it costs there, and the ores being
in that market they can notafford to pay it and manufacture steel from
these ores on the Atlantic eoast, and they must necessarily resort to
foreign conntries for their ore. They can not patronize the American
beds at these prices, and the American ore-beds are sustained by a
Jocal demand more largely than by any foreign demand, of course, in
the very enormous prices which they ask for their ores

The mineral at Pilot Knob oceurs as a bed or seam about 30 feet in thick-
ness, [t is very hard, and in consequence more expensive to work than that
obtained at the Iron Mountanin. It is also rich in metal, being oniy 55 or 57 per
eent., and sells at St. Louis at about & per ton. The second quality of this ore
brings oniv about one-half the price of the first, and these second ores are suit-
able for the basie proeess, slthough unfit for the ucid process,

This anthor goes on to speak of other mines located in the State of
Missouri which seem to abound in valuable ores. Then he says:

The ores of New Jersey belong chiefly to that class known as m:ﬁmﬂte, but
the deposits are thinner than those of Michigan, Pennsylvania, and Missouri,
and are more costly to get.

There the diffienlty is in mining, and the price is raised in conse-
quence of the difficulty of mining and the fact that a day’s work will
not produce as many pounds or tons of ore as in these other deposits,

The ore lies in veins varying in width from a foot or two to 40 feet, but in
the larger masses foreign matters are interspersed. The eost{ under circam-
stances differing so widely, varies much. From $£3.75 to $4. neluding 5 per
cent. for rent, is said to represent the eost price of ore at the pit's mouth. The
pereentage of iron is about 55—

That is rather a low percentage— /
but the content of phosphorus unfits the New Jersey ore generally for the Bes-
semer icid process.

They ean be dealt with only in the basic process. Now we come to
the hematitesof Virginia, and there we see the difference in price, and
we see also the difference in the cost of mining.

In Virginia brown ore, yielding 50 per cent, of iron, is mined for 50 cents per
ton, and delivered at the blast furnaces for about $1.50 per ton.

That is the reason why Virginia can make iron so cheap, on account
of the proximity of the flax and the fuel.

Large de ts of this kind of ore are also found in the States of Alabama and
Georgia, ¥ eidiugfmm 45 to 50 per cent, of iron, and costing about Sl.ﬁﬂga:&mn
r mines. itherto

delivered at the iron works, which, of eourse, are near to

the p of p P us has prevented this ore from being employed for
Bessemer-steel making, but the complete elimination of phosphorus being now
an aceomplishied fact, this stone can be adopted for such & purpose,

The Red Mountain of Alabama is o fossil ore deposit extending over 70
miles, The vein has a working width of about 10 feet, and the ore is of good
quality to probably 100 or 150 feet, when it becomes too calcareous as a rule.
Many millions of tons are already proved in this ridge which is in the midst
of eoul fields, and being rapidly developed by the furnaces at Birmingham Its
average richness in iron {s about 52 per cent. Its cost at mines is about §1.25;
cost Lo furnaces owning mines (4. e., mininF expenses), 55 cents,

Large deposits of red fossiliferons ore are found in the A palachian chain, some-
times exceeding 30 feet in thickness. This oreyields in the furnace about 40 per
cent. of iron, and it is extracted for about 50 cents perton. Inthe northof Ten-
nessee the same ription of ore is found in considerable quantities, but the
cosl of working il isso much greater that it costs about #2.50 ton at the worlks,
Northwards this bed of fossiliferous ore gradually d.lminisg:in thickness, ete.

Now comes the statement which the Senator from Pennsylvania read
from a newspaper. We see here, Mr, President, that the different iron
mines pay wages at different rates, some paying by the day’s work and
some by the ton. Here is this mine within 85 miles of Philadelphia,
where a man can raise a load on the cars, 10 tons of iron a day, and in
Alabama theaverage work would be 2} tons a day, for which he would
get, as this writer states it, abont 85 cents a ton.

Let us contrast that to see whether the wages of iron-making in Ala-
bama, for instance, as compared with Pennsylvania, depend upon the
wages of labor or upon something else. The article which the ggmhor
ifrom Penusylvania read says:

MINERS WORKING FOR 80 CENTS A DAY,

The laborers wnrkinf; in the iron-ore mines of the Little Lehigh disirict, be-
tween Reading and Allentown, are receiving but 20 cents a day.

Omr negroes who mine ores and our white men, too, in Alabama get
from 80 to 85 cents a ton, and they make 2} tons a day on an average
day’s work. ;

Mining operations were suspended during hay-making and harvest, because
the miners were able to earn £1,25 per day among the farmers, Now that min-
ing has been resumed, the minimuom wages are being paid. There is a brisk
inguiry for iron ore, and some mines are being wor, that had been idle for
several years. A demand i3 about to e made by the minera for 90 cenls a day,

and it is believed that they will be sueccessful, as some of the larger operators
asknowledge that the present rate of wages is entirely too small.

‘When we come to consider the enormous prices of these Bessemer
ores as they are sold at the mouth of the mine, ranging from $3.50 to
$7 a ton, withontany transportation at all, or even withont their being
free on board cars or ship, or boat, or whatever it is, we find that the
laborers get a very small proportion of pay, and it does seem as if these
men were making out of the bestowments of Providenceand out of their
good luck in getting hold of these mines very enormous ts, and
they ought to be willing to contribute sometHing to the similar indnstry

located in other partsof the United States, where they are cut off from
access to the mines by the cost of trans; tion,

Mr. SHERMAN. Ishould like to ask the Senator to give me any
information he has. Did hesay that the miners of these Lake Supe-
rior ores get from five to six dollars a day? _

Mr. MORGAN. I did not say the miners get that. I quoted from
the anthor from whom I have been reading the prices at which the
ares sell per ton. :

Mr. SHERMAN. The price delivered in Cleveland, as I showed a
while ago, was $5.50 and $6 aton, the ore having been first tra rted
by rail and then by steamboat. I understood the Senator himself was
giving the cost of the ore. I can give the Senator the cost.

Mr. GRAY, Ishould likewhile the Senator is giving that informa-
tion if he would be so kind as to state whether he knows about whab
the miners make a day in his country.

Mr. SHERMAN. No, I donot. The costof ore is put in this book
at $2.25 a ton. .
- Mr. MORGAN. That includes the labor of raising and the royalty,

suppose.
Mr. SHERMAN. That is given as the cost.
Mr. MORGAN, With the royalty to the mine-owner and also the
raising, I presume it does cost that much. I suppose, Mr, President,
that there are searcely two mines in the United States where the cost
forraising a ton ol ore will be exactly the same. Some of the ores are
harder than others, some have to be blasted, and others are dug oub
merely with the pick and the shovel, and some even need washing be-
fore they can go into the furnace; and where ores are easy to raise, of
course the cost of their production by mere manual labor is lower than
it is in cases where they are more difficult to raise. 3
Mr. SHERMAN. Ican give the Senator now the information about
the rates of wages as stated by Mr. Ely, whose testimony was given
betore the committee:

The hours of labor per week were : At Bilbao, 72; in Cleveland distriet, Eng-
land, 46; on Lake Superior, 55 to (0. Wages per day for drillers and miners at
Bilbao, 60 to T2 cents; Cleveland, drillers and miners, §1.21; Lake Superior,
ers and miners, $2.25 to §2.75. \‘i}ngaa per day for common laborers at Bil
36 to 60 cents; Cleveland, lal , 72 to 84 cents; Lake Superior, §1.
to §2. Wages per day for boys or women, Bil 24 to 36 cents;
boys and women, 24 to 60 cents; Lake Superior, $1.25, Wages of
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then, on Lake Superior are more than three and three-quarter times what they
are at Bilbao, and more than double those paid in the Cleveland district.

This is the testimony of a gentleman whom I know very well, and
it will be taken everywhere where he is known. :

Mr. MORGAN. Therate of wagesat the Lake Superior minesseems
to be from $1 to $1.25 per day.

Mr. SHERMAN. The wages paid for common laborersat the Lake
Superior mines are §1.60 to §2 per day; to drillers and miners, §2.25 to
$2.75 aday.

Mr. MORGAN. There is little distinetion between a common la-
berer in an iron mine and a driller or a man who sets off cartridges.
Almost any ordinary hand employed, who is careful enough to do such
matters, ean do mining in that way with the drill and cartridge. But
taking the wages at §2.25 in the Lake SBuperior mines, is it not an
enormous profit that a man should get from $6 to $7a ton for his ores?
This anthor says so.

Mr. SHERMAN. He ecan not get $6 a ton, because it is only $6 in
Cleveland.

Mr. MORGAN. This is what this author states, a man who is
learned and accumrate, and he has given a history of every Bessemer es-
tablishment in the United Btates and of a good many in Europe.

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know anything about that author, but
I have given you the official statement in the book I had before me
from the Treasury Department as to the cost at Cleveland being $6 &
ton.

Mr. MORGAN. Cleveland, Ohio?

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; Cleveland, Ohio, 1,300 miles from the mines,

Mr, MORGAN. They probably have a large contract and take all the
mine produeces, and, asa matter of course, they would geé special rates
upon that as they would upon ships bringing it in. But when you
come to ascertain the price of ore at the mines ready to be put on board
the cars or any vehicle of transportation, I expect that anthor is about
as reliable as any we can get hold of. .

Mr. SPOONER. What does he say ? -

Mr. MORGAN. He says this iron was formerly $2.50 to $1 per ton
at the mines, and now it costs from $3 to $5 at the mines for hematite
and $6 for the hest speeular.
ahMr. SPOONER. Whatdoyou vnderstand that to mean, $6 on board

ip?

Mr. MORGAN. No, at the mine.

Mr. SPOONER. Six dollars at the mine?

Mr. MORGAN. Yes,

Mr. SPOONER. That is obviously a mistake. -

Mr. MORGAN. Then this anthor gives another computation of the
price at 8t. Lonis. Then he goes on to give the price of iron that eomes
from Spain. Hesa.s:

In view of the large amount of iron ore contained in the United States, it ap-
pearssurprising that we should have imported nearly 800,000 tons last , bub
that was mmeg by of

the searcity of ores mined, suitable for the man ure
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Bessemer pig for the acid process, Il;r which there was a large demand, and
consequently high prices were charged for the domestic orea,

It would seem, however, by the following figures, that the foreign ores cosl
nearly as mueh &t the furnace as the high-priced ores of the Northern States,
and that the real remedy lies in & more extensive use of the cheap ores of the
Southern States for the production of steel at less cost.

I am afraid he is mistaken about the remedy lying in the direction
of themoreextensive use of whathe calls ** the cheap ores of the Southern
States.”” That can possibly apply to the Cranberry mine, butif there
is any other place in the Suuth to which it ean be applied to any large
extent, I am not aware of it.

The minimum prices free on board ship are about: Common ore,45 and 51
per ewt.; at Parman, say $1.50; common ore, 48 and 51 per cwt. ; at Carthagena,
gay $1.75; rich pure ore, 55 and 58 per ewt. ; at Bilboa, say $2; rich pure ore, 65
per ewt.; at Marbella, say $3; rich gure ore, 63 per cwt, ; at Elban, say §3; rich
pure ore, b2 per ewt.; at Oran, say 52.20. :

To these prices must be added freight, insurance, and landing charges.
Bteamer freights for the year 1831, on ore per ton, averaged about §3; the duty
i3 20 per cent. ad valorem, so that Bilboa ore would cost on dock in this country
sbout §5.40; and the Marbella and Elban ore, which is quite as good as Lake
Buperior ore, would cost §5.60 at dock. Adding thelanding charges andinland

ght won?& make the cost of these imported ores about £3.40 at Pittsburgh for
Bilboa, and £9.60 for Marbella.

That statement was made by a man who understood exactly what
he was talking about, a scientific man, who has given a very clear
account of the different prices of manufacturing steel and the product
of all the different furnaces in the United States and Europe, and he
shows that if you carry this iron ore as far west as Pittsburgh from
Bilbao it will cost $8.40 and it will cost $9.60 for Marbella ore.

These prices are too high for us to be permitted to charge these es-
tablishments on the Atlantic coast for the coming in of these ores.
They are cut of, as the Senator from Maryland has demonstrated, by
the prices of freights across the mountains from the opportunity of
using these ores with apy profit at all, and they are compelled to go to
foreign places and get them. So by putting a tariff on foreign ores
coming from Spain or Cuba or the Mediterranean or anywhere, we
practically deny to these people the right to make iron on the coast.

Mr. DAWES. Has the Senator snch information that he can answer
this question: If the works on the Atlantic coast conld get this foreign
ore, could they manufacture steel in competition with Chicago and
Pittsburgh?

Mr. MORGAN. Not by anv means. They can not even manufact-
ure the hematite iron, as the Senator ascertained from various reports
made from his own State by iron-masters that the industry is shrinking.

Mr. DAWES, In New England we have difficulties in addition to
those which they have in Philadelphia and Baltimore, but what I
wish to know is whether it is possible to maintain any of these iron
and steel industries on the coast, depending solely upon our ores.

Mr. MORGAN. Not if we had to depend upon our own ores.

Mr. SHERMAN. We can not hear anything on this side of the
Chamber, and it must be diflicult for the Reporter to hear.

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Massachusetts asked me if it was
possible to sostain an industry for the production ot steel from pig
metal or fron1 our ores on the Atlantic coast, depending entirely upon
our own domestic supplies, and I say no, it is not possible to do so.
These gentlemen on the Atlantic coast who wish to sustain the steel
industry, making steel from the ore, or, if you please, making it from
the pig, are obliged to import their ores from foreign countries, and
where they happen to be convenient Lo supplies of fuel and supplies of
limestone and other fluxes that they use they can make steel on the
Atlantic coast, and they can makeit toadvantage by importing foreign
ores, if we do not charge them too much duty, too much tariff, thus
making the ores cost too much. o

But when, as under the present law, you make every ton of steel
cost them a dollar, or 75 cents at least, and perhaps more than that, by
way of daty on the ore, you place a burden upon them that they ought
not to bear.

Mr. DAWES. My question involves the point whether the ore im-
ported by them takes the place of any ore produced in the United

" States.

Mr. MORGAN, Well, it could take the place of any ore in the
United States if these works were dependent upon United States ore
for their success, but they are not. As I remarked before to-day, it
may not be necessary to import the whols massof ore. You can make
steel here if you have got a pretty good hematite iron that is pretty
low in phosphorus, but not down to the Bessemerstandard. You bring
the non-phosphorie ores into this country and mingle them, and you
will get 5 tons of the best Bessemer ore by the nse of 1ton of the Bil-
boa or the Cuban ore, and in that way we work in a great deal of our
home domestic supply.

Mr. DAWES. That one ton does not, in the Senator’s statement,
take the place of a ton that would be brought over the mountains from
Lake Superior.

Mr. EDMUNDS, It does.

Mr. MORGAN. No, it does not take the place of a full ton. At
Johnstown and Pittsburgh they resort to the same process exactly.

Mr. EDMUNDS. It doestake the place of the American ton if there
were an American ton. .

Mr. MORGAN. Yes.

Mr. DAWES, The Senator from Alabama will allow me to elabo-

rate that point. If these manufactories on the coast can, by the nse of
low phosphoric ores, make steel with such ores as they can get from
Lake Superior and carry on a business that pays, that is one thing; bub
if they ean not maintain their works with such ores as they can
from Virginia and other places, which are of a lower quality in the in-
gredient of phogphorus, unless they can get ore from abroad, because
going so farinto the Lake Superior region after that which is necessary
to make the steel deprives them of the ability to make it profitable,
why, that is a condition which demands consideration.

Mr., MORGAN. I think it does, and I have said all the time that
this whole question was one really of physical geography, one to which
the law ought to accommodate itself, not, perhaps, upon any principle
of tariff exaction, for probably there is no particalar principle involved
in it. But when we find that the Lake Superior ores ean be hauled
only a certain distance profitably, and can not be hauled any further
to make any money out of them, that is no reason why people who
want to use Bessemer ores for the purpose of making Bessemer steel
shonld be prohibited from bringing their ores from some other source
of supply, although it may be a foreign source of supply.

I do not believe in the doctrine of cutting off the industries of our
people because they happen to be so situated that they can not get
hold of the proper material. As the writer from whom I read to-day,
Mr., McFarland, put the proposition, suppose we had no ore in the
United States except in Alaska, and we had to bring all our ores from
Alaska to the seaboard or elsewhere for the purpose of making iron,
who would say in & caseof that kind, if we found oresin a foreign coun-
try, within three or four or five hundred miles, weshould not go there
and getthem; and what sort of policy wonld that be that wounld confine
us to ores taken from Alaska, when, by letting this material in free,
we could save the transportation of that immense distance, for it is
more than anything else a question of transportation?

I do not believe in subjecting all the people on the Atlantic coast
and the Gulf coast to a mere tribute for the sake of paying a high profit
to gentlemen who own mines in Michigan. I do not think it is fair
to do it, and especially it is not fair when Michigan is really under-
rating and belittling her most important industry, and that ont of
which she can make the test amount of money.

If, instead of shipping her ores, she will use the fuel that is within
reach for the purpose of putting that ore into metal right at home—for
it takes at least two tons of ore to make a ton of metal, and you have
got to transport that by rail from Lake Superior to the place where
you smelt it, whether Pittsburgh or Cleveland or Johnstown, and if
you transport the metal after it isrun ont, being only half the weight,
you could save more than half the freight, because the cargo is worth
double or treble what it would be in the form of ores, it is so much
more precious.

It is a mistake for us to take the ground that this country is going
to remain in the shape it is to-day in regard to the production of iron
and steel. These industries are going to transfer themselves to the
cheapest place of production. They are going to meet iron ore and
coal and limestone, and they are going to meet at those places where
it will cost the least to combine them into iron or steel, and these revo-
lations will work themselves out in spite of all our legislation. We
can not help it, neither can we facilitate it very much, and, probably,
not af all.

Baut, inasmuch as these people are impoverished in respect of hav-
ing iron oreg that will produce steel, and inasmuch as we can get them
from foreign countries on shipboard at a very low rate of transporta-
tion, there is no wisdom nor is there any necessity for us to put a tax
upon that description of ores, so as to shut them off irom the henefits
of thisindustry. It is as much asif you shonld say to them, ‘‘ You
shall not exercise your enterprise, you shadl not employ your money,
you shall not make this metal here; we will give the whole monopoly
of it to Pennsylvania, or Ohio, or some other country where it is pro-
duced; we will give the whole monopoly of it to that country, and you
shall not produce it at all; you shall buy from them, because we will
tax the ores which are coming in at such a rate that you can not afford
to make your Bessemer pig out of these foreign ores,’’

I called attention the other day to a fact that I think ought to im-
press the Senate, and that was that these great eruisers which are ran-
ning now, built by John Roach, were built out of Mediterranean ores
that were smelted right on the bank of the Delaware River., These
ores were converted into pig metal there,

There was some intermixture with ores from Pennsylvania or Mary-
land or somewhere in the interior of the country;they were intermixed
with these ores, and then they were there smelted into pig, and then,
as I said the other day, they were taken right across the street and
they were put in the Bessemer converters, the Siemens and Martin
converters, and turned into Bessemer steel. They were taken and put
in the open hearth and refined again, and then they were carried to
the rolling-mill on the same ground, almost literally under the same
roof, and there they were rolled into sheets and plates and various
different forms of steel used in these great cruisers.

Then they were taken npon that very ground and wrought into the
ship without any additiouﬁo cost of transportation. It was Mr. Roach’s
experience, from what he saw and did in the building of those ships,
that caused him to testify before a committee of the other House that

- -
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if we wonld give him free ore on the banks of the Delaware River,
where his works were, he wounld build ships as cheap as they could be
built on the Clyde, and yet he said he would give to the American
laborer his full quota of wages,

I have shown, in the variety of circumstances which attend the lift-
ing of ores out of the varions different mines in the United States, that
you can not frame a tariff law so as to give the benefit of any part of
the dnty any fixed proportion to labor, You can not do it. It'must
depend upon the characteristics of theminein every case. Itisa pecui-
iar sort of situation.

Well, Mr. President, I do not know why I should be here making
an argnment in favor of this proposition, except for just this onething: I
believeif we do not secure this great depositof Bessemer ores that Cuba
furnishes and stands ready to furnish to us, and that our people have
already taken hold of, if we do vot furnish it at the lowest possible
cost to Janerican industry and enterprise, you will find the capitalists
of the world flocking in there and taking possession of it and taking
it away from you.

I think the time is ripe at this very moment, and that is the cause
of my earnestness in pressing these reductions. Here is a strong estab-
lishment on the Chesapeake Bay at Steelton, an enterprise that is not,
I suppose, yet three years old—I thinlk it is not—whose owners are
stating now, and boasting, and seem to be entirely confident of their
success, that they will have the largest steel establishment in the
world, and yet they are importing their ores from abroad.

We ought to have some security for this, We ought to establish a
current of trade between the iron mines in Coba that will bring these
ores right in and enable onr people to build themselves up, so that for-
eign countries can not rival them. I think this is an opportunity we
ounght not to miss, and we ought to lay aside, if we can, for the moment,
all partisan feeling about this and do it for the sake of our country and
our people.

Mr. PLUMB. I merely wish to call attention to some things that
occurred in 1883 on this subject. I should like to have the attention
of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Arpricu], who, I think, if
not in charge of the tariff bill of that year, at least was a very impor-
tant factor inits discussion and passage, and also a member of the con-
ference committee which finally put the hill into sha

I find that on January 16, 1833, Hon. Mr. Kelley, of Pennsylvania,
introduced into the House of Representatives a bill (H. R.7313) en-
titled ‘A bill to impose duties upon foreign imports, and for other
purposes.” On page 26 of that bill, under the head of ‘‘Schedule C—
Metals,’’ occurs this:

Iron ore, including manganiferous iron ore, also the dross or residuum from
burnt pyrites, 50 cents per ton.

That bill was introduced on the 16th day of January, 1883. On the
14th day of February the same gentleman reported the bill with some
amendments from the Committee on Ways and Means of the House of
Representatives, in which the duty on iron ore was left as in the hill
when introduced, at 50 cents per ton.

Coming to the Seuate, I find that the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHER-
MAN], on the 8th day of December, 1832, proposed an amendment to
House bill 5538, being *‘A bill to reduce mterual -revenue taxation,”’
which dealt with the entire subject of duties on imports, and on
20 ;)é‘that bill, under the head of ‘‘Schedule C—Metals,” I find these
words:

Iron ore, including manganiferous iron ore, also the dross or residuum from
burnt pyrites, 50 cents per ton.

In the precise language of the bill introduced in the House by Mr.
Kelley, and reported by him from the Ways and Means Committee.

The bill was finally passed by the Senate on the 20th day of Febrn-
ary, 1883, and a few days later went into conference. That was 50 cents
per ton as Now, as the report of the conference committee
shows, in that conference committee 75 cents a ton was inserted, being
a rate of duty upon iron ore which had not been proposed in either
House of Congress and which had not been adopted by either House.
It seems fo have been entirely the creation of the conference committee
outside and independent of the action of either one of the legislative
bodies.

That, Mr. President, is the legislative history of this rate of duty
under the existing law so far as it appears of record.

Mr. McPHERSON  If the Senator will look at the paragraph re-
lating to steel rails, he will find that the same statement applies.

Mr. PLUMB. We shall come to that later.

Mr. ALDRICH. Isuapposed thatthe history of the bill of 1883 and
of the conference report of 1883 was familiar to all members of the
Senate. The facts were these: It is troe that the bill introduced by
the Senator from Ohio in this body and the member from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. Kelley] in the other House, which was identical with the
Tariff Commission report, contained a provision fixing a rate of duty of
50 cents a ton upon iron ore. It isalso true that the bill as it passed
the Senate fixed the rate of duty upon iron ore at 50 cents a ton. Bnt
the bill passed the Senate as an amendment to an internal-revenue
bill which had passed the other House at a preceding session of the
same Congress. It was one amendment in the nature of a substitute.
In the other House the bill itself was never acted npon.

Mr. PLUMB. I am notquite certain about it, but I think the other

House got further than the metal schedule, Iknow they gob toa point
where they conld neither go forward nor backward and they practi-
cally abandoned the bill.

Mr. ALDRICH. They considerd the bill in Committee of the Whole
in the other House and voted npon this very amendment, or passed it
over, one or the other; but that bill was never acted npon. So the
question that went to the committee of conference was whether the
House of Representatives would agree to the one single amendment in
the nature of a substitute that was sent to them by the Senate. In
that parliamentary condition of affhirs, and the Senator knows it as
well as I do, every line and every item in that bill wasopen as between
the two Honses.

Mr. PLUMB. Oh, yes. The Senator mistakes my point. Idid not
speak of it for the purpose of complaining of the action of the conference
committee as being outside the rule or based upon or suggesting any
impropriety. The only point I make is that after the report of the
Tariff Commission, after the introduction of the bills and the debatein
both bodies, atter all had been said that could be said, after all the
hearings and everything of that kind, when the common consensus of
opinion appeared to be, and as formulated in daylight was, 50 muta
per ton, the rate was changed in conference.

I do not question that the conference committee had the parliament-
ary right to do what it did. I only want to say that after all the de-
bate and after the use of all the facts that were employed and conld
be employed we fixed the rate at 50 cents, yet in the conference com-
mittee it turned up at 75 cents, without, I suppose, any succeeding facts
being brought to bear on the subject.

Mr. ALDRICH. 1 think I may say, without any violation of the
secrets of the committee, because in a certain sense it is an open secret,
that the rate was increased on account of the urgent solicitation and
great array of faets which were presented to members of the conference
by one of its members, the then Senator from Virginia, Mr. Mahone,
who for the interest of his own people, as he believed, insisted upon it
that the mineral resources of the South, that the people of the South,
the laboring people of the South, deserved better treatment than they
had in the bill as it then stood; and upon his suggestion the rate was
increased to 75 cents a ton.

Mr. PLUMB and others. Question.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment .
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLuMB] to the amendment
of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN].

Mr. MORGAN. The yeasand nays were ordered, I understand., -

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They were ordered on a previous
amendment, but not on the amendment to the amendment.

Mr. GORMAN., I desire to withdraw the amendment that I offered
to strike out ‘‘seventy-five’’ and insert ** fifty.”’

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been or-
dered, that can be done only by unanimous consent. Is there objec-
tion ?

Mr, VANCE. I object.
to 50 cents.

Mr. ALDRICH. What was the request of the Senator from Mary-
land? I did not nnderstand it.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The Senator from Maryland asked
unanimous consent to withdraw his amendment, The yeas and nays
having been ordered it requires nnanimous consent, and the Senator
from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] objects.

Mr. VANCE. The Senator from Maryland assures me that he will
offer it again upon another occasion, and so I withdraw my objection. *

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isthereobjection? TheChair hears
none, The question then recurs upon the amendment of the Senator
from Kansas toamend the paragraph by inserting ‘60 cents’’ in place
of **75 cents.”” Is the Senate ready for the question ?

Mr. GORMAN and Mr, PLUMB called for the yeas and nays; and
they were ordered.

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen-
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. If he were here, I shonld
vote ‘' yea.”’

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I wish to say that I am
paired with the Senator from Washington [ Mr. SQUIRE].

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). My pair with the Sena--
tor from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] has been transferred for this vote to
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. CAseY]. I vote ‘‘nay.”’

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. If he were present, I
should vote “* yea.”’

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I am paired with the
Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. WASHBURN].

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was led]. I am paired with the
Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART]. I should vote *'yea’ were he

resent.
3 Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Joxes], and I ask the attention of the
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GipsoN]. T understand that the Sena-
tor from Louisiana [ Mr. GIssoN] is paired with the Senator from Min-
nesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. + I am paired with the Senator from Arkan- °

I want to have a vote on reducing the rate
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sas [Mr. JoxEs]. I propose that we transfer those pairs, pairing the
Bengim ImmA.]tknmapawiih the Senator from Michigan, and we can
both vote.

Mr. GIBSON, Thatis ble to me. L

Mr, HISCOCK. I will vote ‘‘nay.”’

Mr. GIBSON. I vote *‘yea.”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Louisiana will be
recorded in the affirmative.

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called.) The Senator from
Louisiana [Mr. Evstis] is paired on this vote with the tor from
Illinois [Mr. FARWELL], by a transfers of the pairs between myself
and the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. I vote “‘yea.”

Mr, PASCO (when his name was called). My pair with the Senator
from Illinois [Mr, FARWELL] having been transferred according to the
annonncement just made, I vote *‘yea,’’ %

Mr, SHERMAN (when Mr., PAYNE'S name was called). I am gen-
erally paired with my colleague [Mr, PAYNE], but he told me he would
vote on this question the same way I should do. Hesaid he was paired
with some one on the other side apon this vote.

Mr, PLATT. He is paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr.
BARBOUR].

Mr. SHERMAN. I vote ‘‘nay.”’

Mr, PLATT. I will state that the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BAR-
BoUR], with whom I usually have a pair, is paired upon this guestion
with the Senator from Ohio LyM.r PAYNE]. Ishall therefore vote when
my name is called.

Mr. MOMILLAN (when Mr. STOCKBRIDGE'S name was called). My
colleague [ Mr. STOCKBRIDGE] is necessarily absent, and is paired with
the Senator from Georgia [ Mr. CoLquiTT].

-Mr, TURPIE (when his name was called). Iam paired temporarily
on this vote with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. CASEY], who
is not t. Ishould vote *‘yea’’ if I were not paired.

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WiLsox]. If he were present [
should vote “‘nay.”’

The roli-call was concluded.

L:‘ri. BLAIR. Has the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]
voted?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded.

Mr, BLAIR. I withhold my vete. If I were at liberty to vote I

should vote ‘‘nay.’’

Mr. MANDERSON. I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky

!_'Mr. lf,I.ACKBUEH], who is absent. If he were present, I should vote
:m- -

Mr. BLAIR, The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is
paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAYE.who isabsent,
and in the absence of the Benator from Mississippi [ Mr. GEORGE],
with whom I am paired, the pairs may be transferred, so that the
Senator from West Virginia and myself can vote. I vote ‘‘nay.”’

Mr. FAULENER. I vote ‘‘yea.”

Mr. BATE. My colleague [Mr. HARRI®] is paired with the Senator
from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL].

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 29; as follows:

YEAB—21L.
Bate, Faulkner, Morgan, Vance,
Berry, Gibson, Paddock, Vest,
Butler, gomau. - Whalthall,
ray, umb,
Coke Ingalls, Pugh,
Dawes, Mebh Reag
. NAYS—29, =
Aldrich, Dolph, oar, Sawyer,
Allen, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Sherman,
Allison, Evarts, MeMillan, Spooner,
Blair, Frye, Mitchell, Squire,
Cameron, Hale, M. ¥, Teller.
Cullom, Hawley, Plate,
Da Higgins, Power,
Dixon, H 2 Sanders,
ABSENT—34,
Barbour, Daniel, Manderson, Stockbridge,
Black! Eustis, Turpie,
Blodgett, Fa.rwell, - Payne, Voorhees,
Brown, George, Pettigrew, ‘Washburn
Call, 'Ha-lrn;mon, Pierce, Wilson of i‘ovu,
Quay, Wilson of Md.
Casey, Hearst, lhn.soﬁ Wolcott.
Chand]er, Jones of Arkansas, Stanford,
Colquitt, Kenna, Stewart,

So the amendment was rejected.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will proceed with the
reading of the bill.

The Secretary read paragraph 128.

The Committee on Finance proposed to amend the paragraph on
25, in line 7, by striking ont after the word *‘ remanufactured’’ the
words ‘' by resmelting or rerolling; *’ soas to make the paragraph read:

128, Iron in pigs, iron in kentledge, spiegeleisen, ferro ferro-sili-
con, dwr{i::zthto:hn;i u:ht.mpémn,&nﬁ sorn 1, three-tenths of 1 cent per

nd; butn n| Bam BOTH ron or ﬂﬂﬂp—!ml waste

mnr;uimnototul onlytabemnufs&.tmd. Aeaees =

Mr, VANCE. I wish to offer an amendment to the paragraph, but
%l:;;.ppmathewmmitteeamendmnntwmmin order to be acted upon

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. Does the Senator desire to speak to
the amendment of the committee ?

Mr. VANCE. No, sir.

The PRESIDENT I':m tempore. 'The question is on agreeing to the
amendment reported by the committee,

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. VANCE. In line 5 of that paragraph I move to strike out
* three-tenths of 1 cent per pound,’’ the equivalent of which is $6.72
per ton, and to insert ‘‘ $5 per top.”’

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The Secretary will report ihe pro-
posed amendment.

The SECRETARY. Inline 5, strike out *‘three-tenths of 1 cent per
pound,’’ and insert ** $5 per ton.”’

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment
proposed by the Senator from North Carolina.

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, the accepted basis for protective du-
ties of all kinds, the only one which can bear even a semblance of rea-
son or justice, is the difference in labor between this country and the
old country. This duty is especially put npon the ground of protecting
the American laborer, that his wages must be kept np and not reduced
to a level with the pauper of Europe, in the old phraseology; and in
order to pay him living wages this duty must be imposed. )

It so happens that in the course of civilization and the spread of
learning and intelligence we are getting able to puncture some of these
bubbles. We have a report here which has often been referred to,
made not by a Democrat, but by a distinguished Republican, a sharp,
shrewd, able, guessing Yankee, and made in pursuanceof the duties
which have been imposed upon him by law, Mr. Carroll D. Wright.
His investigations and labors have resnlted in a report which enables
us to tell how much money has been expended for labor in the pro-
duction of a ton of pig-iron. That much I am willing to impose.
More than that [ am not willing to impose.

I find that on pages 29 and 30 he gives us——

Mr. GRAY. When was the report made?

Mr, VANCE. This is a prelimi report made July 1, 1800. He
gives us the result of an investigation into 115 establishments for the
manufacture of pig-iron. =

Mr. BUTLER. In this country?

Mr. VANCE. Yes, sit. I find that in only 23 out of the 115 is the
total cost of producing a ton of pig-iron over $15; that in 92 of the es-
tablishments the total cest ‘of producing a ton of pig-iron was under
$15; that in 17 of them the total cost of producing a ton of pig-iron
was under $10; and I find from this report, or rather he finds, that in
105 of the establishments the labor-cost was under $2, and in 17 of
them the labor-cost was under $1; and that the average cost of the
whole 115 establishments for making a ton of pig-iron was $14.80, un-
less my figures are mistaken; and that the average cost of labor in the
whole 115 establishments for the making of this pig-iron was $1,54 per

ton.

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him ?

Mr. VANCE. Certainly.

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from North Carolina,before he
concludes his explanation of these tables, will explain to the Senate
what the remainder of the cost was. Hesays the labor-cost was $1.50
for a ton of pig-iron. Now, what were the other elements of cost?

Mr. VANCE. It will afford me very great pleasure toread the other
elements of cost, as I presume the Senator has not been furnished with
a copy for himself. 1 have not made the average calculations for the
other elements of cost. I have stated that the whole cost of makinga
ton of pig-iron in 23 of the establishments exceeded $15, and none ex-
ceeded $25; that in 97 establishments the cost was under §15, and in
17 the cost was under $10. The highest total cost that I find upon
the list in any one establishment is $25.24.

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator must have misapprehended
my question. He stated that the average labor-cost was 51.54 a tom,
and that the total average cost was either $10 or $15 a ton. What are
the other elements of cost aside from the labor-cost ?

Mr.VANCE. Theotherelements of cost are ore, cinders, scrap, lime-
stone, coke, or coal, officials and clerks, supplies and repairs, and taxes,

Mr. ALDRICH. Were they obtained without labor? Was there
no labor-cost about those elements?

Mr. VANCE. I suppose there was, but when the cost of the ore is
given then I supposed that there would be no more labor-cost to be
added to that which was once paid for, the labor being included in the
cost of the ore.

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me fo interrupt him for one
moment more?

Mr. VANCE, Certainly.

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have him or any Senator npon
that side point out one single element of cost in a ton of pig-iron that
does not represent labor in some form.

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; the salaries of officers, of gons-in-law.

Mr. ALDRICH. The salaries of officers represenf the services of
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men who are as much entitled to compensation as the Senator from
Alabama is.

Mr. MORGAN, Yes; but there is not much labor in that.

Mr. VANCE. I supposed that when the ore was discovered in the
earth, ready to be extraeted, it had some intrinsic value, and if there
was any labor expended on that it was expended by the Creator of the
world, who does not need any of your laws to protect his labor. Cer-
tainly I have known of ore Eanks selling for millions of dollars, and
that was some element of cost, on which not a dollar of labor had been

nded.

§Ir. ALDRICH. If the Senator will permit me further, we will ad-
mit that there is a royalty on the ore in the earth of 50 cents a ton, or
make it any other sum the Senator may please, what other element of
cost is there that does not represent labor?

Mr, VANCE. The labor is already included. The price of the ore
out of which the pig-iron was manufactured is given at $10.32 in the
first establishment shich he investigated. As amatter of course that
includes the labor. He bought the ore and it was delivered to him
for $10.32. As a matter of course, speaking in the language of this
world, speaking in the langnage common among the children of hu-
manity, speaking in the langnage which is germane to the common-
sense and the every-day transactions of this sublunary life, when we
have paid for anything in one stage, the elements of cost, be it laboror
anything else, are not to be carried and repaid for in another stage. I
eonsider that the claim for the labor which was expended in extract-
ing the ton of ore was extingnished when the ore was paid for; and
when you come to calculate the cost of the article in the next process
then only you have any reason to estimate the value of the labor
which was expended in that process, and so on to the end.

Mr. ALDRICH. I now understand the Senator to say that the labor
which enters into the cost of producing the ore and delivering it at the
furnace to be made into pig-iron does not enter properly into the com-
putation to ascertain the labor-cost of pig-iron.

Mr. VANCE. It does not enter into the computation of the article
which is made by this process for the purpose of imposing another pro-
tective duty. That is what I mean.

Mr. ALDRICH. But let me suppose, ifthe Senator will permit me,
ihat the cost of the ore to the American producer, as stated by him to
be $10.32, was, owing to the additional cost of labor in this country,
$4 per ton higher than it was in Great Britain; does not the man who
produces pig-iton require some protection as against that difference of
$4 a ton.

Mr. VANCE., Certainly he does; but the laborer who extracted the
ore from the soil got this protection of about 33 per cent. which we have
just been discussing, He was protected against foreign ore to that ex-
tent. Then when the laborer makes a ton of pig-iron and his employer
pays him $1.54 he is there protected by a duty of $6.72 against the
manufacturer of foreign ores in Enrope.

My argument was to show that, instead of receiving, or being con-
tent to receive, according to their own doctrine and professions, $1.54
a ton for the purpose of equalizing—no, not equalizing, for the g;ll'-
pose of paying the whole of the labor-cost in that ton—they exact from
the eonsumer of pig-iron $6.72, and that they put the difference be-
tween the $6.72 and the $1.54 into their own pockets and then call it
protection to the laborer, '

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I understand the Senator claims that the
only duty which a pig-iron producer in this eountry would be entitled
1o, as shown by the figures which he has now submitted, would be the
difference in the cost of thelabor at that stage, say $1.54 here as against
$1.10 or $1 in England; in other words, that the only protection re-
quired to equalize conditions between this country and Great Britain
would be 50 cents a ton. Or, to carry the illustration a little further,
if a man was engaged in the cntlery business, or engaged in assembling
the parts for making a jack-knife, of putting the rivets throngh the
handles, of which the labor-cost might be 5 per cent. of the total cost
of the knife, the only protection that man would need would be 2} or
b per cent., as the case might be, as against the lower cost of labor on
the other side.

Mr. VANCE. No, Mr. President, I do not put it exactly that way;
but Isay that when you come to make jack-knives for the purpose of
engaging in the New England industry of whittling pine shingles, it is
1o be supposed that yon take the total cost of the material which the
foreigner uses and the total cost of the material which the American
manufacturer nses, and then to protect the American justly from any
difference in labor the labor-cost expended in the manufacture of the
foreign jack-knife shounld be com with the labor-cost expended
Emn the American jack-knife, and the difference should be his protec-

on.

I would not go back from step to step and accumulate the labor that
had occurred in the various processes, every one of them, back to the
original native raw material as it was taken from the bowels of the
earth, unless I took at the same time the protection which had been
extended at every stage and added that to the total amounnt of the pro-

tection.
Mr, ALDRICH. Does not the Senator from North Carolina see that
the American manufaeturer, if he labors under any disadvantages what-

ever, on account of higher rates of labor here, labors under this disad-
vantage at every stage, as he uses American materials which have
been added to by a greatly increased price of labor, or he buys foreign .
materials wpon which he must pay the duty, and therefore have an
added and increased price on aceount of the duty.  As that disadvan-
tageis cumulative, so the duty must be also cumulative to be equalizing.

Mr. VANCE. The Senator seems to leave out the fact that the

i or the German who makes his knife, strange as it may ap-
pear to him, has to pay for every one of these processes also.

Mr. ALDRICH. But he has to pay for them at a greatly reduced
cost of labor. -

Mr. VANCE. He pays asomewhat reduced cost of labor; but even
that is donbtful, becaunseon account of the snperiority of our workmen
and our machinery the cost of labor by the piece is reduced—

Mr, ALDRICH. The Senatoris now putting in a plea of avoidance.
‘We are not discussing that question at all. :

Mr, VANCE. No, sir; I am not putting in a plea of avoidance, I
do not wish to avoid anything except that the Lord will enable me to
avoid the burdens of protection. Every one of these exipenses, from
the original ore in the earth up, has to be paid for by his competitor
across the water. Advocates of protection here seem to think that all
those things should be ignored.

Now, sir, I was proceeding to attempt to show what is the true state
of the case in reference to the duty on pig-iron. By the papers of to-
day I find that the price of the lowest quality of pig-iron in New York
averages about §15.50 a ton. I find by a quotation of two weeks ago
in The London Economist that the same quality, or what I judge to be
a corresponding quality of pig-iron, Scotch pig, is quoted in England
at 46 shillings a ton, which I make to be $11.50.

Then, the freight on that ton of iron thatis brought here to compete
with a ton.made in this country is, at the ountside, $1.50, and the duty
is $6.72, which, added together, makes $19.72 that the English ton of
pig-iron has to be sold for in order to clear expenses and taxes when it
arrives in this country. That leaves $4.22 in favor of the American
mannfacturer against his foreign competitor, of which sum we will say
he pays $1.54 for labor, leaving $2.68 to go into his own pocket, -

According to every obligation of honor and humanity and good faith
in the world he shounld pay the whole of that over to his laborer, for
it was obtained in his name, But he does not; and if we reduce this
duty to $5 a ton we will still leave something like $3 to go into his own
pocket and to defrand the laborer of, and for the purposes to which it
is applied I think that ample and sufficient protection. To continue
this doty in the face of such figures as these seems to me to be avow-
edly legislating in the direct interests of a class, and not for the public.

Mr. President, I do not know bnt that the average labor-cost as I
have given it is too high. I am not sure that my figures are correct.
I rather think they should be still lower than that. In regard toiron
ore, on which there is a duty of 33 per cent.,75 cents per ton—sometimes
it is more than that; sometimes it is 100 per cent., according to.the
cost of taking out the ore—I find that in 81 cases there are only 3
where the cost of taking out a ton of ore is $2; that there are 42 where
it is over $1; that there are 39 under $1, 16 under 60 cents, and 9 un-
der 50 cents. The more you go over these figures, the more perfectly
you become satisfied that there is an enormons duty levied here upon
the American people in the name of those who do the work, but which
is in reality pocketed by those who employ them to do the work. A

I am not willing to continue this any longer. This is the basis of
the great iron industry, and if we wish that to flourish, as all men do,
because it is the sure foundation of all the other industries, we should
give it every possible advantage; we should make every reasonable
effort for the purpose of furnishing it cheap material, that it might
compete with all the world ; and we should impose no taxation what-
ever except snch as may be necessary to enable the manufacturers to
continue to pay the high price of American labor over and above the
reduced prices which, unfortunately for humanity, are paid upon the
other side of the sea.

Every industry, sir, that we have thay is flourishing in the most
beneficial manner to the community, is the industry that has the most
free raw material. In a very considerable portion of ounr foreign im-
ports the manufactures are of cotton goods, and cotton is free by force
of circnmstances. The next most flonrishing industry that we have .
in the shapeof manufactures is leather, and that has free raw material.

Quite a number of articles intended for the nse of manufacturers have
been put upon the free-list by this very bill, all intended to aid manu- .
facturers to compete successfully. 'Why not, therefore, give thissame .
encouragement of cheap material to the greatest of all our manufactur-
ing industries, to the iron and steel products which our country is so
capable of producing, and which we can produce now as cheaply as any
people in the world? ]

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, it does not seem to me that there
isany intelligent man in the United States who believes the statement
that the total labor-cost of a ton of pig-iron was only $1.54. TFor the

urpose of putting in evidence a statement made by a distinguished -
})emo(:mﬁc manufacturer I ask the Secretary to read the testimony of
Mr. Abram 8. Hewitt,

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The Secretary will read as requested.
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The Secretary read as follows:

The percentage of labor involved in the production of any given article de-
pends npon where you begin to estimate the percentage. on begin with a
steel-rail mill, which uses pig-iron, the labor will be from 23 to 30 per cent.
The actunl wages paid by a wire mill will amount to about 29 per cent. of the cost.
If you inelude labor in the blast-furnace that would make it 60 per cent. Butif
you go on back to the ore bed, and put in everything which was paid out from
the ore bed, the percentage of labor would have been about 90 per cent, Lsay
this because the gentleman (Mr. Thomas G, Shearman, of Brooklyn, N.Y.) pro-
poses to overthrow facts within my knowledge, and for which I pay.

Isay the amount which I pay out for labor, when I include every particle of
raw material nningat the ground—and I am & minerboth of ore and coal—
I have never, with all my anxiety to get it down, got it below 90 per cent.on
the value of Lthe finished product.

Mr. MrLrs, What is the finished product?

Mr. HEwITT. Any finished produet. I make bar-iron.

Mr. MiLrs, Is pig-iron a finished product?

Mr. HewrrT, The labor in pig-iron will be 90 per cent. of the cost, It actually
takes 90 per cent, of the cost of the article for labor when you include everything
from the beginuing to the end.

Mr. ALDRICH. Take the stabement from which the Senator from
North Carolina has read and analyze it. On page 60 Mr. Wright states
the elements of cost of a ton of iron ore. Now, what are those ele-
ments? First, labor; second, officials and clerks. What is that but
labor? Third, supplies and repairs. What does that represent but
labor? It is entirely laborinone form or another. Then taxes, a very
small amount, which in a certain sense—but I will not stop to enter
into it now—represents labor, making a total of somnch. That iscar-
ried over to the cost of making a ton of pig-iron, and the elements of
cost are restated there,

Of course these materials are all assembled by transportation. What
does transportation in all its forms represent but labor? Then we
on again with the elements of cost in a ton of pig-iron, and we find it
stated on page 28, labor so much, officials and clerks so much, labor
again, supplies and repairs, labor again, taxes so much. There is no
element in the whole process in the manufactare of pig-iron that does
not represent labor or services, except the crudest form of materials
in the ground before they are touched by the hand of man.

Mr. VANCE. Thenabstractly and philosophically considered, I sup-
pose there is nothing that we exist npon but the air and the sunlight
that is not labor, and it is right smart labor to breathe sometimes.

Mr. ALDRICH. When you pay the man who digs the ore from the
ground, and the man who transports it, and the man who makes these
rapairs and furnishes these supplies, and the man who builds the plant,
and the man who takes part in these processes, directly or collaterally,

" from the beginning to the end, a larger sum in wages than is done in
uny other conntry that is competing with us, so long you must have a
protective tarifl to equalize conditions.

Mr. VANCE. Then, Mr. President, we will not stop there. We
will ascertain and levy a tax upon this article to pay the labor of the
man who discovered the mine, the labor of the manwho dug the roads
that reach the mine, and the labor of the man who built the houses
upon theroad that he staid all nightat and subsisted atupon his travels;
and the labor of Christopher Columbus when he sailed across the ocean
in 1492 and discovered this American country of ours; and the laborof
the le of Spain who went back into the mountains of Catalonia or
Castile and ent down the timber that built the ships that Columbus
nsed in crossing the ocean; and the labor of the man in the shops ot
Toledo who mannfactured the tools that cut down the treesin the mount-
ains of Catalonia that built the ships in which Columbus =ailed across
the ocean in 1492, and so on, and so on. [Laughter.]

The Senator knows just as well as I know, Mr. President, as one of
these little pages knows, that when he rises here and demands the pas-
sage of alaw to protect the American laborer who makes pig-iron, he sim-
ply has reference to the man who manipulates the ore, who melts it and
casts it into pig-iron,because the laborer in every preceding process has
already been protected. He knows that, everybody knows that; and
to undertake to avoid the force of an argnment and to justify a great
iniquity like this he goes back rambling into the ages of the past and
invoking all the doctrine of predestination and the metaphysical con-
seqluencea of the dependence of one thing upon another. He mightas
well go back to the Garden of Eden and say if Adam had been prop-
erly protected he would not have eaten the apple and would be there
now, lying flat on his back in the garden looking up and waiting for
pippins todrop. [Laughter.]

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated.

Mr. VANCE. I do not think I was quite dome, Mr. President.
[Langhter.] But perhaps this a good place to stop.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The Chair begs the Senator’s par-
don; he thought he had taken his seat.

Mr. McPHERSON. I think it is about time to adjourn,I suggest to
the Senator from Rhode Island.

Mr. ALDRICH. I was anxious to get a vote on the pending prop-
osition before adjournment.

_L;r. McPHERSON, I do not think you can get a vote npon it to-
night.

Mr, ALDRICH. Then I move that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 54 minutes p. m.)
the Benate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, August 7, 1890, at
10 o'clock a. m.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

WEDNESDAY, August 6, 1890,
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT,

.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved.
RETURN OF A BILL TO THE BENATE.

The SPEAKER laid before the House a resolution of the Senate re-
questing the House of Representatives to return to that body the bill
(5. 2390) to increase the pension of Evelyn W. Miles,

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

ORDEE OF BUSINESS,

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimons
consent for the present consideration of the bill which I send fo the
desk, being a bilF (H. R. 8) in regard to a monumental column to com-
memorate the battle of Trenton.

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will
ask for objections.

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill.

Mr. ENLOE (during the reading). Let us have the regular order,

Mr. Speaker.
Mr, GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. I

insist that it is the duty of the Speaker at this point of time to lay be-
fore the House of Representatives the bills and other matters of publie
interest that have accumulated upon the Speaker’s table. Ihave my-
self had a bill lying there for twenty-one days which would require
but a moment to dispose of.

Mr. LACEY. Regular order.

Mr. GROSVENOR. This is the regunlar order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. REED] has pre-
sented a conference report, which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
GrosvENOR] will perceive has priority.

ORIGINAL-PACKAGE BILL.

The conference report was read, as follows:

The commiltee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill of the Senate (S, 308)
to limit the eflect of the regulating of commerce between the several States
and with foreign countries in cerlain cases, having met, after full and free con-
fer? ni?e have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses
as follows :

That the ITouse recede from its amendment,

JOSEPH R. REED,
A, C. THOMFSON, .
Conferees on the part of the House,
JAS. F. WILSON,
GEORGE F. EDMUNDS,
J. Z. GEORGE,
Conferees on the part of the Senale,

The House conferees submitted the following statement:

The Senate bill provides that whenever any distilled, fermented, or other
intoxieating liquors or liquids are imported into any State, and there held for
use, consumption, stol , or sale, from any other State or Territory, or from &
fomifn nation, they 1, upon arrival in such State, be subject to all laws en-
acted by it in the exercise of its police powers.

Asamended by the House the bill provides that whenever any article of com-
merce is imported into a State from any other State or Territory or foreign na-
tion, and there held or offered for sale, it shall then be subject to the laws of
such State: Provided, That no discrimination shall be made by any Siate in
favor of its citizens against those of other States or Territories in respect tothe
sale of any article of commerce, nor in favor of its own producls inst those
of like character produced in other States or Territories, nor s the trans-
portation of commerce tIn-ouEh any State be obstructed, except in the neces-
sary enforcement of the health lnws of such State.

Theeffect of g from the House amendment will be to aceept and adopt
the Senate bill.
J. B. REED,
A, C. THOMPSON,

Managers on the part of the House.

The effect of adopting the report of Lthe conferees will be to pass the Senale
bill withont change, to which I am opposed.
WM. C. OATES.

Mr. REED, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on
the adoption of the report,

Mr, OATES. Mr, Speaker——

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr, OATES. I rise to appeal to my colleague on the committes of
conference [ Mr. REED, of Iowa] not to move the previous question
withont giving me an opportunity to be heard.

A MEMBER. order.

The SPEAKER. The question is upon ordering the previous ques-
tion.

‘The question was taken; and the Speaker declared that the ayes
seemed to have it. -

Mr. OATES. I ask for a division.

The House divided; and there were—ayes 76, noes 51.
Mr. OATES. I demand tellers,

Mr. BREWER. Let us have the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 103, nays 96, not vot-
ing 128; as follows:

Allen, Mich.
Anderson, Kans,
Arnold,
Atkinson, Pa.
Baker,

Banks,

Bartine,

Browne, Va.
Buchanan, N. J.-
Burrows,
Candler, Mass.
Cannon,
Carter,
Cogswell,
Comstock,
Conger,
Cooper, Ohio
Craig,

Abbott,
Adams,

Barwig,
Breckinridge, Ky.
Brickner,
Brookshire,
Brown, J. B.
Brunner,
Buchanan, V.
Bunn,
Burton,
Bynum,
Campbell,
Caruth,
g:ﬂ;el[,
tehings,
Cheadle,
Chipman,
Clunie,

Cooper, Ind.
Grats, |

Criap,
Culberson, Tex.
Commings,

Alderson,

Boothiman,
Bowden,
Breckinridge, Ark.

Bullock,
Butterworth,
Caldwell,
Candler, Ga,
Carlton,
g}:euham.

ancy
Clark, Wis.
Clarke, Aln.
Clements,
Cobb,

Coleman,

Ho the

YEAS—103,
Culbertson, Pa. Knapp,
Cutcheon, Lacey,
zell, La Follette,
Darlington, Laidlaw,
Dingley, Laws,
Dolliver, Lodge,
Dorsey, MeDuflie,
Evans, Miles,
Farquhar, Milliken,
Featherston, Moftir,
Flick, Moore, N. L
Funston, Morrill,
Gear, Morrow,
Morse,
Gifford, Oates,
Greenhalge, 0'Donnell,
Grosvenor, O'Neill, Pa.
Harmer, Osborne,
Henderson, I11. Owen, Ind.
Henderson, lowa Payne,
Hill, Payson,
Hitt, Perkins,
Hopkina, Peters,
Ilge le:j.;;i Picklier,
ennedy, F “8'3 oY,
Kerr, lowa Raines,
NAYS—96,
Davidson, Lee,
Dunnell, Lehlbach,
Edmun Lester, Va,
Elliott, M
Fithian, Mansur,
Flower, Martin, Ind.
Forman, Martin, Tex.
Forney, Mason,
Fowler, MeClammy,
Geissenhainer, MoeClellan,
Gibson, MeCormick,
Goodnight, MeMillin,
Grimes, MecRae,
Hateh, Montgomery,
Haugen, Morey,
Hayes, Morgnn,
Haynes, Mutehler,
eard, O'Ferrall,
Henderson, N, C.  0'Neil, Mass,
Herbert, Outhwaite,
Holman, Owens, Ohio
Kinsey, Parrets,
e, Paynter,
Lawler, Peel,
NOT VOTING—I128,
Connell, Lewis,
Cothran, Lind,
Cowles, Mokdos
Wi caAdoo,
Dargan, MeCarthy,
De Haven, MeComas,
De Lano, MeCord,
Dibble, MeCreary,
Dickerson, McKenna,
Dockery, McKinley,
Dunphy, Mills,
Ellis, Moore, Tex.
Enloe, Mudd,
Ewart, Niedrtugham,
Finley, Norton,
teh, Nute,
Flood, 0'Neall, Ind.
nk, Perry,
Grout, Phelan,
Hall, Pierce,
Hansbrough, Post,
are, rice,
Hemphill, Quackenbush,
Hermann, Quinn,
Hooker, Randall,
Houk, Reyburn,
Kerr, Pa, Rife,
Keteham, Robertson,
re, Rockwell,
Lanham, Rusk,
Lansing, Russell,
Lester, Ga. Sanford,

vious question was ordered.

Ray,
Reed, Iowa
Rowell,
SBawyer,
Seall,
Smith, I11.
Smith, W, Va.
-“!;nider.
Spooner,
Stephenson,
Stivers,
gtruble.
weney,
Taylor, 'E B.
Thomas,
'I‘humpson.
Townsend, Colo.
Townsend,
Vandever,
Waddill,
Wallace, N. Y.
Willinms, Ohio
Wiison, Ky.
Wilson, Wash.
‘Wright.

Peninglon,
Reilly,
Riehardson,
Rogers, -
Rowland,
Eaycrs,
Skinner,
Springer,
Stewart, Tex.
Stockbridge,
Stove, Ky.
Stump,
Taylor, 111,
Tillman,
Tracey,
Tucker,
Turner, Ga.
Van Schaick,
Vaux,
Wheeler, Ala.
Whitthorne,
Williams, 11,
Wilson, W. Va.
Yoder,

Spinola,
Stahlnecker,
Stewnart, Ga.
Btewart, Vt.
Stockdale,
Stone, Mo.
Tarsney
Taylor, J. D
Taylor, Tenn.
Turner, Kans,
Turner, N. Y,
Venable,
Wade,
Walker,
Wallace,

Wiley,
Wilkinson,
Willcox,
Wilson, Mo.
Yardley.

The following members were aunounced as paired until farther

notice:
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Snroxps with Mr. CoBB,
BuTTERWORTH with Mr. WIKE.
BooraMAN with Mr, CowLES.
ATRINS0N, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON.
Briss with Mr. WHITING.

. LANSING with Mr, CoverT.
. WALLACE, of Massachusetts, with Mr. ANDREW.
. Mupp with Mr. Rusk,
. WickHAM with Mr, SHIVELY.
McKINLEY with Mr. M1Lrs.

. BOWDEN with Mr. MooRE, of Texas.
BANKHEAD with Mr. WADE.

. McCoxAs with Mr. ENLOE.

. LIND with Mr. PIERCE.
. NUTE with Mr. BARNES.

Mr. RIFE with Mr. Wirsox, of Missouri.

Mr. CLARE, of Wisconsin, with Mr. PERRY.

Mr, DE LAXo with Mr. DoNPHY.

Mr, GrouT with Mr. FrrcH.

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. BLANCHARD.

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. SPINOLA.

Mr. T. M. BeowNE with Mr. LESTER, of Georgia.

Mr, PERKINS with Mr. KILGORE.

Mr. SMYSER with Mr. SENEY.

Mr. WiLLcox with Mr. RUSSELL.

Mr. Houxk with Mr. WASHINGTON.

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. STAHLNECKER.

Mr. FRANK with Mr. TARSNEY.

Mr. WALKER with Mr. BLOUNT. p

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. O'NEALL, of Indiana.

Mr. FINLEY with Mr, CANDLER, of Georgia.

Mr. HALL with Mr. STOCKDALE. .

Mr. JosErH D, TAYLOR with Mr, WILKINSON. E

Mr. BROWER with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi.

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. WILEY.

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. S8ToNE, of Missouri.

Mr. DE HAVEN and Mr. BiGGs were announced as paired on all
questions except bankruptey and national-bank legislation.

Mr. HARrE and Mr. HANSBROUGH were announced as on all

litical guestions; alst n Conger lard bill and Butterworth option

ill, from July 3 to August 6, 1890,

Mr. YARDLEY and Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania, were announced as
paired until August 12.

Mr. LATDLAW and Mr. ROBERTSON were announced as paired for
ten days. 2

The following were announced as paired on this vote:

Mr. Post with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama.

Mr. EwART with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia.

Mr, BECRWITH with Mr. DooKERY.

Mr. REYBURN with Mr. HooKER.

Mr, WATsON with Mr. CLEMENTS.

Mr. KercHAM with Mr. BLAND.

Mr. FARQUHAR with Mr, CLANCY.

Mr. CALDWELL and Mr. McCARTHY were announced as paired for
this day.

The vote having been recapitulated,

Mr. OATES (who bad voted in the negative). I desire tochange my
vote.

The name of Mr. OATES was again called, and he voted “*ay.”’

Mr. MCMILLIN. My colleague [Mr. PIERCE] is det ined from the
House on accountof a fall from arailroad train. He desires indefinite
leave of absence, the request for which I will put in later.

The result of the vote was announced as above stated.

Mr. OATES, I move to reconsider the vote just taken.

Mr. REED, of JTowa. I move to lay that motion on the table.

The SPEAKER (having put the question). ‘The ayes seem to haveit.

Mr, OATES. I call for a division.

Mr. REED, of Iowa. I ask for the yeas and nays. -

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—
yeas 107, nays 95, not voting 125; as follows:

YEAS—107.

Allen, Mich. Cooper, Ohio Knapp, Reed, Towa
Anderson, Kans, ig, Lacey, Rockwell,
Arnold, Culbertson, Pa. La Follette, Rowell,
Atkinson, Pa. Cutcheon, Laidlaw, Sawyer,
Baker, Dalzell, Laws, Scull,
Banks, Darlington, Bmith, IlL
Bartine, Dingley, Mokenna, Smith, W, Va.
Bayne, Dolliver, Miles, Snider,
Berdcn, Dorsey, Milliken, Spegoner,
Belknap, Evans, Moflitt, Stephenson,
Bergen, Featherston, Moore, N. H. vers,
Bingham, Flick, Morrill, Struble,
Boothman, Funston, Morrow, Sweney,
Boutelle, Gear, Morse, Taylor, E.B.
Brewer, Gest, O'Donnell, Thomas,
Brosius, Gifford, O’ Neill, Pa. Thompson,
Brower, Greenhalge, Osborne, Townsend, Colo.
Browne, Va. Grosvenor, Owen, Ind. Townsend, Pa.
Buchanan, N.J. Haugen, Payne, Turner,
Burrows, Henderson, 1L Payson, Vandever,
Candler, Mass, Henderson, lowa Perkins, Waddill,
Cannon, Hill, Peters, Wallace, N. Y.
g‘ﬁﬂﬂ' Ei“'k_in ;Lekller. gi;lhm Ohio

eatham, o s, gsley, son, Ky.
Cogawell, Kcﬁey, Quackenbush, Wilson, Wash,
Comstock, Kennedy, Raines, Wright,
Conger, Kerr, Iowa Ray,

NAYS—95. )

Abbott, Bynum, Crain, Fithian,
Adams, Campbell, Crisp, Flower,

rwig, Caruth, Culberson, Tex, Forman,.
Breckinridge, Ky, Caswell, Cummings, Forney,
Brickner, Catchings, Davidson, Fowler,
Brookshire, Cheadle, Dunnell Geissenhainer,
Brown, J. B. Chipman, Edmunds, . Goodnight,
Brunner, QItmie. Eiliott, Grimes,

Buchanan, Va. Cooper, T Hatch,
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Hayes, Mansur, O'Neil, Mass, Stone, Ky.

€8, M.lrun.'lnd. Outhwaf Stump,
H y Martin, Tex. Owens, O] Taylor, IIL
Henderson, N, ¢, Mason, .
Herbert, MecAdoo, Peel, Tracey,
Holman, MeClammy, Penington, Tucker,
Kinsey, McClellan, Reilly, Turner, Ga,
ot ik, il 5 e Sl
] m, s, aux,
Lawler, Montgomery, Rowland, ‘Wheeler, Ala.
Lee, Morey, Bayers, ‘Whitthorne,
Lehibach, Morgan, Skinner, Williams, IIL.
Lester, Va. Mutchler, Springer, Wilson, W, Va.
Lewis, Oates, Stewart, Tex, Yoder,
Maish, O'Ferrall, Btockl::ldgu.

KOT VOTING—125,

Alderson, Cothran, Lind, Bherman,
Allen, Miss. Covert, Magner, Bhively,
Anderson, Miss, Cowles, MeCarthy, imonds,
Andrew, Dargan, M 4 yser,
Atkinson, W.Va. De liaven, MeCord, Spinola,
Blnkhaui, De Lano, McCreary, Srlhlnmker,
Barn, Dibble, MecDuflie, Stewart, Ga.
Bcckﬁth, Dickerson, McKinley, Stewart, V&
Biggs, kery, McoRae, Btockdna
Blanchard, Dunphy, v Stone, Mo,
Bland, loe, Moore, Tex. Tarsney,
Bliss, Ewart, “d?'] Taylor,J. D.
Blount, Farqubar, Niedringhaus, Taylor, Tenn,
Boatner, Finley, Norton, Turner, N. Y,
Bowden, Fiteh, Nute, Venable,
Breckiuridge, Ark.. Flood, O'Neall, Ind. Wade,
Browne, T k, Payuter, Walker,
Buckalew, Gibson, Perry, Wallace,
Baullock, Grout, Phelan, Washington,
Bunn, Hall, Pierce, Watson,
Burton, Hansbrough, Post, Wheeler, Mich.
Butterworth, Hare, y Whiting,
Caldwell, er, Quinn, Wickham,
Candler, Ga. Hemphill, Randall, Wike,
Carlton, ermann, Reyburn, Wiley,
Olancy, Hooker, fe, Wilkinson,
Clark, Wis. Houk, Robertson, Willcox,
Clarke, Ala. Kerr, Pa. Ruslk, Wilson, Mo,
Clements, Ketci:am, Russell Yardley.
Cobb, Kilgore, Sanfo
Coleman, Lansing, Scranton,
Connell, Lester, Ga. Seney,

So the motion to reconsider was laid on the fable.

The following additional pairs were announced:

Mr, CoLEMAN with Mr, PAYNTER, until further notice.

Mr. FArQuHAR with Mr. CLANCY, on this bill.

On this vote: :

Mr. Post with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama,.

Mr. SANFORD with Mr. COWLES,

Mr. BecRwITH with Mr. DOCKERY,

Mr. REYBURN with Mr, HOOKER.

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated.

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on agreeing to the report of
the committee of conference. The question is open for debate, twenty
minutes being allowed on each side. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr.
ReEp] and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OaTEs] will be recog-
nized to control the time.

Mr. OATES. Before the gentleman from Iowa begins, I wish tosub-
mit a request. In view of the brevity of the time allowed for discus-
sion and the nnmber of gentlemen who desire to speak, I ask unani-
mous consent that all who wish to do so may print remarks on this
subject in the RECORD.

There being no objection, leave was granted. ]

Mr. REED, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I think it is not necessary at
this time to indulge to any extent in debate on this measure. Ii
has already been debated for two days in this House, and the whole
question, it seems to me, has been very thoroughly gone over. I deem
it a matter of justice to myself to say at the outset that I have not
changed the views expressed in the report which, by the direction of
the JudiciaryCommittee, I submitted to the House. My own view is
that property of every description carried into a State for the purpose
of g there sold ought Lo be subject to the laws of the State where
the business is proposed to be transacted. But it became very appar-
ent to me very early in the conference that it was impossible to secure
the adoption of that view at this time.

I think I can salely say that no measure can be passed through this
Co! at present which has in view the restriction of traffic in any
article of commerce except intoxicating liquors; and as, Mr. Speaker,
that is the great evil arising under the commereial clause of the Con-
stitution as interpreted by the Supreme Court of the United States,
the present pressing want, I deemed it wiser and better to yield my
own views and opinions in reference to commerce in other articles and
endeavor to secure a remedy for that one evil by this legislation.

. Now, thedistinction between the Senate bill and the bill as weamended
it in the House is nnderstood, I apprehend, by every gentleman on this
floor. The Benate measure proposed to deal exclusively with the article
of intoxdeating lignors; and it provides when that article is imported
into a State trom another State or Territory or from a foreign nation,
and there beld for use, consnmption, storage, orsale, it shall be subject
to the laws enacted by the State in the exercise of its police powers,
As we amended the bill it would provide that all articles of commerce

when tmn?crted into a Btate from another State or Territory or foreign
nation, and there held for sale, should be subject to the laws of that
State, and that, in short, is the distinction between the two measures,

Now, so far as the traffic in intoxicating liquors is concerned, the
Senate hill is possibly quiteas comprehensive as the bill as amended by
the House. Itishelieved by theadvocatesof this measure that it reaches
the particular evil in question, the particular inconvenience nunder
which the country is suffering at the present time from the decision re-
ferred to, and will afford a remedy. I donotmyself, asI have already
had oceasion to say on this floor on a previous day, like this temporiz-
ing, this dealing with a particular question or a particular article of
commerce to meet a particular exigency i reference to it, or whenever
such exigency shall arise; but wonld greatly prefer to lay down gen-
gml t{grinciplm which would be applicable to all commerce among the

tates,

But, as I have said, I became satisfied early in the conference that
no such result could be obtained, that it was impossible to achieve
what we desired in that direction, and that we could pass no bill
throngh Congress at this session that had the effect of placing any re-
striction on commerce generally or on any other article of commerce
except intoxicating liquors, o that, in so far as it goes, the measure
of the Senate affords a remedy for the particular existing evil with
which we have to deal at this time.

Lapprehend, Mr. Speaker, that objections will be urged to the phrase-
ology of the bill. The objections of my friend, the gentleman from Ala-
bama [Mr. OATES], as I nnderstand him, are based solely on the
phraseology of the bill. Itwill be ohserved that the bill provides that
this article of commerce, when imported into a Btate and there held
for nuse and consumption, shall be subject to the police laws of the
State, and the objection of my friend grows out of, or is based on, that
particular phraseology, as I understand it.

So far as I am personally coneerned, if I could have accomplished
that result I should have been willing to strike those words out of the
bill. But he knows as well as I do that that is impossible; that we
could not reach that result, and I think he will agree with me that
perhaps in that respect the bill is not altogether vicious, is not alto-
gether bad. If a single case can be stated in which it wonld be proper
and right for the State to exercise the very powerit may exercise under
that langnage, I believe my friend will agree with me that the power
ought to be preserved to the States.

I will undertake, however, to state more than one case in which I
think it wonld be important for the State to have and exercise that
power. Now, the gentleman from Alabama informs me that on the
statnte-bouks of his State there is a statute making public drunkenness
punishableasaerime. Ithink the wisdom of astatute of that kind will
not be questioned here. But what power does the State assume to ex-
ercise by such an enactment? What object is it desirous of accom-
plishing? Is not the object in view to secure to the people of the
State freedom from the annoyance and inconvenience caused by drunk-
enness in public? It is not merely to punish the poor wretch who
violates that provision of the law, but to secare to the people of the
State freedom and immnnity from annoyanee by public drunkenness
and its demoralizing effect upon the community.

The man who exhibits himself in public in a condition of drunken-
ness is a public nuisance. His example is bhad. Tt is to avoid that
evil and that influence that the State of Alabama has enacted the law
to which I have referred. But suppose the State is unable to accom-
plish that object by the process of pnnishing the violator of the law.
If the State has a right to attempt to enforce the law by punishing the
violator, it has a right to go a step further and enact any legislation
necessary for the accomplishment of its purpose. But suppose, I say,
it is not able toaccomplish it by punishing the individnal who violates ~
the provision. It has the right to go a step further, It has the right
to close against every man in the community addicted to the habit
every place where intoxicating liquors are sold. My friend will admit
that. Butif it has that right it can go still further.

Ifit can not prevent the evil to society for which the law of Alabama
was enacted by punishing the offender or by closing the places where
intoxicating liguors are sold against him, it may enterhis domicileand
seize the liquors he there keeps and on which he becomes intoxicated;
for the power and duaty to protect society from his beastly exhibitions
and the evil-influence of his example necessarily includes that power it
its exercise be necessary for the accomplishment of that result. X

If the State may arrest a man and punish him for his offense against
decency for the purpose of preventing the repetition of his drnnkenness
in publie; if it may close every public drinking-place in the State
against him, I do not know of any principle that prohibits it from go-
ing into his dwelling-place and seizing the liquors that he has imported
from abroad if that becomes necessary for the purpose of accomplish-
ing that result. Now, that is one case. I will state another.

The State has the nndoubted right to reguire of all its citizens the
performance of certain public duties; and growing out of that right, as
I contend, is the further right to restrict the individual in the matter
of his habits, if that be necessary, for the purpose of securing to it the
best services of the individual in time of public danger.

In times of invasion or publie disturbance nobody will doubt the
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right of the State to demand the services of every able-bodied man
within its jurisdiction for the purposes of repelling the invasion or of
maintaining the public peace. It has the right to demand military
service from every citizen who is able to render such service. Now, if
in such an emergency a man whe owes this duty to the State, and is
able to perform it, enters upon a course of conduct that is caleulated
and intended to destroy his power to render that duty, I think no man
will doubt the power of the State to put its hand upon him and to
restrain him. That is a power that has often been exercised in this
country. Why, within the recollection of my friend and myself, in
the exercise of that very power, a half million of men during the late war
were driven to what was to him and to me and many of our associates
on this floor the field of honor and of dnty. It was simply the exer-
cise of that power by the State or by the nation, the power to compel
the citizén who is able to render military service, to render that serv-
ice in timp of emergency.

T will state another case in which I claim the State has this power,
and it is essential to its very existence that it should have it and on
occasion exercise it. Every man owes the duty—first it is a natural
duty and second it is a duty to society—to maintain and educate his
family. No man will doubt or deny that proposition. But supposea
man by his habits, by his conrse of conduct, destroys his ability to per-
form t{nat duty has entered upon a course of conduct the inevitable
result of which is to destroy his ability to support his family; will
it be doubted by anybody that the State may lay its hand upon him
and restrain him in the matter of his habits? This power is essential,
I say, to the preservation of the State.

The State has the further right, as I conceive, as I know, and as no-
body will deny, to demand the performance of certain political duties
by every citizen. It may call upon you, sir, or any other gentleman,
to aid in the administration and execution of the law. It therefore has
an interest that every man who is liable to be called nupon to perform
this duty shall preserve his ability to perform that duty, to perform it
to its best interest. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am not contending for the
exercise by the State of any paternal power over the individual eitizen,
My contention simply is that the power to do these things is essential
to the very existence of the State itself.

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me toask him a ques-
tion? Do I understand you to say that if this Senate bill passes, un-
der the laws of Towa the authorities of that State will have the right
to go into the private cellar of any gentleman and take from him liguors
that he has stored for his own use, and confiscate them, under thelaw
of that State, if those liquors have been received from a foreign State
and are in the original packages?

Mr. REED, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, my proposition is this: That if
by the use of intoxicating liquors that I have acquired in any way,
which I have in my house, I am destroying my ability to perform the
duties that 1 owe to the State and the nation and to my family, duties
that the State has the right-to require of me, it has the right to enter
my house just as it has the right to punish me, just as it has the right
to close every drinking place in the community in which I live.

Mr. SPRINGER. But who is todecide that yon are not capable of
&king care of yourself and ought not to be allowed to control your-

f2?

Mr. REED, of Towa. - The State is quite as competent to decide that
question as is this Congress.

1 want to make this one suggestion further, and then I am throngh.
In these matters the only prudent course, in my judgment, is to act
upon the presumption that the State will exercise its power ina wise

_and prudent manner. Congress is not the embodiment of all wisdom.
1 have the profoundest respect for the Fifty-first Congress, in the first
place becanse I have become acquainted with a great many very pleas-
ant and able gentlemen who are members of it and in the second place
becaunse I myself am a member of it, [Laughter.] And yet I have
no hesitation in saying that when we came from our homes to enter
upon our duties here we did not impoverish either the wisdom, intelli-
gence, or patriotism of the eommunities which we left ; they arequite
as capable now of dealing with these questions as they were before we
left them. [Langhter and applause. ]

Mr, HATCH. Will the gentleman allow me fo ask him a question?

Mr. REED, of Jowa. Yes.

Mr. HATCH. I would like to ask the gentleman from Iowa upon
what theory he supports thisSenate billin preference to the House bill,
4vhich not only protected the interests he is now contending for, bnt
also protected the great dairy interest of Iowa and the Northwest?

Mr. REED, of Iowa. I stated in my opening remarks that person-
ally I have not changed my views. I prefer the House bill.

Mr. CASWELL. I wish the gentleman could explain why we can
not have the Honse bill.

Mr. HATCH. If we vote this down, then we can protect the dairy
interest and at the same time have prohibition.

Mr. REED, of Iowa. What time have I left, Mr. Speaker?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has two minntes left,

Mr. REED, of Iowa. I reserve them.

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a parliamentary in-
quiry, so that the House may be fully informed.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. OATES. The guestion will be on the adoption of the conference
report. If that be voted down, will it not be in order to insist on the
House amendment or any substitute which the Honse may instruct
the committee of conference to propose?

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not hear the gentleman’s inquiry.

Mr, OATES, Is it not in order, if the conference report is voted
down, for the conferees to be instructed to insist on the House propo-
sition or on any amendment or substitute that the House may see

per?
The SPEAKER, The effect of voting down the proposition will be

to throw the whole subject open to the action of both Houses as if no

action had taken place on the part of the conference committee.

Mr. McMILLIN. And would not one effect be to put it in the power
of the conferees to insist upon the substitute adopted by the House of
Representatives ? a

Mr. CANNON. Another effect would be that there will be no leg-
islation on the subject at this session; and that is what some gontle-
men want,

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is exactly what it will be.

Mr. OATES, Mr. Speaker, in the brief time that I have it will be
impossible for me to more than state the question which I conceive
to be involved in this matter. I am opposed to the Senate bill, as
stated by the gentleman from Iowa, my colleague on the conference
committee, on account of its phraseology and on account of its narrow-
ness, I believe we ought to have broader legislation upon this ques-
tion than the Senate bill proposes. I will first invite the attention of
the House to the distinctions between the interstate-commerce power
of the Constitution and the police power of the States, and ask gentle-
men to bear in mind what they are,

The police power of the State relates to everything within it which
is supposed to affect injurionsly either the health or the morals of the
people, as shown by the adjudication of the Supreme Conrt in the Kan-
sas case, where they held that distilleries can be destroyed under State
law and the distillation of spirits absolutely prohibited; and in the
Pennsylvania case, in the manufacture of oleomargarine within the

State, although done under State law and authority, they held that

the Legislature had the right to prohibit its manufacture and sale, even
by punishment and fine. Justice Field,dissenting, held that the manu-
facturer had a property right which was protected under the fourteenth
article of the amendments to the Constitution; but the majority held
that, the Legislature having ascertained that it was injuriousto health,
that was conclusive with the Supreme Court.

Therefore, interstate commerce—that is, every article of commerce
which is imported from any other State or foreign country going into
a State—if primarily subject to police law,is subject to that police law
the moment it entersthe State. Why, then, if that be true, the power
of the State would be sufficient to overturn the constitutional clause
which vests in Congress the power to regulate commerce among the
States, and that power is just as broad as that to regulate commerce
with foreign nations and among the Indian tribes. It presents a ques-
tion of Federal rights, and, in the exercise of the polies power, the
States’ rights. What I hold has been decided in several cases by the
Supreme Court, which I have not the time to read. :

This bill of the Senate proposes to subject liguors and liquids to the -

laws of the State enacted in pursuance ot its police powers:

That all fermented, distilled, or other intoxicating lignors or liguids trans-
ported into any State or Territory or remaining therein for use, consumption,
sale, or storuge therein, shall upon arrival in such State or Territory be subject
to the operation and effect of the laws of such State or Territory enacted in the
exercise of its police powers, to the same extent and in the same maoner as

though such liquids or liquors had been produced in such State or Territory,

and shall not be e:emﬁb therefrom by reason of being introduced therein
original panckages or otherwise.

Now, here is an article which the Supreme Court held in the recent
case to be an article of commerce. Liquors are held to be articles of
commerce. The laws of Congress recognize that by making the manu-
facturers pay a tax upon them, and in the case of foreign importation
you tax them, which is a license; and the States have always dealt
with liquors as an article of commerce.

Therefore, they are not subject to the police power of the State until
alter they bave arrived there and have been sold in the original pack-
age, because, in the absence of a law of Congress, it requires a sale to
commingle those liquors with the property of the State and render them
subject to the State police power. Until the liquors are imported and
intermingled with the property of the State they are not subject to the
police power of the State. - Now,this bill of the Senate proposes to ren-
der these liquors, although they are an article of commerce, subject to
the police powers of the State before they are sold in the original pack-
age, and even as soon as they enter the State. * :

Now, sir, while Iam in favor of the exercise of State rights, I am a$
the same time in favor of the observance of Federal rights. The Con-

stitution secures to the people of the State of Illinois, for instance, the
right to ship their goods which fall within the eategory of interstate
commerce into any other State in the Union for sale, and until there
is an act of intermixing, so that those goods become a part of or hecome
mingled with the property of the State, they are not subject to the
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police power of the State. How far to go in order to protect the Fed-
eral right which the Constitution of the United States gives to the peo-
ple of, say, Illinois or any other State, and at what point to stop so as
to protect the ple within the several States in the enjoyment of
their rights ung:rn the police power of the State, is the precise question
here presented. e

This Senate bill appliesonly toliquors. The word **liquid " is also
used, but **liguor '’ is broad enough to cover everything of that char-
acter. I maintain that the Senate bill is not suflicient. I maintain
that it is simply trifling with this question. Every lawyer knows the
force of analogy and precedent. Hereisa protest which I have received
from the board of health of the State of Iowa, showing that several ar-
ticles may be introduced into that State under the decision of the Su-
preme Court and =old in original and that the Senate bill
does no% touch them. I have also here the laws und regulations of Towa
on this subject, but I have not time to read them.

Another objection that I have to this bill, and an insuperable one, is
found in the provision that ‘* any liguors transported into or remaining
in a State for use, consumption, sale, or storage therein’’ shall be sub-
ject to the State laws. i

Now, while the Senate bill allows a State to exercise whatever power
it pleases over liguors when they come into the State, yet where the
State goes to the extent of prohibiting & man from importiog a case of
liguors for his own use, as Iowa, for instance, does, and you vote for
this Senate bill, you indorse thatand vote for a sumptuary law. Now,
Isay that a State has the power to do such a thing as that, but I deny
that a State has any right to do it. A State has the power to prescribe
what sort of a hat a man shall wear; it has the power to dictate that
or anything else, unless where it has parted with that power to the Fed-
eral Government. A State can do anything, but I deny that it has a
right to do any such thing as that.

1 do not believe in sumptuary laws. They are violative of personal
rights, and any one who votes for this conference report indorses the
doctrine of a violation of personal rights, indorses the doctrine that a
State can rightfully deny to a citizen the right to import liquors for his

own use.

Mr. THOMPSON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him aques-
tion?

Mr. OATES, I cannot beinterrnpted, becanse my time is solimited.
If I had more time I would yield cheerfully.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think I hitve stated these distinctions pretty
clearly, but if you will notice there is a little more fog in this bill.
It subjeets these liquors to the police power of the State the moment
they cross the State line, without regard to whether they are in the
original packages or not, and they are subjected to the State police power
to the same extent that the State may go in reference to its own prod-
uels, {

In Kansas and in Iowa both under the Statelawsand under this bill,
if yon import a keg of beer for the nuse of your own family, the State
authorities can send their inspector to knock the head out of the keg
and let the beer run to waste. Now, do gentlemen think that legisla-
tion ought to go so far as that, to permit the State thus to rob people
of their personal rights? Inever cansanction, I never have sanctioned,
I never will sanction such a principle. [Applause on the Democratic
side.

I y}icld five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. SPRINGER].

.[hir. SPRINGER withholds his remarks for revision, See Appen-
X,

Mr. QOATES. 1 yield to the gentleman from Towa [Mr. HAvEs]..

. Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this proposition, both
because it is clearly and plainly an attempt to commit Congress to the
dogma of prohibition and sumptuary regulation of the habits of the
people and becaunse it is contrary to all just ideas of State rights, outside
of its mere prohibitory character; and the attempt to sustain it on any
such doctrine or idea is specious and fallacious.

X XOT FOUNDED ON STATE RIGHTS.

This is shown by the fact that it singles out intoxieating liguor
alone as a subject to be committed to the tender mercies of State laws,
and includes its private use and consumption as well as its mercantile
character, and because it, by Congressional action, gives life, if this
law is constitutional when passed, to State laws that are now inopera-
tive, if not void.

This, on general principles, is bad enough, but it becowes absolutely
vicious when there is doubt abont those dead State laws now represent-
ing the existing sentiment of the respective States, If they do not rep-
resent present sentiment in any State, the eftect of this action by Con-
gress, if constitutional and binding, is to fasten upon the people of a
State a law respecting a matter of merely local concern and sumptuary
regnlation by Congressional action. In other words, it is the fastening
upon the people of a State of a condition of things not wanted by the
people of that State and relating to a matter of merely local concern and
by Coungressional action in a matter over which Congress has no just
l:lriadiction, instead of this being done by the action ot the people them-

ves.

Every man that respeets the just rights of the’States and seeks to

draw the proper dividing line between State and National jurisdiction

and concern, should repel any such attempted interference with the

rights, jurisdiction, privileges, and responsibilities of the several States. _

URDER THIS DOCTRINE AXD IN JUSTICE THE STATES SHOULD ACT-AFTER THE
POWER 18 DELEGATED,

If the proposed action was, as suggested by an amendment offered
by myself when this question was before considered here, to commit
this matter to the States to be hereafter acted upon it would put an
entirely different phase upon it and eliminate at least one objection
to the proposed law. I will repeat what I then said:

The effect of this amendment simply is to provide that in subjecting liguor or
other articles of commerce to State laws when imported into any State, such
laws so governing such subject shall be passed hereafler, that is, after this au-
thority is so given by Congress,

The reason of this is that this proposed delegation of power to the States is
conceded by all to be a new departure, and consequently there is not a law ex-
isting on the statute-book of any State in the Union passed with any idea of, or
reference to, any such delegation of power, and it seems an absurdity to attempt
to validate an incongruous mass of laws about which we know nothing, and
which were d to meet entirely different conditions and surrouncgliup,
Then, again, if it is to recognize thealleged rights of States over these
matters, and if it is good pofie‘y so to do, it seems to me that these laws should
be passed intelligently and with a know! of the authority and power un-
der which they are passed, and, above all, that they should represent present
sentiment in the several States,

Then, again, this course avoids all possible objection that laws in the Stales
that are now unconstitutional, void, and of no effect, by reason of the supreme
power of Congress over commerce, ¢an not be vn!ida‘leg by wholesale or other-
wise by Congressional action. I donot wish to be understood as asserting that
even with this amendment this legislation would be satisfactory to me, but if
any law is to be passed, whether liked by an individual member or not, it
should be made aa near right as possible, and it seems to me that this or some
similar amendment would very much add to the real value of the law, do away
with at least one very serious objection to it, and make it much more palatable
{‘;:w_l.hre msz;al publie, without impairing in the least the principle upon which

is foun '

It this prineciple is right, letit be acted upon intelligently and with full knowl-
edge of what is being done. We can not afford to fasten even upon a single
State any law that the State should pass, The State itself should do it and with
its eyes, so to speak, open, and this can only be done by passing the Inws with
full knowledge of the suthority and recognition of the reason why they are
passed. This would be very much more a recognition of the doctrine of States
rightﬁ and the desirability of allowing the several localities to govern them-
selves in theirown affairsthan isthe foreing upon them by Congressional action
of laws which now have no force upon them and which will receive their only
binding force asto them, if at all, by an authority entirely outside of themselves
and in nowise responsible to them.

To cover the objection that I have heard made, that this course wounld
leave a lapse where there would be no law, it might perhaps be pro-
vided that present Jaws should stand for a fixed time and long enough
to allow an expression by the people.

EXISTING SENTIMENT SHOULD ALONE GOVERY.

Now, it may be said that we have no right to assume that a law act-
ually now upon the statute-books of a State does not represent exist-
ing sentiment in that jurisdietion; but I not only deny this, but say
we have no right to make any assumption concerningit. And soin del-
egating a power to the States as to any particular class of legislation
Congress should limit it to action to be taken under the delegation of

wer, and by reason of it, and with full knowledge of and responsibil-
ity to the authority by which the action is taken.

IN IOWA THE CONTRARY RESULT WOULD BE ATTAINED.

But outside of any theoretical reasoning upon the question the State
of Towa furnishes a good example to show the eftect of this class of
legislation by Congress upon a State and how it may have the effect
to fasten npon the people a law or principle not desired at the present
time. }

This State now has a prohibitory liquor law upon its statute-books
that for inherent devilishness, ‘‘ pure cussedness,’’ and utter disregard .
of personal liberty and human rights has no parallel in the annals of
modern or civilized legislation.

This law has been upon the statute-books for about a third of a cent-
ury, but has been intensified and brutalized from time to time by the
Republican party in that State, at the behest of its prohibition ele-
ment, which, by the way, long since swallowed the dear old party, head
and tail, and has since dictated its whole 'fx:licy; and this being the
ease, the sober second thought of the people has begun to be heard,
and common decency and a regard for the rights of the people have be- .
gun to assert themselves, and the last general election there broke the
yoke and clearly demonstrated that the people of Iowa desire to repu-
diate the monstrosity, and still it is here attempted by this proposed
legislation to fasten it upon an unwilling people by Congressional ac-
tion. :

In the name of the majority of the people of Iowa I protest and
demand that no snch system be fastened upon us without onr own
action, taken with full knowledge of the power and aunthority by which
it is done and of the effects of our action.

IOWA SENTIMENT AS SHOWN BY ELECTION RESULTS.

That I amright about cfrmnt sentiment upon this question in Towa
can be clearly shown and is by the cold logic of facts demonstrated in
the election returns,

As is well known, this State had been solidly and reliably Repub-
lican for years and so until 1889, To be sure in 1888 the Democracy
for the first time in the present generation elected a State officer, 4
railroad commissioner, but it was in no wise upon political grounds,
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but was simply the revolt of the better element of the Republican
party against a eandidate not entitled to reputable support. But the
election of 1889 was a fair test on principle and was an election where
prohibition as on the statute-books of Towa was made a prominent
factor in the campaign, and where the Republican party declared in
its platform that it was the settled policy of the State, from which there
should be no backward step, and where the Democracy denounced the
law and declared for local option and high license, and where the
respective candidates for governor as well as other speakers made this
the most prominent feature of the campaign.

The speech of the Democratic candidate, Hon. Horace Boies, upon
opening the campaign, was a masterly one on all the issnes before the
f&Ople, and go peculiarly so on prohibition that, although quite long,

will insert this portion of if in my remarks, and especially as it gives
the history and effect of this craze npon Iowa and its material inter-
ests, and shows how fully the issue was presented to the people and
the consequent significance of the vote to which I will call your atien-
tion:

GOVERNOR BOIES ON PROHIBITION.

The B_el;thimu party in its platform of principles again affirms its adherence
to prohibition, declaring in the same paragraph that it has become the settled
policy of the State, and that it (the party) stands for the complete enforcement
of the law. It is now five years since that Iaw, substantiallyin its present form,
became a part of the penal statutes of the State. No law enacted by man was
ever surrounded by more stringent provisions for ils enforcement or, consider-
1l_n§ ;.tl:e\‘ri::.:s:) :r the acts it forbids, armed with more terror-inspiring penalties

0] .

Is it not time to stop and inguire why it is that at the end of five full years
from the adoption of this law, it becomes necessary for the dominant party in

_the State to make public in i%s political platform that it stands for the complete

enforcement of this law? The reason is apparent enough, It is because of
the notorious fact that in large sections of the State the law never has been and
s not now respected. ;

WHY XOT ENFORCED,

Of no other criminal statute can it be said that public sentiment in any part
of the Siate will not enforee it. There is no material difference in the intelli-
gence, morality, or respect for ordinary laws of our people. There is, and al-
ways will be, a wide difference in their social habits, depending largely upon
the eustoms of their fathers, the infl of educati anid the surroundings
in which they live,

Itis because of this difference that public sentiment will .enforce prohibition
in some parts of the State, while in others it will not, The demand for com-

lete enforcement means simply that public sentiment in some of the
gmln ghall be made through the agencies of the law Lo submit to the dictation
of public sentiment in other parts, The proposition is full of interest. The

ﬂmi%le upon which it is based presents a question of the gravest importance,
t reaches down to the foundations of our politicul structure, and involves the
natural right of self-government.,

The stat t of the question is {o my mind a conclusive argnment in itself,
Noone could maintain that the city of Dubuque ought to have the right to
determine against the will of the citizens of Waterloo that she should control
the traflic in intoxicating liquors within hier limits by a license law instead of a
prohibitory law, and the converse of the proposition is equally true. In the
fact that the law is odious in many parts of the State is found the necessity for
the Republican statement refe to,

It is absolutely clear that before any law should be forced upon American
freemen s:fninst their will itshould be so just that no fair-minded man could as-
sail it, and 80 clearly adequate to accomplish the purpose for which it was made
that reasonable doubt in that respect could not exist.

How isit with this law? I’do not hesitate to declare that its enaciment was
the gravest injustice toa at number of our citizens, and that it is n.lmd?r
demonstrated that itis absolutely inefficient to accomplish the purpose for which
it was made. Nor do I hesitate to say that in the world's history no more eruel
abandonment of -principles by a political party was ever witnessed than is
founftdin t!;a history of Republican legislation in this State on the subject under
consideration.

CONFISCATION OF BREEWERIES,

‘When that put{ came into power in Towa it found the Stale practically un-
developed, with little capital invested in manufacturing enterprises of any
kind, and substantially none in distilleries and breweries; and it found a stat-
ute in force which absolutely Earq;hihilad the mannfacture of every species of
intoxicaling liquor, wine and t included, except such as was to be used for
mechanical or medicinal purposes,

The population of the State was then comparatively small. Almost unlim-
iled areas of its generons soil had never been touched by the hand ot man.
Then cilizens were needed to develop a wilderness of natural wealth into a
great and thriving State. with cities and towns on every hand.

Put here upon her statute-books was thislaw that declared that no man should
manufacture or sell within her borders any intoxicating liquor of any kind,
beer and wine and cider included, except for mechanical and medicinal pur-
poses. Then, as now, a large fraction of the people of this, as well as other
countries, were opposed to such a lawand fous legislators understood that
if Iowa was to be smly developed it must be done by opening wide her arms
and inviting all ¢ of gooplo to come and make their homes within her
borders, and so among the first publicacts of the Republican party, after it came
into power, was an act amending this statute, declaring that nothing within the
prohibitory laws of the State **should be construed to forbid the manufacture
and sale of beer, cider from apples, or wine from grapes, currants, or other fruits
grown in this State.” .

BREWERIES LEGALIZED BY LAW IN 1558,

This law took effect on the 10th of April, 1558, and was in foree until March 17,
1882, a period of twenty-four years.

cities and many of the townzsof the State, More or less vineyards were planted -
and wineries established. Men devoted their lives to the business, egueued
their children to follow therein, and invested their fortunes, aggregating enor-
mous sums in value, in s iness that the law declared as legal as any in the
world, and which to the minds of the men 8o engaged was as morally right as
anycould be, Everyonelooked upon this business aslegitimate, because by the
highest human authority—the law of the land—it was so declared,
PROPERTY DESTROYED BY LAW IN 1884, b

Intime aclass of people, many of whom came to the State with those who had
invested their means in such business, but who had devoted their lives to other
pursnits, eame to look upon the brewer and the wine-maker as enemies of so-
ciety, and upon his business as injurious to the publie good, and thereupon de-
termined that the law which for a quarter of a century bad made that business
lawful should now make it unlawful. They knew that to do this was to destroy
every dollar in value ot the property invested in that business, nmounr.ina' to
millions upon millions. They knew that the effect of such legislation would be
to bankrupt men whose lives had been spent in this business, They knew that
hundreds if not thousands of men who were then rich would be made poor;
that vast industries would be crushed and thousands of menthrown out of em-
ﬂlo}'mcm; but in all the throng that clamored for this law not one that I ever

eard of pro that the least provision should be made for indemnifying
those who were to be finanecially crushed by this legisiation. The Republican
party leaders became frightened by this clamor, yielded to the eruel demand,
tried to hide the iniquity of the act behind what is called & non-partisan elec-
tion, and in 1884 passed law which the Republican party is now demanding
shall be completely enforced,

EVERY MAN'S PROPERTY IN DANGER.

As we glance back over the history of legislation on this subject, is it o matter
of surprise that the law ishot completely enforced? Do we not know that the
plainest principles of common honesty and fair dealing were ruthlessly violated
by a system of legislation that first made a business lawful and then, when mill-
ions of money were invested in it, co.dly and eruelly destroyed it all? Are we
g0 blind as not Lo see that the principle of this legislation carried to its legiti-
mate result places every man's property at the mercy of a majority? Can we
expect capital to come into our State and take the chances of & dominant publie
sentiment that destroys it without merey or remuneration whenever
judgment of the majority the public good demands it? I know that most of
the men who clamored for this legislation, and who now clamor for its com-
plete enforcement, claim to be honest men who love justice and abhor wrong.
And when I think of this I am filled with amazement that it has not occnrred
(o them that if the public good demanded the practical destruction of such large
business interests, and of the property employed therein, every dollar in value
of which had been uired under the sanction of law, simple honesty required
that the public should pay for that good with dollars and cents, instead of steal-
ing it through the aid of the ballot.

TYRANNY OF MAJORITIES.

It has been well said there ja no tyranny like the tyranny of majorities. An
angry mob will strangle a human being without a ¥ tion o i

in any of its members, when not one of all the throng would meet his vietim
alone and with his single hand send him into the presence of his Maker.

A great party by the deposit of a little ballot in the hands of each of its mem-
bers will destroy without compensation millions upon millions in value of
pru]rerty ns leﬁally fequired as any in the State, and yet not one of these would
apply the torch to the very least of all this accumulated wealth.,

here is not living to-day a ruler of any nation of the earth who, if he had
the power, would dare single-handed and alone to issune an edict practically
conliscating the property of his subjeets to the extent that is done the law
in question. 1f he did, an army of impoverished men, erazed by the loss of fort-
une and smarting under what to them would seem an incomparable wrong,
would seek and take his life.

That the law was hargh and cruelly unjust in some of its features was known
to the men who made it. That its enforcement would meet with the most de-
termined opposition was equally apparent, and so the Legislaiure undertook
to provide for what every one knew must come. There is not in all the
laws of Iowa another statute armed with such extraordinary means for its en-
forcement,

Judges are admonished that they must call the attention of grand jurors to
its provisions at every term of court. All peace offigers are striclly commanded
to see thatits provisions are faithfully executed, and any neglect in this re-
gpect is made a penal offense. Magistrates must issue warrants for the arresé
of citizens on the mere belief of informers, without the statement of a sl.nglh
fact in support of that belief. Courts and jurors are enjoined to construe
law so a8 to prevent evasion and so as to cover the act of giving as well as sell-
ing. Any person upon a mere affirmation of his belief may procure a search
warrant and send the officers of the law into any of our places of budmand
even into the dwelling-houses of citizens, which the laws of every civil na-
tion defend as the castles of their owners. An army of spies and informersare
turned loose upon society, and no place is so sacred that it can not be invaded
in the mad rush for the enforcement of this law,

The whole power of the civil tribunals of the land is placed at the disposal
of those who feel it their duty or undertake as matter of personal gain to see
that the law is executed. Cruel and excessive punishment is inflicted upon all-
whe violate its provisions. Fineathat impoverish and dun ns that destro,
are penalties for acts innocent in the eyes of nine-tenths of the civilized world.

FHARMACISTE PROSCRIBED,

A man trusted in all the business walks of life, engaged in the most honorable
and responsible of callings, standing between the physician and his patient, can
not fill a preseription for a dying man, woman, or child until he has published
a notice for three consecutive weeks that he intends to apoly for such a riuhl&
procured a certificate of good moral character from one-third of the
volers of the town or ward in which he lives, takon an oath that he has not
within two years violated this law, and given bond with sufficient securities
that he will in this respect remain a lnw-abiding citizen. When all this has
been done, if no objection is made, the licensed pharmacist may obtain an order
for a permit to sell alcoholic stimulants for mechanieal and medicinal purposes.

But he is not yet entitled to his permit to sell for these pulg)m. ore he
can have it he must take another oath that he will well and faithfully observe
this prohibitory law; that he will notsell or furnish any intoxicating liquors to

In al thmgaars the Republican party of Towa was in full possession of the
legislative and executive branches of the Stale gover t. Ontwo si

in 1860 and again in 1873, the laws of the State were revised, and in both of these
revisions the clause legallzing the manufacture and sale of beer, wine, and cider
was retained. In the twenty-four years that the law, so amended, was in force
under Republiean rule Iowa grew from a sparsely settled wilderness into a
most populous and thriving State, with farms dotting its prairies in every di-
rection and towns or cities scattered through all its counties.

During all that time no man who invested his money or devoted histime to
a manufacturing business could pointto so clear a legal right therefor as the
brewerles, the wine and cider makers of the State, for in addition to the right
which they derived from the law to engage in this business, so long
as it was not prohibited by statute, Lthey had also a statutory right Ly clear im-
plication from the provision aforesaid. =

During these years breweries were built and put in operation in nearly all the

any p who is not known to him personally or duly identified ; that he will
make true, full, and accurate returns of all certificates and requests made toor
received h?r him for the sale of liquor during each month, showing the person
to whom it was sold and the true signature of the signer of each request
granted, When all thisis done the licensed pharmacist who has obtained a per-
mit may sell aleohol for medicinal and mechanical purposes. .
But the law is not through with this pharmacist yet. It has made him take
an oath that hq would be sufficiently respectable to obey at least one of the
genal statutes of his State, but it is not sure that this one oath is sufficientl
inding, and so every month he must take another oath that he did not comm!
perjury when he took the first. And with this cath he must present to the
county auditor of the county in which he does business the original request for
intox: ng lig taining the ine signature of the party that
it, and describing the kind and quantity of liguor sold,
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The law is now done with the seller. Let us glance at the case of the pur-

In tens of thousands of homes in [owa, among the best people we have, are
those whose vital energies are on the wane; old age has overtaken parents or
'y pa 1 has befallen wife or child., Nature has ceased to fur-
nish her life-giving stimulnt; something else must take its place.

There is no hesitation in judg tas to what is needed. A little wine or a
little beer taken in reasonable quantities and at lgullr periods will add to the
wasting energies of the old or renew the enfeebled strength of the sick. And
80 with enger care friends hasten to the pharmacist to buy what they know as
well as any physician ever knew, that which their loved ones need.

But here ngy are told thas they can have it upon one conditionalone. They
must sign a writlen or printed reqnest, stating theirage and residence, for whom
nand for whose use the liquor is required, the amount ana kind required, and
when this is done they can purchase the needed stimulant required. But
their written request does not stop with the pharmaeist, who from the nature
of his busi would ider it n professi 1 secret were it not for the law.
But it goes from the drug-store to the public office of the auditor of the county,
there to remain a publi d, to be ined by any one and every one who
desires to read it.

DECLARATION OF FAILURE.

I have given you, my hearers, the briefest possible sketeh ofthe extraordina
legal fwvhkms that have been made to aid in the enforcement of this law, an

et with all this power, with the whole machin of the State government in

e hands of the party that enacted it, at the end of five years’ experiment, it
becomes n for that party to declare that it stands for the complete en-
forcement of the law. . However much it may be depl d,isita tter of sur-

ise that, notwithstanding this law, with ever-i sing hi for its en-

ent, has been upon our statute-books so long, there are sllﬁ localities
I ing the most popul districts of our States in-which it is openly defied?
Bul whether matier of surprise or not, the fact exists, as is plainly con by
the decl fon in the Republi platfi “towhiahlhavomfenud.
ISSUE OF THE CAMPAIGN.

Itis with this fact, un t as it may be, thatthe people of lown must deal
in the present mpaigupmls;num will deny that open deflance of established
Jaw by the majority of the people of any section is a public misfortune that
calls loudly for a remedy of some kind,

Until the present time it is probably true that a majority of Democrats in Iowa
have based their opposition to prohibilion on the broad ground that in and of
itself it is wrong; that it is in conflict with the natural right of every citizen to
control his ewn social habits in his own so long as they inflict no direct

ury upon the publie at large; that in its ineeption it was a cruel di
perty rights; that it made rieh men r with no fault on their part,
unless it was o fault to follow s business which the laws of their State made

But, strong as this position was in the minds of such men, they have eome to
realize the that public sentiment in Iown is not in barmony, and that true
patriotism demands of themn coneessions which will as far as possible rid our

ple of this subject of fisrce contention. To their great credit be it said that
¥ nre the flrst as an organized party, speaking through its representatives in
convention assembled, to recognize the existing situation and plant their feet
on ground impregnable to the asssults of their enemies at least.
THE DEMOCRATIC STAXD,

By its platform adopted at S8ioux City, the Demooratic pﬂ.rtfu s to every lo~
cality within the State where public sentiment upholds prohibition, ** Keeﬁn;
no outside influence shall be permitted to interfere with your choice,” and while
it mmices to these localities that pledge it demands for other localties where

ublie sentiment does not uphold the law, the right to reject itand to substitute
fn it place a system that isto-day by the great majority of mankind recognized
as the better system for minimizing the evils of intemperance.

No fairer proposition ever fell from the lips of man, , It is nothing less than
the applieation to this question of the ples on which our whole system of
governmentisfouaded, namely, the t of self-government, Itgivestoevery
city and every incorperated town and township in the State the right to deter-
mine for itsell by a vote of its own electors whether it will have prohibition or
high license for the control of the liquor traffic,

1t would be eminently fair and just if it was practicable to enforce prohibition
inevery part of the State. It will appeal to reasonable men with a hundred times
mare foree b isa ded fact that in the large cities of the State it
never has been enforced and never ean be so as to suppress the liquor traffic,

If it ever becomes posaible to ¢lose the open saloons in our cities, it is abso-
Intely certain that it will be followed by what is infinitely worse, the secret

saloon. -

The first can ba put under the su ision of the law. Minors and drunk-
ards ean be exel therefrom. The latter in the hands of the worst elaments
of society is open to any one who secks it. 3

So long as it is an open question as to which of the two methods, prohibition
or high license, is the better ealculated to prot ety inst the evils of
intemperanee, it would seem impossible for any one to maintain that the peopl
of one loeality in the State should be permitted to force upon those of another
their own peculiar views,

Becnuse a eity or locality in one section may desire and can enforce prohibi-
tion it is no reason why it should help fasten it upon a city or locality in an-
other section that does not desire and ean not enfores it.

The very clnim of such a right is, to my mind, so barren of all equity and
fair dealing between the sections that it ought to be combated by every lover
of the system of government under which we live. Itis nothinglessthan a de-
ninl of the right of self-government, the assumption that one set of men were
made wiser and better than others and put here to do the thinking for them-
pelves and their neighborsalso,

So far I have dealt with principles about which there should be no confliet of
opinion. I have simply to prove that upon questions where men hon-
estly differ the majority should rule, and that this principle should be soap-
plied as to effectuate to its fullest extent the inalienable Itht of self-govern-
ment.

PERSONAL RIGHTS,

I want now to appeal to the people of Iowa without
tion, in the M of her own experience, to ealmly eonsider
themselves whether prohibition is in fact a better system than high license for
the control of the liquor traffie in many of the State,

In what I have to say I hope no one will understand me as justifying in the
least degree the ing viee of intemperance. In all its forms it is a sin
against society, a e in its vioti and the b st of ingratitude towards
family and friends. But, bad as it is, it has existed to a or less extent
ln:x:ierynnl.ion of the earth from the beginning of historie ngea until the pres-
ent time.

Perhaps in no eountry of the ‘Flabe are ita ra less marked or its evils
less serious than in our own. If we could accurately determine the per cent. of
our entire population that ean truthfully be styled intem persons, the in-

ifieance of the fraction would be a surprise to many, if notall. Notone in
A bundred, not one in five hundred, nor one in a thousand of all the men in the
United Statesare, in my judgment, so addicted to the use of into liguors
that they can properly be styled intemperate men. And yet I do not we I

to political affilia-
determine for

ar i - s

ov e who Ily, and many of them regularly,
take of aleoholic stimulants of some kind when I fix it at more than one-half of
the entire adnit male populstion of the whole country, lowa included. Inmany
localities the proportion is greater than this who use wine or beer,

Auuminget- estimate to be true, it follows that the social habits of more
than half the men in the State are to a greater or less extent interfered with by
the prohibitory laws when no necessity exists therefor; while one in n thou-
sand by reason of his loss of self-control is o proper subject of governmental
care in this respect. I am notsaying the use of stimulants to the extent indi-
cated or to any extent, except in cases o! sickness or old age, is wise. Iam
ulmp]{ dealing with facts as I believe them to exist. There is and always has
been in the retail traffie in these liquors ¢énormouns profit. Under prohibitory
laws, where no license is required and no tax collected, n very limited business
i.sr::-lr'eg lucrative one to those who carry it on if they can escape the penalties
of the law.

All experience teaches that, in all the larger and many of the smaller cities
of the gountry, whcm;{mn sialopons are driven out, other methods of conduct-
ing the business immediately follow. The traffic is not suppressed, it is sim-
ply changed, and that, as [ believe, for the worse, If it is made less, it is re-en-
foreed t_a‘r other evils that more than ecounterbalance this good. Every man

z in the busi knows that he must look to other sources than the law
for the protection of the business he follows. He nt once becomes oblivious to
every moral obligati The viol tion of

g tion of one law makes easy the viola
others. To hide the statutory erime he is daily committing, he isready to com-
mit others infinitely worse. Falsehood is to him no longers vice; perjury has
ceased to be a crime; his whole lifeis a frand, and he is a subject which society
has far more reason o dread than the drunkard himself.

LEADS TO DISRESPECT OF LAW.

If this business stop, with ita influence on those en in selling liquor
it wouldnot be so , but every man who buys knows he must not betray the
men of whom he purchases this outlawed commodity. And so it hsfgna, as I
" believe it will be led by those d in the administration of the crimi:

u

nal laws, that more paw is committed in prosecutions under this statute
alone than in all others. come before the courts of the State.

EFFECTS ON BUSINERS,
Turning from the evil effecta of this illicit and outlawed trafficupon those en-.
in it, let us consider the effect upon the business interests of the State at
rge of prohibitory laws that make no distinction between loecalities, and con-
sequently none belween communities of different tastes, different habits, an
even of different nationalities, but with one inflexible rule force their pro-
visions upon local governments that do and do not want them, alike,

If it was ever possible to believe that prohibitory laws finally
general, the illusion has been dispelled by the vote of State after State in differ-
ent sect of the try within the last few years.

It is not an exaggeration to say that such laws are far less popular at this
time than they were five years ago, when Iowa adopted hers. ithin that
time no less than five orsix States of the Union have by popular vote, and usu-
ally by overwhelming majorities, defeated such laws; and oneat least, after try-
ing the experiment for years, repu the system as and re-
pealed her law.

lowa then must face the stubborn fact that her prohibitory law is unpopular
with the great majority of the people of the United States, and vastly more so
with the people of other countries.

PREVENTS TMMIGRATION.

She has not to-day within her borders one-fourth the population she is eapa-
bleof supporting. Much of her magnifilcent soil has never been disturbed by
man, Her cities and villages are not half wn. To all the people of the
world her arms should be outstretched, bidding them come to share her bless-
ings and add to her prosperity.

ut this is not her attitude, She has adopted for herself a code of morals on
this subject at variance with f)uhlic].entiment in the great centers of population
throughout the civilized world, and to every one she proclaims that iﬁm
to abide with her he must, if necessary, leave behind him the lessons of his
life, the customs of his fathers, and the socinl habits of his people. It did not
require the tongue of prophecy to foretell the effect of such a law upon the
great stream of amisrufon. that taking its rise in the densely populated coun-
ries of the Old World pours over the sterile lands and crowded cities aud vil-
lages of our Eastern States, increasing as it comes, and empties itself upon the
virgin soil of the great West. e

To more than halt of all this living tide Iowa's prohibitory law stands asan
impregnable barrier, beating it back and turning it aside to be poured into the
arms of other States and Territories more liberal in their laws, so far as they
affect the social habits of their people,

DRIVES PEOPFLE AWAY.

No one with unbiased mind has fuiled to observe an almost alarming decrease
of immigration into our State duving the Iast five years, But even this is not
the worst feature of the situation. hile during the period aforesaid few have
come to our State to remain, many have gone out of it to abide forever, If any
of my hearers will count the number of families within their knowledge that
have come other States or countries to reside in Iowa since this law was
enacted and then the number of families that during the same time have re-
moved therefrom, they will almost certainly be startled by the comparison,

1 do not elaim that all who bave moved away went b of their oppositi
to this law, but I do elaim that they left because of the general stagnation of
gur“l:nninesu inwr?sts and that this condition has been very largely produced

y the legislation in questi

In my own judgment the principal reason for the decline in market value of
our agricultural lands and for the tardy growth of our cities and vill dur-
ing the last five years is found in the naked fact of the existence of this law,

It is but reasonable to expect that legal enactments in conflict with the social
habits of more than half the world will of necessity affect the tide-of immigra-
tion to and emigration from the State in which they exist. And our own ex-
perience in that respect but confirms what was apparent from the first.

ISJURES THE FAEMER,

Again when the prohibitory law of 1884 went into effect, there were in opera-
tion in the State breweries in all of the large cities and distilleries in several of
them, the mr:ta.l of the State then having in operation whal was boastfully
called the biggest distillery in the world. These establishments employed
'"‘T’ numbers of men, purchased un&raid for immense quantities of eorn and
barley, sold the products of their business in nearly the markets of the
world, and received and disbursed the value thereol among our own people.
The egate of all this business, which was nothing less than the manufact-
ure :j raw material produced by our citizens and used in one of the highly
})mluhd indus ries of our t tariff system, was no inconsiderahle factor

n the business prosperity of the State. Its suppression affected not n‘?‘:s the
parties whose individ thereby, but it depri the
whole State of the advantages of a business recognized as legilimate in nearly
every section of the globe, the produets of which enter into the commerce of
all ewiﬂ;ad l:;.:i;nuﬂ:nﬂ pervade the buainess channels :{Ia&"u} p?&uleela: the
earth. For m rposes an enormous quantity ese uets are

11 1 by o and other - mﬂﬂumzndw’lﬂwn-

fortunes were rui

y ¥ our people, great q
tinue to be usad for purposes not legitimate in the eye of the law. Within the
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past six months, with not an open saloon therein, I have heard it said hr re-
nsible parties that five car-loads of beer were unloaded at the railway
pots of this city tu.a single month,
SENDS MOXEY OUT OF THE STATE,

1 have recently seen it stated in the publie press that the city of Cedar Rap-
ids, ina like period of time, sent to other States in payment for these prodncis
no less than §75,000. These amounts may be exaggerated, but certain itis that
from every city and almost every town in the State there is a constant flow of
money taken from the business channels of our own people and emptied into
those of other States in payment for the ucts of breweries pnd distilleries,
not a dollar of which is returned to us. The loss to the State in this respect has
been greatly enhaneed nnd the efflency of prohibitory law iderably impaired

a recent deeision of the Sup Court of the United States holding the pro-
vision of our Inw unconstitutional which undertakes to prohibit common car-
riers from tra {ing slooholie stimulants from other States into this, except
under specified restrictions.

The resalt of thisdecision is that any resident of the Stale of I[owa may make
an order on any dealer residing in another State for such kind and quantity of
liquor as he desires, and common earriers, including railway and express com-
panies, can without molestation bring it to his door and deliver it to him to be

asab if the purcl so-desires, and there isno law that hasbeen
orean be made that will deprive a single individual of that right. It follows
that, surrounded ns we are by States in which the manufacture and sale of these
products are legal, alcoholic stimulants of every eonceivable kind are within
easy reach of all who want them.
THE REMEDY SUSGESTED.

In view of all these facts it becomes an imperative duty on part of both of the
great political parties of the State to recognize the existing situation and sug-
gest a remedy for the evils that all admit exist.

< It was the privilege of the Republican to speak first. She knew the
fearful cost, in treasure and in bl
many localities. She knew the frightful sacrifiee of personal rights it had
produced in the very capital of our State. She had heard it charged that in
asingle year in the esunty in which the capital is loeated four thousand search
warrants were issued, of which thirty-¢ight hundred commanded the search of
private residences. She knew that this ruthless disregard of the most sacred
rightsof our people—the right to remain unmolested in theirhomes—had aroused
the righteous indignation of & whole city and buried her former splendid ma-
jorities under an aval he of ing votes,

THE REPURLICAN CANDIDATES' POSITION.

But the frenzy that oriﬁﬂed this law has not yet died out in a majority of
that , and so her voice is atill for war. No back step must be n;

she stands for the complete enforcement of the law.

Following the declarations of her platform, we are told by her nominee for
governor, in his speech at Villisca, that ** the prohibitory law needs no amend-
ment,”" but that *independent statutes will ber made which will command re-
spect for law.” -

On a question of such vast importance as this it is unfortunate that the
speaker’s language was not more definite, Ifit is susceptible of more thanone
meaning, he ean not complain because each one putshis own construction upon
it. The independent statutes which he tells us are to be made are not to be
amendments to the thibito law, He says it needs none. Theyare to be
statutes which will " command respect for the law."” This is what he says,

Te my mind this language is ptible of but one construction. The inde-
pendent statutes referred to are to supply the foree necessary to compel obedi-
ence to this law in localities where publie sentiment condemns it. Such force
can onliv be supﬁlied in the form of a State eonstabulary or some other police
regulation whichis powerful gh tosubdue publi ti t.however much
it may be opposed to the law.

E!r;;hl a display of force can only be made through the aid of men employed to
a) b

5 ntlemen, T am not an alarmist, I have great faith in the institutionsof my
country and a sacred re for the prineciples on which they are founded ; but
Itell yon to-night, that if the day ever comes in Iowa when men pa.lroi the
streets of her cities, armed with power to overawe public sentiment therein
and compel by force obedience to laws whieh that sentiment condemns, the
evening of her prosperity will be reached,

THE DEMOCRATIC PROPOSITION,

Now, what is it that the Demoeratic party proposes i.n&lnea of all this hate-
ful contention that is arraying section against ion in the deadly attitude of
foes and str ling the busi i of our great Commonwealth? Sim-

that the people of every township, city, and town shall have the right to
le for themselves by a vole of their electors whether they will retain pro-
hibition as it is to-day, or adopt in its Pince a rigid high-license law.

It does not seek to deprive a single locality of the full benefit of our present
prohibitory system, if public sentiment demands it; nor does it seek by force
or otherwise to fasten this law upon other loealities that do not want it.

RESULT OF CAMPAIGN ON THIS ISSUE. °

Now, what was the result upon such a campaign with such issues?
The Democracy elected their governor, they elected just one-half of
the lower or popular branch of the General Assembly, and this in the
face of an outrageous gerrymander placed on the statute-book inopen,
direct, and glaring violation of the constitution of the State and for the
express purpose of perpetnating the power of this party, whose corner-
stone was prohibition and whose shibboleth is the denial of personal
liberty and individual manhood to the people, so that in this very elec-
tion the one-half of this body elected by the Republicans received only
a little over 40 per cent. of the vote cast, while the half elected by the
Democracy received nearly 60 per cent. of the votes cast and represented
fully that proportion of the population of the State.

Of the senators elected that year the Democrats elected thirteen and
the Republicans nine, there being twenty Republican and eight Demo-
cratic hold-over senators, and the districts of fourof these hold-over Re-
publican senators went Democratie, so that, if the election had been
general or complete in 1889, notwithstanding the gerrymander, each
branch of the General Assembly would have been a tie; but if a fair
vote conld have been had, according to population, with no larceny
attachments, the Demoeracy would have had a working majority in
both branches and the governor, when prohibition, with all that it im-
plies, would have been wiped from the statute-books and an era of
personal liberty, respect for the rightsof the people, honest manhood,
American independence, and consequent rity wounld have been
inaugunrated and the will of the actual majority of the people carried

, of attempts to enforce this law in |

out. And still it is the purpose, aim; and object of this proposed law to
fasten upon this people a system they despise and repudiate, and which
is kept on the statute-books only by reason of a gerrymander that per-
mits a mnority tostifle the desires of a majority, and a system that
would not now be ingrafted upon the laws of the State by any legisla-
tive body that could be elected. : -

There is not only no just State rights in this, no idea of allowing
the people of the State or locality to govern their own local concerns,
but just the contrary; and would be the fastening upon them by Con-
gressional action a'one of just such laws as their sentiment clearly re-
pudiates, Governor Boies, in hisinangnral address, thus speaks of the
verdict in Iowa:

But beyond all theories there isto my mind a more weighty reason still for a
radical change in our prohibitory laws. The electors of the State, under cir-
cumstances that leave no roem for doubt as to their meaning, have expressed

their wishes in this respect.
It is impossible to read the platforms of the respective pn;ties the letters of
ber the discussions that

A

acceptance of their eandidates for governor, and

followed, with yut reaching the conclusion that no political issue was ever more

clearly defined, more thoroughly discussed, or betler understood by the masses

ﬂth.-nith.n.l. relating to this g i in the campaign which preceded our last
ection.

To shut our eyes to this glaring truth i nothing less than adenial of ordinary
intelligence on the part of those who cast their ballots on that cecasion,

I am the keeper of no man’s conscience except my own. Others may believe
they have a higher duty to perform in this matter than any they owe the ma-
jority whose clearly expressed will they are willing to e

They should not, however, mislead themselves into the belief that thar&oole
of Towa have not, through the only medinm known to our instjintions for set-
tling political issues, passed judgment on this.

THE PROPOSITION SHOULD BE MODIFIED,

Personally, I would make no objection to this law if it provided that
the people of the States should have an opportunity to accept it, and
in and by so doing determine for themselves what laws, now invalid
or inoperative, should be warmed into life by reason of the delegation
of power it contains.

MISREPRESENTATION OF SCOPE OF ORIGINAL-FACKAGE DECISION AND ITS EFFECT.

If there is any principle at stake in the matter except prohibition,
which there is not, it should cover all matters of local concern, and not
single ont alone intoxicating liguors.

The reason given for so doing is fallacious and untrue. It is said
that the original-package decision has made a new departure and created
a new necessity, I deny both propositions. There has never been a
decision, not even that of Dred Scott, so misinterpreted and miscon-
strued as this one. It simply applied a well known, long recognized,
and often asserted principle to a given state of facts, and in no wise |
curtailed, abridged, or denied the police powers of the States, that have
also been often recognized, sustained, and applied.

This misrepresentation has been largely designedly made for the ex-
press purpose of making this issue National, as has been the fond hope
of the prohibitory element of the Republican party for years; and it ia
not strange that with all this noise, gong-pounding, and assertion that
a class who desire to sell intoxicating liquors without any restraint
should seek to take advantage of even if not actually believe if, and
start so-called original-package saloons; but this, like almost everything
else from this source, is grossly exaggerated, and I fully believe the rec-
ords of the Internal Revenue Office would show that the starticg of
such places since this decision has been infinitesimal; and with this
idea in view, and with some non-official information bearing out :I:z
conclusion, I offered several days ago the following resolution in
clanse: *

Whereas every dealer in intoxicaling liquor ia required by law to pay a tax
to the Government and to keep the receipt therefor posted in a conspicuous
place upon his premises; and

Whereas there would seem to have been either a very large increase in the
number of liguor-dealers throughout the country or else Congress has been
imposed upon by, as has been ¢ a systematic and far-reaching plan of
misrepresentation as to the i of such busi and the effect thereon of
the late so-called original-package decision of the Supreme Court of the United
States: Therefore,

Beit resolved, That the Commissiener of Internal Revenue be requested to re-
port to this House the number of such liquor-tax receipts which have been issued,
gince said decision, in each of the several States, with comparisons as to the
number issued in like periods in other years, and also to furnish an estimate,
based thereon and otherwise, as to what extent the national revenues will be
in. d from this during the current fiscal year.

I do not wish to be understood as supposing that the majority of this
House, whose party is fast tending towards prohibition and in whose
couneils the prohibitionists are all-powerful, will desire this informa-
tion, and this resolution will sleep in the Committee on Ways and
Means.

I am not only advised that I am correct in regard to the number
of such places actually started, but reason so demonstrates. Every
one has known since the decision of the Supreme Court in Brown vs.
Maryland (12 Wheaton, 419) and Peirce vs. New Hampshire (5 How-
ard, 504), way back in the forties, that States could not prohibit the
sales of imported liqnors in original packages, whether the importa-
tion was from foreign countries or as between States, and express stat-
utory law in Towa so recognized until 1888, and still this class of busi-
ness assumed no dangerons proportions, and has not now, except in
imagination.

I have never yet seen one of these so-called original-package saloons,

.
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althongh I have lived most of my life'under prohibition, and for years
where there was by express statute recognition ot the right to so sell,
and where our supreme court construed an original package to beany
one of the bottles or packages in a case, an absurd, foolish holding, but
made to adorn a prohibition argunment.

4 THE DECISIUN AS IT IS,

The late original-package decision goes no further than these earlier
_cases and enunciates no doctrine that gives any more right, as against
‘police regulations and powers, than has been for years understood and
recognized, and does not, in my judgment, in the slightest degree af-
fect the license regulations of any State in the Union.

. I again assert that no new, novel, or strange doctrine has been an-
nounced, and that the claim in this regard is a mereexa, tion, and
about on a par with the claims of the dire results that have followed
and are following it. Doth are false and made for the purpose of in-
fluencing legislation and committing Congress to the heresy of prohi-

bition.
CONGRESS SHOULD ACT WITH DELIBERATION.

Another thought in this connection. If this decision has created
such a furor, sad havoe, and widespread disaster, why not let it have a
little time and see what its real or nltimate effect will be, especially as
there appears to be no new, even if real, reason for it, and how the
Supremé Court will construe these disputed points. If has been an-
nounced only about ninety days, and we have no fair or other test of it.
1 have no doubt that during this time the sun will rise on time andin
its usnal place, and it may be found there is no oceasion from any stand-
point to tread upon dangerous ground in legislation. There isno press-
ing occasion for haste, and deliberation is more becoming in a legisla-
tive body.

IT IS ITMPOLITIC AND DANGEROUS TO PUT THE REGULATION OF COMMERCE IN

THE STATES,

I said I would have no particular objection to this proposed law if
it provided that the State laws to be made valid by it should be here-
alter . I want to say in this connection that I meant that I had
no such objection to it as an experiment. I think even in this way
no invidious distinctions should be made, and that all articles of com-
merce should be included as well as intoxicating liquor, and I have
very little doubt that the experimentwould be unsatisfactory and that
it would lead to the clashing between States that was wisely sought
in the Constitution to be avoided by giving the controleover commerce
to the General Government, and without which the Constitution would
not have been adopted.

A temporary tide of fanaticism should not he allowed to undermine

~the foundations of the Constitution or breed contention and discord
among the States. The price is too large for the commodity.

There is great force in the suggestions of the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. SPRINGER] as to where this will lead to in controversies between
States as to their various products, and their probable attempted inter-
ference with travelers coming into their boundaries by searching them
for contraband goods. It is a thought full of meat, and should be
carefully considered before any such legislation gets on the statute-
hooks,

W

The St. Louis Republic of last week well says upon this phase of

the question:
THE WILSON BILL AGAIX.

The agreement of the Senate and House conference to pass the Wilson bill is
the worst possible outcome for the wretched " original pach 1" licati
The Wilzon bill is the Senate measure, and it is far worse than the bijl ed
by the House, Under it a citizen of Kansas and the United Statea living in
Kansas may be denied his constitutional right to import wine, beer,or any other
stimulant from another State for his own use. Such imported property may be
taken away from him and destroyed, and the right of importation may thus be
wholly denied.

Radical as it is in 1ts departure from established titutional p t, the
House bill went to no such extremes. It preserved the right of free importation
and did nothing more than waive Federal interference with State regulation of
trade in imported articles. The Senate bill, on the other hand, attempts to de-
stroy by Congressional waiver the constitutional right of the individuoal citizen.
1t nssertd forf}unmm the right to prevent the citizen of one State from import-
ini_t intoxicants from another, and then attempts to delegate to the Siate this
alleged power of Confrm While dealing for the present only with intoxicants,
it has its foundation in the assumption that Congress has the power of wholly
prohibiting trade between the States, and that it can either exercise such power
or delegate it to the States.

The bill is not the iess dangerous because of its manifest absurdity. -1t ap-

absurd when jud by accepted standards, but its variance from ac-
ce| standards makes it the more a as dent

trade between the States is the t
Federal . If it is to be sacrificed by demagognesto please afew fanatics
in Kansas; if Co is to assume power to prohibit or to restrict it between
the States as it does between the Statesand foreign countries, there will not be
enough left of the original system of constitutional federation to be worth dis-
cussion, except as a historical reminiscence.

TREND OF THE PROPOSED LAW.
That this proposed law is simply a step towards prohibition can not
be disputed. Its source shows it, the vote in its favor will demonstrate
it, the fact that it singles ount liguor alone from the mass of articles of
commerce is conclusive upon it, as is the fact that it attempts to con-
trol its use and consumption.
It is and is intended to be by its real and knowing friends the enter-
ing wedge to a realization of the prohibitionist’s fondest dream, thatof
making this issue National, and doing through the medium and power

1

ap
blessing remaining under our

action, that of making sumptuary legislation and the striking down of
personal liberty effective.
ORJECTIONS TO IT—OUR DUTY 1IN THE PREMISES,

Now, for this very reason I have two fundamental objections to it,
one an objection to prohibitory legislation as a matter of principle and
because of its failure to bring about practical and satisfactory results
from a temperance standpoint and the other because I believe that if
we are to enter into prohibitory legislation that we should do it in a
manly, straightforward way as our duty as legislators demands, and
pass such laws on the subject as we may approve and believe to be
just, right, and expedient, and not sneak and hide behind State Legis-
latures and authorize them to do what we would not dare do directly.
However, I believe that a reckoning will be had with those that do at-
tempt to dodge responsibility, but who in reality cast their Jot with
prohibition and against liberty.

They will deceive nobody but themselves. If there is any power in
Congress over this subject, by reason of its control over commerce or
otherwise, it should exercise if according to its own ideas of justice,
right, and expediency, and has no more just right to delegate it and
shirk respongibility than it has to so do with any of its other powers.

CORSTITUTIONALITY OF THIS PROFPOEED LAW,

I have so far spoken of this question entirely ontside of its constitu-
tional aspect. I believe that we have no such power of delegation, and
that this proposed law will be nnconstitutional if passed, but shall now
only give expression to this belief, and not elaborate or argue it, and
z:hpecin!ly as this gronnd has been, and will be, fully presented by

ers.

PROHIBITION—ITS PRINCIPLES AND PRACTICE.

Prohibition is wrong in principle and, as would be expected there-
from, vicious in practice. So far as the pringpla of sumptuary legis-
lation and its general tendencies are concerned, it can be argued from
a standpoint equally open and known to all. In speaking of the ex-
emplification of these tendencies, its practieal workings, I shall confine
myself mainly to the State of Towa, where I have personally observed,
considered, and studied it for about twenty-five years, and where, su
far as my coniprehension permits, I know whereof I speak.

The very idea of legislative or outside control or interference with
the appetites of full-grown men and their personal conduet, outside of
its direct effect npon others, is not only belittling and dwarfing in its
tendencies and one that should be resented by true manhood, but is
a direct blow at the personal liberty of the citizen, an inherent and
heaven-born right that cin not be denied by human law. It is, like

L.pe right of self-preservation, above ordinances.
¥ That master mind, Samuel J. Tilden, said in relation to this class of
legislation, as long as thirty-five years ago, when it was in its infancy:

Such legislation springs from a misconception of the proper sphere of govern-
ment, It is no part of the duty of the State to coerce the individual man ex-
cept 8o far as his conduct may affect others, not tely and ially,
but by violating rights which legislation can recognize and undertake to pro-
tect. The opposite prineiple leaves no room for individual reason and con-
science, trusts nothing to self-cnlture, and substitutes the wisdom of the senate
and assembly for the plan of moral government ordained by Providence.

The whole progress of society consists in learning how to attain, by the inde-
pendent action or voluntary ion of individuals, those objects which are
at first attempted only through the agency of government, and in lessening the
sphere of legislation and enlarging that of the individual 1 and i
Our Amerizan institutions have recognized this idea more completely than it
has yet been recognized by the institutions of any other people, and the Dem-
ocraticparty has generally been the faithful guard’i'an of its progressive develop-

L

ment.
: - ® s *
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To-day, while it is in favor of sobristy and good morals, it disowns n system
of coercive legislajjon which can not produce them, but must create many seri-
ous evils, which vioclates constitutional ranties and sound principles of leg-
islation, invades the rightful domain of the individual juadgmentand conscience,
and takes a step backward toward that barbarian age where the wages of labor,
the prices of commodities, a man’s food and clothing, were dictated to him by
a government calling itsell paternal.

John Quincy Adams, for years the representative statesman of New
England, said in addressing a temperance society some forty years ago,
when there were less fanaticism, more regard for constitutional safe-
guards, and a keener appreciation of the liberties secured through the
Revolutionary war:

Forget not, I pray you, the rights of personal freedom, * * ¢ Self-govern-
ment is the foundation of all our political and social institutions, and it is by
self-government alone that the law of tem nce can be enforced. * * #

Seck not to enforce upon vour brother by slative enactment that virtue
which he can possess only by the dictate of his own conscience and the energy
of his own will.

The late Governor Andrew, of Massachusetts, in an extensive and
masterly argument before a legislative committee in that State upon
the policy of prohibitory legislation, said in speaking of the argument
that it was justified by reason of the effect npon society and the exam-
ple it afforded: : i

I answer, that if the government restrains the one man of his own just, ra-
tional liberty to regulate his private conduct and affairs in matters innocent in
themselves, wherein he offends not nst peace, public decorum, good order,
nor the personal rights of any, then the government both usurps unde
powers and assumes to punish one man in advance for the possible fault of

another,
og'an.d another must be restrained

is the lowest foundation of tyranny, the cor

of the General Government what has been a miserable failure by State

The argument that becanse one man may
of Ll.berl.“rh
never denied to the people anywhere on the ground that liberty is denied to
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be good or right in itself. The universal ﬁretaﬂ. of every despotism is that

liberty is dangerous to society ; that is, that the people are unfit to enjoy it.
And in ™cluding a number of guotations from the highest authori-
ties he said:
Literature is full of testimonies against such legislation. Yon find them in
essays, in speeches, in history.
John Stuart Mill, of whom, to quote the language of Governor An-
drew—
If there is a man born to speak the English tongue who combines high in-
{:fﬂlf' greatattainments, E::ctiml wisdom, and theoretical statesmanship with
th in and devotion to ment and the elevation of the humble,

Egovern
l.batl.“ n;ﬁn—one of the truest friends of America in the Old World—is John Stu-
art —

in his great work on Liberty, denounces this class of legislation from

every standpoint and as being inimical .to liberty, dangerous to gov-
ernment, and monstrous as a principle.
TENDENCY OF FANATICISM AND INTOLERANUE.

History simply repeats itself in these matters. The same class of
fanatics that are now seeking to overthrow the personal libertiesof the
people through prohibition have in all ages sought to set up their
own standards and force the ?eople to them, and make government pa-
ternal, with their particular *‘ isms’’ at the foundation, instead of having
it based upon the independent manhood, reliance, and strength of the
body of the ﬂp;eople. It is entirely ont of keeping with the ideas or
practices of fanatics io stop at one achievement, and once settled in
victory upon this question they will advance to new fields, personal,
social, and religions, and seek to control the habits, dress, intercourse,
religion, worship, and observance of days of the people. These ideas
received the strongest kind of an indorsement here to-day Whefl my
colleagne [Mr. REED], in presenting the conference report, boldly as-
serted, as I understood, the right and duty of the Government to go
even into a cilizen’s castle, his home, and take therefrom and destroy
liquor if the citizen was using it to his own disadvantage, of which ot
course the powers that be would judge.

It shonld be stopped at its very inception. It is a dangerous and
insidious monster, and fonnded upon an idea utterly subversive at once
of true and reliant manhood, liberty, and self-government. Thisisa
domain that legislation should invade only with extreme caution and
with a full recognition of the trnism that the least express law con-
sistent with good government the better, and that thislittle law should
be directed alone to proper matters of general governmental concern.

This is not only good doctrine inherently and especially as applied
to sumptuary legislation, but like all such doctrines is in the tenets of

platforms,
PRACTICAL WORKING OF PROHIBITION.

In the last campaign in"Iowa, in speaking of the effects of the p
hibitory law there, I laid down the following propositions, true then
and now:

Upon the liquor question the Republican party is true to ils instinets, founded
as they are upon bypocrisy, and reaflirms the past utterances of the party,
doubtless including the invitation to the wine and hop growers to immigrate
here and prosecute their business in peace under the sanction and protection of
the law, but at the same time is opposed to any backward step and is in favor
ot the full enforcement of the present law, which confiscates the very propert
of the men so invited here and who invested their money and staked their all
upon the assurances so held out to them, But outside of any question of ordi-
nary business honesty or even of the great and fundamental principle of per-
sonal liberty involved, how any sane man can from the standpoint of public
interest or temperance support any such system as prohibition in Iowa is in-
comprehensible to me. 1do not propose to enter into any extended discussion
of this subject upon this , but will aflirm as the experience of Iowa with
this law and which you all know to be true:

1. That it has not deereased the numberof sellers of liquors, as isconclusively
shown by the government licenses and permits,

the Democratic party and has found express affirmation in its MHQ

struction that wipes out all barriers against intolerant and oppressive 1
tion, that strikes down time-honored and well established principles in in-
istering eriminal and penal statutes, and that the experience of ages since the
il_?:l:iof v?’&liznl.ionl has fgund l;:oemaryﬂ ‘i;grr rt&;g?}wt&ti?gyofuna }1 ts and
1berties o 1.} sach asal n; -] ury, in
the limit of jurﬁgﬂ%n of infarmuni‘s over constitutional {lnl;yllnﬁo . a:ﬁ
that tramples in the dust all constitutional restraints, barriers, and safeguards;
and by the use of means in the attempted enforcement of these laws and de-
crees that for cruelty, injustice, intol and refined robbery would bringa
blush of shame to the cheek of a savage.
If these indictment are true or substantially or materially so, no just
man will deny that prohibition is not only a failure, but that it is an
unmitigated evil in Iowa, and, as like canses produce like effects, that
such will be the tendency everywhere with like legislation and at-
tempted enforcement. No better community in which to test thia
class of legislation counld be had than in Iowa. In other words, its
people are easily the equals in general worth, intelligence, thrift, law-
abiding proelivities, and all the essentials of good citizenship of any
equal number of people on the face of the globe, and still each fack
stated in these several propositions is absolutely true and can be easily
demonstrated to any fair-minded man that will investigate the sub-
ject. I will take them up seriatim.

DETAILE AS TO THESE PROPOSITIONS—XNO DIMINUTION OF XUMBER OF SELLERS,
That there has been no actual diminution of the number of liquor-
sellers in Towa by reason of prohibitory legislation is manifest to any
intelligent observer and can be proved in various ways. I do not
mean by this simply that there are more now than when prohibition
was first enacted, but will date it from any of those times when an extra
twist was put on the law, or when constitutional prohibition was sup-
to have been adopted, being times to which the short-haired
women and long-haired men most delight to refer, and I say there has
been just such steady increase as wounld naturally be expected in any
business from increase of population and growth of cities. To-day
there are nearly three thousand liquor-dealers in the State, as shown
by tax paid to the Internal Revenne Department.

It is doubtless true that in some very small places saloons have been
driven out, but there was hardly a demand for them, from a business
standpoint, in any event, and they would not have survived such &
license 1e Democratic party stood pledged toin their platform; but
een more than made good by the increased number that have
, in the cities and large towns. A few years ago the right to
se to sell beer and wine was taken away from the municipalities, by
n of which action they lost all control, and saloons increased very
argely in those places, since which time there has been no control ex-
cept by ‘* whipping the devil around the stump '’ and licensing the sale
of non-prohibited drinks as asort of compromise and cover to sell any-
thing. -But the scheme has had a very precarious and decidedly un-
satisfactory existence. I noticed within a few days an article taken
from the Council Bluffs Nonpareil, the leading Republican paper of
Western Towa, which will give an idea of the sitnation. It is as fol-
lows:

For five years, thanks to the prohibitory law, Council Bluffs has been infested
with between one and two bundred dirty little g ries and the toughest
gangof roughs in the State, They have not * made’ Council Bluffs and no one
has ever bragged of their existence. Thanks to prohibition, Council Bluffs has
seen flve years of free whisky and unrestrained lawlessness, Now it has a
high-license government and is the most peaceful it has been for years. For
another thing, the population has not fallen off.

‘When in addition to the open places where liquor is sold the boot~
leggers are taken into account it isa safe proposition to make that
Iowa never had as many liguor-sellers as now.

The Des Moines Register, the paper of Assistant Postmaster-General

]

2, It has in many places, and very generally where rigid enfor t has
ren attempted, driven its sale into the hands ot irresponsible persons,which

manifestly against public poliey and interest.

3. Ithas entirely done away with the Bsymnnt by way of tax or license ofany-
t};‘lnlg to the local governments, and so has materially increased the burden of
the tax-payers. iy

4. Beingoutlawed, the business has not had the usual, ordinary, or necessary
restraints thrown around it by public officers, and by what follows open con-
duct of business.

5. It has rajsed up a set of conscienceless s?ies and informers that for mere
private gain have plied a nefarious business, blackmailing men, abusing women
even, and who have not hesitated at perjury or stopped at murder.

6. It has not to the slightest extent given one benefit in lieu of all this, The
talk about lessening crime and eriminal expenses is too silly fustian for serious
consideration., You would only need to compare Polk and Scott Counties to
demonstrate this,

To which may be added the fact that thiselement in Towa in its mad
intolerance has completely terrorized our courts, so, as I had oceasionto
remark here the other day when this question wasunder consideration—

That they have ceased to be a barrier and protection to the people, even so
construing Iaws that the sacred right of trial by jury is denied in Jowa, and
claimed offenders pro ted and punished by proceedings in equity, and gen-
erally so conducted on this question, as is generally believed with an idea of
pleasing the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union rather than the enuncia-
tion of constitutional and legal doctrines, that I prefera little practieal personal
liberty rather than a great deal of sentimental State rights,

I also took occasion to say in the Iowa campaign, in speaking of the
there Prohibition Republican party, the following truths:

blmtcndln tobe n llb:'ay t?f !il;etrgy, it sf.iﬂ:cu c{h:wn uﬂ;ﬁ henv%;-fiven aiml
-earned perso! ries o @8 people, an n Eta.te. ation
s infamous and degrading as ever ena , by judicial interpretaumm con-
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and ont of season, has been the supporter of ultra-prohibition,
and done more than all the press of the State combined to fasten this
octopus upon us, charged, in an editorial last month, which I will read
later upon another branch, that in the first six months of 1890 no less

affected the sale of liquor.

What a blooming suceess prohibition is in Towa! Itisa farce and
a fraud and the tax-payers are robbed of enough money every year
through it to pay for the honest administration of the whole body of
the other criminal laws of the State.

The efforts that have been made in the larger places to enforce pro-
hibition have been absolutely spasmodic. They were not in aeccord-
ance with the sentiments of the people, seldom had the sympathy
of the publie officials, and generally then from merely mercenary mo-
tives, and, as a consequence, have died out with the exhaustion of the
private zeal upon which they were founded. Their greatest and full-
est snceess has been to close the open saloons for a few days, weeks, or
perhaps oceasionally months. They have never stopped or materially
lessened the sale of liquor at any time in any such place.

Governor Boies, of Iowa, in hisinaugural address this year, said upon
this question:

If practical experiment was necessary to demonstrate the workings of this
law, we have had it. Nostatute was ever supplied with better facilities for its
enforcement or armed with more excessive penalties for ils violation, consider-

ing the nature of the acts prohibited; and yet with all its terrors, with evel's
branch of the State government in the hands of its friends, it has lain limp an

Clarkson, the leading Republican paper of Towa, and the one that, in

than $30,000 had been drawn from the treasury of Polk County throngh.
instice-court proceedings in liguor searches, and that even this had not
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lifeless, ignored, ed, and despised in most of the large cities of the
Btate from the day of its birtn to the present time.

The {riends of the law ignore the real situation and assume too much. They
exaggerated the extent of intemperate habits W our le before ils enact-
mentand equally so the diminution of such habit since it b p ive.

Itisi bl d ation, ept upon naked assumption, that the use
of intoxicating liquors 28 a beverage in Iowa has diminished since the Inw took
effect. Itisa ent fuct, known to every one who has taken the pains to in-
form himself, that in mnly of our cities, containing as they do a large fraction
of our population, the only effect of the lnw has been to relieve the trafficin
these liquors from legal restraint of every kind,

1t is equally notorious that in the large cities of the State-where the open sa-
loon has been elosed, a secret traffic sufficient to supply all the wants of the trade
hasimmediately followed.

It must be apparent to unbiased minds that in these localities at least the use
of intoxicating liquor as n beverage has not been diminished by our prohibitory
law, but instead thereof that it has been greatly inereased, if want of legal re-
straint of any kind will produce that effect.

EFFECT AS TO CHARACTER OF SELLERS AND ON REVENUE.

The statements made in two, three, and four of the propositions as
to the character of the sellers under such legislation and the loss of
revenue needs no elaboration. These results follow as a corollary,
need no argument, and are understood by every one.

THE SYSTEM BREEDS EPIES AND INFORMERS.,

One of the worst features of this class of legislation, or any like class
that has to be enforced in any considerable portion of the State where
it is against public sentiment, is that it has to offer inducements to
gpies and informers, and thus raises up a set of the most graceless scoun-
drels and heartless wretches that can infest any community.

It must have been with prophetie vision of Iowa prohibition that
Lord Wrottesley, in Rationale of Government and Legislation, laid
down the following as axioms in good government:

First. Laws ghould never be passed which either can not be executed or of
which the execution is so difficult that the t.et;g&uﬂon to neglect their observ-
ance is likely to surmount the fear of the punishment.

© Becond. Laws should never be passed forbiddi aets which, in the opinion
of a large proportion of the educated members ofnﬁm communnity, are in them-
selves innocent. -'

Third. Laws should not generally be passed whieh, though good in them-
selves, either too much anticipate public opinion or are hostile to the deliber-
ately formed sentiments of a large majority of the population of any country.

Fourth, No attempt should be made to reform the moral conduct of society
by the enactment of positive law—that is, to make men good and virtuous by
act of Parliament. \

That it may be understood how in Iown this has worked I will say
that our law provides for searches and destruction of liguor through
the agency of justice ecourts, constables, elc., with fees to these and their
assistants and to witnesses and jurors. It provides for prosecutions for
certain illegal sales of liquors, with fines, one-half of which goes to the
*informer.’’ It provides for suitin equity to enjoin liquor-sellers and
allows public officers or private individnals to so prosecute in the name
of the State or any citizen, irresponsible dead-beat though he.may be
and unsually is, and allows attorney fees in eithér event, and allows at-
torney fees upon indictments for nuisance in liguor-selling, but with
gracious irony refuses any such fees to all ordinary suitors, even in the
most aggravated cases. It alsoallows attorney fees in prosecutions be-
fore jnstice eourts. ; .

The result of this is that grievous abuses exist under all of these
forms of legalized robbery. As showinghow it works as to the searchers
I will quote from the article from the Republican Des Moines Reg-
ister before referred to, only adding that this paper would not over-
draw anything to the injury of its pet scheme of prohibition. When
it asserts any t it or any of its machinery it is safe to say
with Shakspeare, the *‘ offense is rank; it smells toheaven.’’ It says:

We print in another column this week some figures that will startle the people
of this city and the whole State. .

* % * A Register reporter has very carefully examined the official records
and he finds that during the first six months of 1890 there has been taken from
the treasury for the criminal costs of justices’ courts in this cily alone the sum
of over $30,000, Of this amovnt over §11,000 was paid to five justices; the re-

. mainder went to their constables, witn JJjurors. ete. This enormous expend-

| iture was nearly all for the searching business, or such eriminal business ag
ineidentally grew out of it. The city has a police court where nrdjmn-{r‘ crim-
inal cases are disposed of that do not come before the district court, so that the
most of the costs of these justices' courts was for alleged enforcement of Lthe
prohibitory law.

But il this great expense had resulted in elusinf the places where liguor is
sold, and in suppressing the illegal sale of liquor in this eity, there are many
people who would not feel that the cost was Loo great. Unforlunat.e]{l thut re-
sult has not happened. The $30,000 expended on the justices’ courts has gone
into ets of the justices, constables, and their favored gang of assist-
?’r‘llls, without any honest attempt being made to stop permanently the sale of

uor.

- - L4 * * *

Never before in the history of prohibition has this plundering of the treasury
been so bold, so wanton, and so sb 1| as during the last six months.
Think of £30,000 actually drawn from the treasury since January 1 by five justices’
courtsin thiscity ! Why, the whole county exp of Polk O ty forthe same
time, including the support of three district courts in session at the same time,
with all their civil and eriminal expenses, was only twice that sum. The erim-
inal business, and that is practically the same as the searching business of these
fustices’ courts in the city of Des Moines, costs one-third as much as the entire
exp of Polk County. At the present rate these justices and their consta-
bles will have drawn from the treasury at the close of the year 000, and still
be unab}otr:ai:ow a single place where they have stopped the illegal sale of
nor,

Ve ask our prohibition friends if it is any wonder (hat men are becoming
anti-prohibitionists when such ouirages as these are being daily committedi n
the name of prohibition? Isit any help to prohibition or to tem nee to
have u gang of constables go to a liguor fi'oiur. and earry off one bo of beer,
and ten m.{;'mm alterwards the resume his business with what was un-
disturbed? Is the t of liquor sold in violation of law decreasedin any

appreeiable amount by seizures of single bottles at a time, which are sold tothe
State of Iowa through the justice's court at seven dollars and Ammmkf

* e = Woem very much the temper of the citizens of Moines if
they will permit this disgraceful condition of things much longer to continue,

As intimated, we have under this law different sets or classes of
““blood-suckers,”” the searching fiend with his satellites, the informer
who gets half the fine, the public prosecutor whose conscience is quick-
ened by the expectation of fees, and the private attorney who prose-
cutes injunction cases for pure principle with the attorney fees as a
mere incident‘, of course. :

The words ‘‘ common nuisance’ are entirely too mild to apply to
any of these, not excepting the public prosecutor, who, as some do,
make a business of this branch of prosecutions from mere mercenary
motives, )

This article from the Des Moines Register gives a good idea of how
one branch of this miserable business works, and, as it is to the point,
from a friend to the system, and based on actual facts as distinct from
mere theory, it can well be left where it is. It is not at all excep-
tional, and hours could be taken in reciting the ountrages that these
;iilains have perpetrated upon the people, and they include even mur-

er.

All of these different classes have plied their business at the expense
of the people and the tax-payer, even down to the small fry who have
confined their operations to the justice courts, and brought in and been
allowed by the counties their fees for prosecutions there. But I will
speak in detail only of the private attorneys in the injunction cases.
‘With perhaps a few honorable exceptions here and there, this business
has been in the hands of the pettifogging and disreputable branchof the
profgssion, and by them used as a blackmailing scheme. These suits
are commenced generally in the name of some irresponsible dead-beat,
execution-proof in case of accident, occasionally in that of some mis-
guided individual who imagines he is doing the Lord’s service, but it
is observable that he is always as short on finances as he is long on
piety—a curious coincidence. .

Then the attorney begins to maneuver for fees, arrange for continu-
ances for pay, and generally to delay, always for fees, and above all
things not to kill the goose that lays the golden eggz. No fable has to
be written at his expense, The result of this is bleed, bleed, bleed,
with no practical resultsto temperance or the enforcement of the law. A
law that encourages such doings, offers such premiums to villainy, and
actually in the eventide of the nineteenth century has to call in and
use that most detestable of human creatures, the informer, for its at-
tempted enforcement, is below condemnation, and every honest man
onght to execrate, condemn, and disown it.

It was founded in dishonesty and robbery, as shown inits treatment
of the brewers and wine-growers as fully described in Governor Boies’s
speech, and, like the fountain, can not rise higher than its source, and
is to-day beneath the contempt of an honest, honorable, or decent man.

PROHIBITION DOES NOT LESSEN CRIME,

There is no one branch of this whole subject so misrepresented and so
misunderstood as the relation of the use of intoxicating liquor to the
commission of crime. The idea that most crime has its foundation in
liquor has been for years so generally proclaimed from the house-tops,
disseminated from the pulpif, thundered from the press, enunciated
from the rostrum, taught in the schools, and all accompanied with a
hue and ery, that it has got to be very largely an accepted doectrine, and
with very little investigation, thought, or consideration as to its truth,
and with little denial, growing out of the fact that to do so was to bring
one into disfavor.

The facts are that outside of those crimes that have violence as a
necessary ingredient liquor has an almost inappreciable effect, and the
statistics that are made to show the contrary, which are the simple
statements of convicted criminals in penal institutions, are entirely un-
trustworthy and unreliable, and in no other matter in the world would
be taken, accepted, or thought of, but here are swallowed without a
grimace. These men are utterly unreliable on general principles.
This story covers up their ntter lack of moral quality, and lays to an
outside cause what is due to their own inherent and internal deprav-
ity, obliquity, and raseality, and offers a sort of solace to their pride,
of which even the most depraved have some, even if it reaches expres-
sion only in swagger.

It gains them sympathy, assists in the earlier stages in lessening pun-
ishment and later in escaping it, and so, upon the whole, is all gain
with no possible loss to the criminal, and is a well known and gen-
erally practiced expedient by the habitual criminal at least. 1t was
my province to preside for nearly twelve years in the court having gen-
eral eriminal jurisdiction in a district containing four of the larger
counties in population of Iowa, several of its larger cities, and each
county lying on the Mississippi River, and ihis problem was an inter-
esting one to me, and my observation led me to an entire change of
view from the general one which I before held in common with the ma-
jority.

] It":vas common for sympathetic people, especially women, to inter-
cede for criminals, and almost invariably on the ground that they were
natural saints and only escaped honorable positions in the world by
reason of unfortunate drink habits that had led them into the com-
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mission of the crime, and that npon their reformation, which was now
assured, they wounld lead honest lives. I soon discovered that this
device was most generally practiced by the most hardened and habit-
ual criminal, and it very natarally raised doubts and caunsed inquiry,
and so far as my ability permitted I madea constant study of the prob-
lem. and can say that outside of the class of crimes having violence as
a necessary ingredient, even up to murder, I found it to be entirely for-
eign to this sentiment and idea.

I never saw one other case that I can now recall that had the use of in-
toxicantsasacanse. Inotherwords, noone of the other crimesin which
society is interested, and which it demands and requires protection
aganinst, such as larceny, burglary, robbery, forgery, embezzlement,
perjury, seduetion, adultery, rape, incest, counterfeiting, false pre-
tenses, libel, ete., had any more connection with the use of intoxicants
by the criminal than they did with his use of tea.

The quite common idea to the contrary is not true, reasonable, or
founded upon any reliable basis.

That drunkenness is a misfortune and a curse is true, and that the
general sale of intoxicants is an evil is equally true, and it follows that
1he one should be prevented as far as possible and the other regulated,
but it is no part of the question now under consideration for me to
enter into any discussion of the details of these necessities or make
suggestions as to the better remedy.

The criminal statistics of the different sections of Towa ‘‘a tale un«
fold’’ upon this question, and I make the statement, without any fear
of successful contradiction, that those portions of the State where
prohibition is ignored are in a marked degree more thrifty and pros-
perous and perceptibly less addicted to crime, outside of selling liquor,
than the prohibitory portions of the State at all similarly situated.

The county of Scott is perhaps the most marked for utter abhorrence
to this law and absolute disregard for it in every way. It is one of the
very largest counties, and contains one of the very largest cities, lies
upon the Mississippi River, and has opposite to it on the river two of
the prosperous cities of Illinois, and still for thrift, general prosperity,
sobriety, and freedom from crime it stands out as a beacon-light in the
sky. Iis Banks have between seven and eight millions of dollars of
deposits, made up of comparatively small amounnts from the general
body of its citizens, and crime of a serious nature isalmost an nunknown
quantity when compared with places generally of like density of popu-
Iation. Btill liquor is, and always has been, sold openly and without
restraint.

Comparisons are odions, but Eastern Iowa, where a like condition of
things exists to a greater or less degree, courts it, especially with those
sections where prohibition is said to be enforced.

I went to the Congressional Library to get the criminal reports for
Jowa for the last few years to make a few comparisons between Scott
and Polk Counties, they being representative of the different theories,
both being large and having each a large city, probably averaging
about equal in the last eight years, the county of Polk having, how-
ever, the advantage of being inland.

Beott County has entirely ignored the prohibitory law, and in Polk
County it has been enforced so the prohibitionists say; and doubtless
it has been as nearly so as is ible in so populous a plaze. Reports
for 1834 and 1885 conld not found, but those for 1832, 1883, 1886,
and 1887 were found, being the last received, and in these four years
I find the following statistics as to the number of convicts sent to the
penitentiary, excluding all others, in fairness to Polk County, as there
are no liquor prosecutions in Scott County, and the other basis being fair
and equal:

Year. Polk. | Scott,
1882 20 8
p [ JEIRINCE Py S L gt ot g‘f 1
e R L S R e R R T e 6
1887 - 16 5
Total.,.oie 167 120

* No report. 1 With all years reported.

+ With one year omitted from lack of report.

Further comment is not necessary. :

Itis frequently claimed, and was here.when this matter was before
under consideration, that because there has been a decrease of erime
the entire credit of it was due to prohibition. It would be fully as
sensible to lay it to the Johnstown flood or the usual summer drought
in Kaunsas or cyclone in Dakota. These people never investigate to see
what the actnal cause is. If it is prohibition it could be determined
quite aceurately and satisfactorily by comparing different periods of
time, different States with each other, and different portions of the
same State together. :

But this would be judgment and reason, articles that the Simon-Pure
prohibitionist does not deal in and that the political prohibitionist
submerges, There has been a marked decrease of crime through the
country as well as a marked decrease in prohibition sentiment, as evi-
deficed in the elections of Tennessee, Texas, Iowa, New Hampshire,

Ivania, etc., and were I to reason from prohibi-
tion standpoints I would claim that one result followed the other as a
cause, :

Massachusetts, Pennsy.

THE COURTS HAVE QUAILED BEFORE ITS INTOLERANCE.

Intolerance and fanaticism are unfortunate in any community, but
it is vastly more to be deplored to have the courts—that should be the
protectors of the rights and liberties of the people, and that should
stand asa wall and barrier against the assaults of the , flerceness,
and delirium of those that seek to ingulf them in times of excitement—
cowed and become subservient tools of the mob. But we have had just
this spectacle in Iowa, to its shame be it said.

A few years ago the supreme court of Iowa declared invalid and

not adopted a prohibitory amendment to the constitution that had re- -

ceived a majority of a very light vote cast, and this element went crazy
and threats were made in its press, pulpit, gatherings, and on every
street corner, that the members of theconrt making the decisions shonld
be defeated, and the decision thus changed. And the first one to come
before the people thereafter was Judge Day, an eminent jurist, a man
of the highest character, erudition, and probity, that had added luster
to the bench and credit to the State, but he was ignominiously defeated
for renomination in the convention of the party of great moral ideas
and relegated to private life, where he stands in public estimation tow-
ering like a majestic oak over underbrush as compared with those tha
hounded him to his official death.

From that day the court recognized the handwriting on the wall
and was seized with nervous prostration, went into collapse, and has
never offended this element since or made a decision bearing upon the
enforcement of the prohibitory law that had even a ring of ind dent
manhood or regard for the liberties or the constitutional or rights
of the people. The only relief has been where a Federal question be-
came involved when they have been promptly reversed by the Supreme
Court of the United States,

These decisions have taken all forms, from the dangerons denial of
fundamental and constitutional rights down to absurdities abouf
worthy of moot courts in country colleges. It was found that juries
had some sense and occasionally the courage of their convictions, and
would once in awhile refuse to convict withou$ evidence, and so they
had to be gotten rid otf; and with commendable ingenuity a law was
passed to enjoin men in criminal cases by equitable proceedings, issu-
ing temporary injunctions without notice, and even making them per-
petual when upon notice of the temporary proceedings the defendant
abandoned the business, so that fees therefor could be given to at-
torneys, officers, ete.; and then, in ordinary cases, in effect, would try
him for the statutory crime before the court alone by contempt
ceedings for violation of the injunction, and punish him both by K::
imprisonment, and practical confiscation of his property.

These proceedings have been held valid by this court, notwithstand-
ing Iowa has in its constitution the provision that *‘the right of trial
by jury shall remain inviolate,’”” and in the same section that ‘‘no
person shall be deprived of life, liberty, or property without due proe-
essoflaw.” The constitution of the State, having in view the generally
recognized fear of giving much jurisdiction to inferior courts; provides
that justicesof the peace shall only have jurisdiction in civil cases to the
extent of §100, or by consent of parties $300, and in criminal cases to of-
fenses where the punishment does not exceed a fine of $100 or impris-
onment for thirty days, clearly, plainly, and unmistakably intending
that in no case should they have jurisdiction above these amounts.
still this court has held that there is no limit to their jurisdiction in
seizure and destruction cases under this law, and they have actually
by these proceedings seized and destroyed thousands of dollars’ worth
of lignors that were claimed fo be held for legal pur]{:w:, and it has
been a common practice to try to destroy the liquors before the inter-
ested parties could get appeal bonds; and to mnie this provision more
intolerable it is provided that replevin shall not lie, but that it must
be tried out before this inferior court that hasno just jurisdiction.

The code of Iowa provides that the distinction between accessories
and prinecipals is abrogated, and that all persons concerned in the com-
mission of an offense, whether they directly commit the act or aid and
abet its commission, are equally guilty, and this court, rising to the
emergency and to facilitate conviction of sellers of liguors, and, as in
most cases, without any regard to law, legal principles, or the statutes
of the State, held that a man who indoced another to sell him liguor,
paid him for it, and did, of his own volition, that without which there
could be no offense, was as spotless as the driven snow, and in no wisa
connected with the very crime which he aided, abetted, counseled,
paid for, and made possible.

_ It has also held that manufacture for export out of the State is

illegal.

It has held that the courts can fix the attorney fee without any evi-
dence and according to their own sweet wills.

It has held that the smallest amount of alcohol in a beverage, no
matter what its effect would be on ordinary men, makes it amenable
to the law, notwithstanding the language of the statute is *‘intoxi-
cating” liquor. This was another case of emergency where the conrf
was equal to the oceasion. _

If some traveler on a Mississippi steamboat should empty the dregs
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of his flask in the river the water-works of the cities below would be
in danger of confiscation in the jurisdiction of this court,

It has held property-owners liable for sales on their premises with
knowledge but without consent. So that if a man shounld look ont his
back window some morning and see some one selling liquor in his yard
and thus know it, he is a candidate for the county jail, and I suappose
ought to go there.

Pharmacists can sell for medicinal purposes under permits issued for
that purpose, and still this wise court holds that if any one is seen
taking a dose of liquor in the drug store of a man holding a permit,
and the man is prosecuted, that the presumption of the law is against
him, and that he has got affirmatively to show his innocence; that the
patient had the belly-ache, I presume.

It has also held that where such a permit had just expired and the
holder had forgotten the fact, and thus administered to the wants of
some sick man, that he was amenable to the pains and penalties of this
infamous law, and that the honesty of his belief and the utter absence
of any thought or desire of violating the law in no wise gxcused him;
it probably aggravated the offense. -

This court has sustained the allowance of attorney fees in these cases
where the suits were commenced before the law allowing attorney fees
was =

It held that the burden is on the defendant to show that liquor
is not intoxicating.

It has held that where a man was seen drinking on the premises of
another man, and that other man was prosecuted therefor, that the pre-
sumption was that he was guilty.

It has held that contracts made in another State for the sale of liguor,
valid where made, could not be enforced in Iowa if the seller knew
that the liguors were to be brought into Iowa for illegal use there.

There has, perhaps, been no more corruption or abuse under any of
the provisions of this law than that which allows the ‘*‘cousins, the
sisters, and the aunts '’ of a purchaser to sue the seller for eivil damages.
This eourt has held under this that the showing that the purchaser had
been an habitual dronkard for twenty years did not even mitigate dam-
ages and could not be shown.

This law allows prosecutions for selling liquor and prosecutions for
nunisance in keeping the place for the sale, and this court has held that
anacquittal for selling is no bar to a prosecution for nuisance in keeping
the place where the very sales were said to have been made.

It has been held by this court that in a criminal prosecution for
nuisance, upon conviction a decree in equity can be entered providing
for the destrnction of the property, closing up the building, making
the attorney fee a lien, and such provisions of an equitable character.

These are just a few of the gems taken at random from the last few
volumes of the reports of that court. They would make any of the
great jurists of the past turn in their graves and those of the present
day wonder as to the degeneracy of the times.

All ideas of the correct administration of criminal law have been
ruthlessly set aside and all the safegnards found necessary in the expe-
rience of the ages for the protection of those charged with offenses have

been abrograted that fanaticism might trinumph.

°  The very fact that these things are necessary to the enforcement of
this law is sufficient condemnation of it.
CONCLUSIONS,

I have gone quite fully into these matters in Iowa, and for the rea-
sons stated, and as showing the ground of my protest against the fast-
ening of any such law accompanied by such workings on the people of
that State without their first having an opportunity to express their de-
sires in the premises, and especially as they have clearly indicated that
they do not now want either the law or its effects.

I again say that I recognize the evils of intemperance and am a full
believerin the necessity of a proper regulation of the traffic in liquors,
but these matters not now being under consideration, itis not necessary,
or even proper, to discuss the questions here.

THE BUMPTUARY CHARACTER OF THE PROPOSED LEGISLATION IS FULLY COXN-
CEDED.

As showing beyond any doubt that my conclusions before stated, that
the intent, purpose, and object of this law is towards paternalism and
the most offensive form of sumptuary legislation, and that the idea
advanced that success in this particular line or class of legislation
would not satisfy its friends, but that they would seek fresh conquests,

I will quote a few sentences and phs from the speech of my col-
league, Judge REED, who represented the Republican majority and
presented this conference report, and in which presentation he took a
more advanced and dangerousstand for paternalism in government and
in favor of sumptuary legislation than I have heard or heard of by any
legislator in modern times, and all of which met the approval of his
Bﬁfr:lbllmn associates that voted in favor of this report.

8§ ing of a law punishing public drunkenness, and the right
of the State thereon, he said:

If it can not prevent the evil to sociely for which the law of Alabama was
enacted by punishing the offender or by closing the places where intoxicating
liquors are sold against him, it may enter his domicile and seize the liquors he
there kgm and on which h%bmmu i-nl.oxleaw(i.

E = - L
If the State may arrest a man and punish him for offense against decency for

the purpose of preventing the repetition of his drunkenness in public; if it
may close everly public drinking p in the State inst him, I do not know
of any principle that prohibits it from going into dwelling-place and seiz-

ing the liguors that he has imported from abroad if that becomes necessary for
the t?hm of accomplishing that result. Now, thatl is one case, I will state
another.

The State has the undoubted right to require of all its citizens the perform-
ance of certain public duties ; and rrowin%out of that right, as I contend, isthe
further right to restrict the individual in the matter of his habits, if that be nec-
essary, for the purpose of securing to it the best services of the individual in

time of public danger.
on or ;‘mblic disturbance nobody will doubt the right of the

In times of invas
State to demand the services of every able-bodied man within its jurisdiction

for the purposes of repelling the invasion or of maintaining the public peace.
It has the right to demand military serviee from every citizen who is able Lo ren-
der such service. Now, if in such an emergency a man who owes this duty to
the State, and is able to perform it, enters upon a course of conduet that is eal-
culated and intended to destroy his power to render that duty, I think no man
will dol:ht the poyer of the fmm to pu} its hand upon him s‘m'i torestr:in him.,

I will state another ease in which I claim the State has this power, and it fs es-
sential to its very exist that it should have it, and on occasion exercise it, -
Every manjowes the duty—first, it is & natural duty, and second,it is a duty to
society—to maintain and educate his family. No man will doubt or deny that
Empoamon. But suppose a man by his habits, by his course of conduct, destroya

is ability to perform that duty, has entered upon a course of conduet the inev-
itable result of which is to destroy his ability to su his family; will it be
doubted by anybody that the State may lay its hand upon him and restrain him
in the matter of his habita? This power is easentinl, I say, to the preservation
or lhe - % - - - L) - -

Mr, SPrINGER, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? Dol
understand you to say that if this 8 te bill p , under the laws of Iowa
the authorities of that State will have the right to go into the private cellar of
any gentleman and take from him li?uors that he stored for his own use,
and confiseate them, under the law of that State, if those liquors have been re-
ceived from a foreign State and are in the original mkafes‘r

Mr, REeD, of Iowa, Mr. Speaker, my proposilion is this: That if by the use
of intoxieating liguors that I have acquired in any way, which I have in my
house, I am destroying my ability to perform the duties that I owe to the State
and the nation and to my family, dutiea that the State has the right to require
of e, it has the right to enter my house just as it has the right to punish me,
_}!:lillt as it has the right to close every drinking place in the community in which

ve.

Mr, SPrRINGER. But who is to decide that you are not ca}mble of taking care
of yourself and ought not to be allowed to control yourself ?

Mr. REED, of Iowa, The State is quite as competent to decide that question as
is this Congress.

When such doctrines as these, inimical to all ideasof freedom and
free government, can be advanced in the Congress of the United States
by a member having in charge gt important measure tending in that
direction, and they there recejfe the approval of the Republican party
having a majority in that bogdy, it looks as if we were drifting towards
dangerous shores where fre¢ government will strand, and it behooves
all patriots and friends of ize the dan-
ger to our institutions,
ments upon our libdg{ies while we have freedom and power and before
it is too late,

THE BREPUBLICAN PARTY I5 A MESACE TO THE COUNTRY.

The rapid strides of the Republican party towards dangerous doe-
trines like protection, which robs the poor for the benefit of the rich;
like the force bill, intended to perpetunate its power through the bay-
onet; like the original-package legislation, which is the entering wedge
of prohibitory and sumptuary control of the people, and like the de-
nial to the representatives of the people of the right to consider, de-
liberate upon, and discuss important measures pending in Congress,
and thus give information to the people about them, makes it an ab-
solute menace to the perpetuity of our institutions and form of gov-
ernment and makes the demand on all good citizens imperative torise
in their might and drive it from power.

Mr.OATES. Iyield tothe gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE].

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, a temporary majority of the peo-
ple of Towa have gone so far in legislation to restrain the liquor traffic
as not only to oppress the citizens of that State and destroy valuable
property rights therein, but also to take away the constitutional rights
of citizens of the rest of this Union. It was, perhaps, not their in-
tention to violate the Constitution. They took this step nnwittingly.
Their legislation came in contact with the Federal courts, and fell.
Hence this bill here now. This is not a question of policy or morals °
or religion. It is a question of legal rights—a question of constitu-
tional rights,

Mr. Speaker, some of the friends of this measure have with vivid
and picturesque language depicted the great evils that have arisen from
the decision of the Suprenre Court in the case of Leisy vs. Hardin.
The evils claimed fo have resulted from that decision are in the main
imaginary. They are not the legitimate results of the application of
the long-recognized law of the land. Many excellent citizens deeply
interested in the promotion of the canse of temperance are somewhat
exercised over the present situation in some of the States, apparently
arising from the decision of the Supreme Court.

A careful survey of the sitnation does not justify the censure that
has been sought to be cast npon the court. There is no need for the
alarm that has been stirred up, chiefly for political effect. The decis-
ion does not go to the extent of licensing the abuses of the liguor traffic,
of which there is most complaint. It does not sanction orlegalize the
keeping of disorderly houses, It gives no warrant for sales of liquor
to minors or to habitnal drunkards. It does not authorize the sale of
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intoxicating liquors upon Sunday nor within certain limits, where such
things are against State laws or municipal ordinances.

It does not invest the evasions of such wholesome regulations of the
liquor traffic as prevail in many of the States with any such legality
as is claimed by the zealous champions of prohibition. They may be-
lieve that such results will follow, but their unwillingness to permit
discussion of this bill at this time, and of all these questions pertinent
to it, might indicate that they had little confidence in the correctness
of their views.

But, Mr. Speaker, we are informed that in some States subterfuges
have been resorted to under the cover of this decision which virtually
annul the State laws upon the liquor traffic. Withont seeking to cor-
rect such abuses as have thus sprung up, either by testing their valid-
ity in the Federal courts or by State legislation, the representatives of
such States have formulated the plan of passing this measure throngh
Congress. I do not believe there is any necessity for it, while ear-
nestly favoring all reasonable regulations by State enactment to sup-
press the evils of the traflic.

It is only by reasonable restrictions that good can be accomplished
in this matter. Theamendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
ADAMS] is in the proper direction in which Congress might interfere
under the interstate-commerce clause of the Constitution. This hill,
stripped of verbiage, may be thus expressed in terms: *‘ Intoxicat-
ing liquors transported into any State shall, upon arrival therein,
be subject to the laws of such State.”” It is proposed under clanse
3 of section B of Article I of the Constitution, which gives among
the enumerated powers of Congress, ‘* To regulate commerce with for-
eign nationsand among the several States, and wilh the Indian tribes.’’

The bill, if constitutional, will anthorize any State to prohibit in-
terstate commerce in all fermented, distilled, or other intoxicating
liquors in or through its borders. The moment any consignment of
these articles of commerce shall arrive within the State, whether in-
tended ‘‘for use, consumption, sale, or storage therein,’’ or simply for
tra rtation through its territory from one State toanother, it conld
be seized and destroyed if the State has ‘‘so enacted in the exercise of
its police powers.”” The property of a citizen of Ohio or Illinois on
its way along the arteries of trade and destined to Nebraska or fuarther
west could thus be confiscated and destroyed in the State of Iowa.

Was any such power lodged in Congress by the States when-they
yielded up to the Federal Government the power to regulate such
commerce, not to prohibif, not to destroy? Such a concession was
never dreamed of by the fathers when they adopted the Constitution.
As was well said by the gentleman from Illinois in his excellent mi-
nority report:

The national policy of the United States in regard to commerce among the
States is, first, I.R:t no unnecessary restriction shall be laid upon it; and, sec-
ondly, that when unfr restriction is found to be necessary it shall be imposed,
not by a State Legislature, but by Congress, and shall express, not the local
policy of a State, but the general policy of the people of the United States.

The power to regulate commerce with foreign nations and among
the several States, intrusted by the Constitution to the Congress of the

_United States for the purpose of securing a uniform system of com-
mercial regulation, is one of the corner-stones of the Union.

Neither theStates nor the people ever contemplated placingsuch power
of destruction in the hands of the Federal Government. But suppose
that it did reside in the Congress by any implication or far-fetched
construction, where is the authority or right to yield it back to a State?
Could the Congress yield back to the States the power ‘‘to estab-
lish post-offices and post-roads ?”’ Could the Congress permit any
State to compel vessels bound toor from another to enter or clear atits

T8 ?
poUnder section 10, clause 2, Article I, certain powers are mentioned,
powers relating to commerce, which may be exercised by the States
with the consent of Congress. The clanse reads:

No State shall, without-the consent of the Congress, lay any imposts or duties
on imports or exports, except what may be absolutely necessary for executing
its inspection laws, ete.

Here the consenting of the Congress to the action of States within
the purview of the clause isevident. No one would question it. Bnt
does not the fact of its clear expression in this instance preclude abso-
lutely the idea that exists in the other ?

* No, Mr. Speaker, the Constitution does not provide for such conces-

sions to the States as this bill makes. If our friends npon the other
side wish to establish the national authority for such prohibition, as
they indirectly seem to seek, let them first proceed to amend the Con-
stitution in the way laid down therein. Do it directly. Let it not be
done in a manner certainly of questionable constitutionality; let it not
be done in such a way as to make chaos come again in the commercial
relations between the people of the different States of this Union.
. Mr. OATES. I wish to state that in the event this conference re-
port should be voted down, I have several alternative propositions to
suggest, one of which is on the narrow hasis of applying this pro-
posed law only to lignors, and isas follows:

That whenever any fermented, distilled, or other intoxicating liguors or
liquids are imported or brought into any State or Territory from any other
State, Terrilory, the District of Columbia, or a foreign nation, and there held
or offered for sale to an{ person within such State or Territory, the same shall
be subject to the laws of such State or Territory.

A MeMBER. How does that differ from the conference report ?

Mr. OATES. Thereisa good deal of difference; there is nothing
sumptuary at all about this. :

Another pmtﬁmition on which I would be glad to try the sense of
the House is that—

It shall not be lawful to import, ship, or take any intoxieating liquors into
any State or Territory for sale therein contrary to t.ge laws thereof. :
And giving the United States circuit and district courts authority

to enforce this legislation.

Now, of course, if the conference report is voted down a further con-
ference will be ordered, and that conference will be subject to instrue-
tions by the House. They can offer a substitute, under the rules, for
both the Senate and House propositions. The only desire I have, Mr.
Speaker, in the matter is that weg may get proper legislation, such as
will meet the demands of the conntry.

Now, in respect to the article of illuminating oils, as an illustration.
It will be seen in the reports sent here from the board of healtH of the
State of Iowa that inferior classes of illuminating oils can go in there
and be used in that State when they are sold in **original packages,’’
that being the only restriction.

Under the provisions of the Senate bill they can not beexciuded. So
also in regard to foreign goods which enter our ports where they pay
duty. If they are taken in the *‘original packages,’’ they may be sent
throughout the State, to any part of the State, where stores may be
erected for their sale and these goods sold in the ‘‘ original L AT
in defiance of the State laws as to taxation, the only requirement being
that the package shall not be broken.

I say to you, gentlemen, if you pass this bill you will not escape the
demands of the conntry even until the meeting of the next session of
G?ngrealu; before you will have appeals and demands for an enlargement
of the law.

Why not do it now? Why is not this House and the other capable
of framing a law capable of using such language as will meet any
and all demands of the country, notonly in regard to the single article
of intoxicating liquors, but in regard to everything else where the same
principle prevails? Why not do this, so that we may have a sound,
broad, and just basis for our legislation?

[Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr. REED, of Iowa. I now yield the remainder of the time helong-
ing to me to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. THOMPSON]. 3

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized for two minutes.

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker, the proposition of the Senate bill
is to restore to the States a right taken from them by the recent decis-
ion of the Supreme Court; a right which they had and exercised before
and since the adoption of the Constitution. It does nothing more. It
simply restores to them the right to deal with this question of intox-
icating liquors, a right which they have heretofore enforced unre-
strictedly.

Both Houses agree—hoth the Senate and the House—that the con-
dition in which this traffic is left by the decision of the Supreme Court
calls for a remedy, and we have agreed upon the remedy. We agree
that this bill will restore to the States all of the rights of which they
have been robbed by the decision of the Supreme Court; and the only
complaint made here to-day is that we do not go far enongh; that we
do not go on and deal with everything else which may ecome within
the principle of that decision. :

Now, Mr. Speaker, I say to you, deal with the other questions as
they arise. When public sentiment has been aroused with reference
to some other article of commerce and there is a reasonable demand
for restriction, such as we have placed around the traffic in intoxicat-
ing liquors by this bill, Congress will deal with it, and it will then be
time enough to consider it. It will not, in my judgment, be wise to"
enter into what is necessarily an unknown field of legislation at this
time. The question is before the House and before the people of the
country. It is understood by Congress and by the people, and this
legislation is in response toan aroused public sentiment on the subject.

If we undertake to go beyond it and deal, as the House amendment
proposes to deal, with everything that might come within the principle
of the decision of the Supreme Court, itsimply means the enactment of
no legislation during this session of Congress; and I submitto the House
that it is but reasonable to ask that this bill shall prevail, because it
has the support of both this body and the other, and, as I have said, the
only complaint heard to day is that we do not go far enough.

Under the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, in-
toxicating liquors as an article of commerce wonld have the protection of
the commercial clause of the Constitution until carried into the State
of its destination and there disposed of by sale. The provision of this
bill is that upon its arrival in the State it shall become subject to the
laws of the State, thus restoring the former status of the State power
to deal with it.

[Here the hammer fell. ] -

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker, the majority of the House conferees
have brought in a report which adopts the Senate bill without any al-
teration. It is surprising that after the expression of the sentiments
of the House in favor of its own proposition the conference committee
appointed have so readily yielded to the Senate in this matter. It
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certainly seems that an honest attempt to carry out the wishes of the
House was not made by the conferees appointed. This suspicion is
fully justified by the fact that when the matter was before the House
for its consideration some members of the Judiciary Committee were
using their influence to defeat the measure which they themselves had
reported.

I;Dmnsider that this legislation is of the most dangerous character,
resulting in no benefit to the communities it is sought to relieve and
infringing on the personal liberty ot the individual. It is a declara-
tion by Congress thatit will help to enforce all laws, nomatter how snmp-
tuary in their nature, which the different State Legislatures may puss,
Although every member is left {ree to vote according to his own judg-
ment and this measure can not be considered a party question, I fear
that if it becomes a law it will be claimed that the Republican party
must take the responsibility for its eénactment.

I bave stated, when speaking on this subject before, that T was in
favor of giving to each State the full police regnlation concerning the
sale of intoxicating liquors. Under this proposed law, however, the
individual citizen of any State might be deprived of the use of wine,
or beer, or other liquors, and his l}mperty in the course of transmission
from another State confiscated. , and have always been, a pro-
nounced opponent of all prohibition legislation. You can not curethe
evils of intemperance or make men better by legislative enactment.
The best thought of the country has always spoken out against this

kind of legislation.
I desire to read an extract from an argunment made before the joint
special committee of the general court of Massachusetts, on the ** s

of Prohibition’’ by the late Governor John A. Andrew, a man of ac-
" knowledged purity of thought and action, who during the late war
achieved a fame as the war governor of Massachusetts throughout the
entire land, and whose name willalways live in the memory of patriotic
citizens:

1 aver that a statute of prohibition, aiming to banish from the table of an
American eitizen by pains and penalties an article of diet, which alarge body
of the people believe to be legitimate, which the law does not even pretend to
exellide from the category of cial articles, which in every nation and
in some form in all history has held its place among the necessities or Lhe lux-

_ uries of society, is absurdly weak, or else it is fatal to any liberty. Whenever
it will cease to be absurdly weak, society, by the operation of moral causes,
will have reached a point where it will have me useless, or else it will be
fatal to any liberty, since, if not useless, but operated and folfilled by legal
faree, its execution will be perpetrated npon A body of subjects in whose abject
characters there will be combined the essential qualities which are needful to
cowardice and servility.

Do yon tell me that no beve into which aleohol enters, used in cooking
or placed upon the table, fitly belongs to the catalogue of foods?

I answer: That is a question of science which neither governor nor legisla-
ture has any lawful capacity to solve for the people.

Do you tell me, then, that whether the catalogue be expurgated or not, all
snch food is unwholesome and onfit to be safely taken ?

I answer: That is a question of dietetics, and it is for the profession of medi-
cine There is, in principle, no odds between proscribing an article of diet
and prescribing a dose of physic by authority of law. The next step will be to
prov?d.e for the taking of calomel, antimony, and epsom salts by act of the

eral ecourt.

“I‘;u you tell me, however, that all such beverages in their most innocent use

involve a certain danger; that ibly any one may, probably many, and cer-

taiuly some, will abuse it, and thus abuse themselves; and by consequence that

slldmen, ngtfrnauw of prudence, and therefore of duty, ought to abstain from

and reject

I answer: That is a question of morals, for the answer to which we must re-
sort to the Bible, or to the church, or to the teachings of moral philosophy.

The right to answer it at all, or to pretend to any opinion upon it binding the

citizen, has never been committed by the peofple in any free government on
earth, to the decision of the secular power. If the state can pass between the
citizen and his chuorch, his Bible, his conscience, and God, upon questions of his
habits, and decide what he shall do, on merely moral grounds,

own
then it has suthorit; to invade the domain of thought as well as of private life,
and p b to freedom of i There is no barrier in prinei-

ple where the g;rmmmlt must stop, short of the establishment of a state
ehurch, prescri by law and maintained by persecution.

Do you tell me that the using of wine or beer as a beverage, however temper-
ately, is of d ous tendency by res of its ple? Do you insist that
ﬁne!.em?mteuseofihhyonsmnmybe,‘ ded b; ther as the i
and apology fori ta abuse?

I answer: That if the Government restrains the one man of his own just,
national liberty to regulate his private eonduet and affairs, in matters innocent
in themselvea, wherein he offends not agaimst peace, public decorum, good
order, nor the personal rights of any, then the Government both usurps un-
delegated powers, and assumes to g:‘nish one man in advance for the possible
ianlt of another. The argument that, because one man may offend, another
must be restrained is the lowest foundation of tyranny, the corner-stone of des-
inu.n. Liberty is never denied to the poo})la anywhere, on the ground that

iberty is denied to be good or right in itself. The universal pretext of every
dmotﬂ Ibel?nji’ t‘ltut liberty is dangerous to society—that is, that the people are
unfit to enjoy it.

Do you tell me thatthese arguments have a tendency indirectly to encourage
and defend useless and harmful drinking, and that silence would have been
better, for the sake of a great and holy cause?

I answer: That He who governsthe universe and created the nature of man,
who made freedom a necessity of his development and the capacity to choose
between good and évil the crowning dignity of his reason, knew better than to
trust it to theexpedients of politieal society. Thegreatand holy canse of eman-
ecipation from vice and moral bondage is moral and not political.

}Tnm! to be thought right to burn o man’s body for the salvation of his soul,
It used to be thought that to suppress heresy and false teachers deceiving the
people, was merey to the heretic and the false teachers themselves, while it
protected the prople against perversion and spiritual ruin. The motive was
not bad, but the philosophy was fatal. The better the motive, the sincerer the
man, the more disastrous was the Eoliey. So, now, if dishonest and despotic
men alone, from love of power and not of human welfare, shonld appeal to
this machinery to work nT\tnat men’s wills their moral renovation, the plan
would lose more than half itsdanger. But the bad precedents good men estab-

lish to-day, in the weakness of their faith in better m:
for bad purp and with worse motives. Meanw
pulsory conformity to your ereed of artificial virtue, the dissentien
:%9.?‘:?;“@ e s m‘m’i “pa‘g‘ £ oru:d?ag:m Bakees ot
y e mo m en ] te:
his doctrine, and defiant nt heart. ¥ Jasyridhod

In the same argument, giving the views ot John Quincy Adams, he
Bays:
In the words of John Quincy Adams, whose nustere virtue and greatness

made him for years the representative statesman of New England, uttered in
sdﬂx:eaaing the temperance society of Norfolk County, five and twenty years

ago:

" Forget not, I pray you, the rights of personal freedom. * * * el
ernment is the foungnr.lo?;or all our polilzlml and social institutions, ant'lti:vt;
by self-government alone that the law of temp can be enfi . BN e
Seek not to enforee upon your brother l}y legislative enactment that virtue
;?;xi?lh he can ; only by the dictate of his own conscience and the energy

own wilL"

Before I close I would like to read from this argnment, which was
considered one of the ablest Governor Andrew delivered, and which
probably resulted in the abolition of the prohibition laws of Massa-
chusetts, the views of Lord Wrottesly, and also those of Rev. Dr.
Leonard Withington:

One of the latest and best expositions of the rationale of government and
islation is found in a recent volume bearing the title, by Lord Wrottesly,
which, without pretension to novelty of reasoning (which would perha; ze a
demerit), he has presented the results arrived at by the best modern
the philosophy of government.

The follow i.nngropmitiom; s0 glearly express the concluslons of reasons and
ex{:rirl;.?ym that T am prepared to adopt and to proclaim them as the voice of
autho c y

** First., Laws should never be passed which either can not be executed or of
which the execution is so difficult that the temptation to neglect their observance
is likely to surmount the fear of the punishment.

“8 d. Laws 1d never bo p d forbidding acts which,in the opinion
of a large proportion of the educated members of the community,are in them-
P hird. Taws should lly be passed which, th

¢ d. ws should not generally W , though good in them-
selves, either too much antieipate publie opinion or are hostile to the deliber-
ately formed sentiments of a majority of the ﬁupulution of any country.

" Fourth., No attempt should be made to reform the moral conduct of society
by the enactmentsof positive law ; that is, to make men good and virtuous by
act of Parliament.”

The venerable and reverend Dr. Leonard Withington, in the dawn of this
tempt at enforced conformity, sounded the note of remonst with propheti

lers on

wisdom :
I desire to bear my solemn tesiimony and to say that though I have seen
frequent sttempts, I never knew any to come from such legislation, I
have seen men exasperaled by it, bul never reformed. BSo it has ever been, and
so it ever will be, until nature itself is changed. 1 was in Connecticut when at-
tempis were made to enforce the observance of {he Babbath by law. I saw
h . power, passion, haughtiness, indignation, force, com-
mands, threats, cursing; butlsaw no promotion of meekness among christians
or repentance among sinners.  The contest was long and the fruits were bitter."

Mr. Speaker, I am satisfied that the adoption of this conference re-
port will be looked upon by-many good citizens residing in States where
prohibition exists, but who are opposed to if, as an infringement on
their personal liberty. Questionsof similar nature have been repeatedly
before the people of my State, and theirverdict has always been against
the enactment of sumptuary laws. If any legislation is necessary let
the conferees be instructed by this House again to meet and to submit
a measure for consideration, which, while it gives to the States the full
police control over the sale of intoxicants, does not infringe on the per-
sonal liberty of the individual, nor uphold nor assist in entorcing sump-
tuary laws, Let our action be one of deliberation and not that influ-
enced by this temporary and fanatical craze which has sprung up in a
few sections of the eountry.

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, this measure is urgently needed to stop
the new and growing evil of original-package saloons, and I will only
delay the House a moment to utter my joy that after such long delays
and discussion we are so close to the end. The vote now to be taken
will restore to the people self-government, and the powerby their own
State laws and home rule to protect their homes from the liquor traffic
and all the misery it entails.

There has been a frightful activity for evil sinfce the recent decisionof
the Supreme Counrt that liguor coming from another State was com-
merce between the States, and, so long as it was in the original pack-
ages, could be sold in defiance of local laws. Therum-sellers, coming
in from other States, havealighted from the trains as locusts and grass-
hoppers descend upon the doomed farmers’ fields, to blight and waste.
Quiet villages, where boys had grown up without seeing a saloon, are
noisy with the brawls of drunken men, made drunk by thesale of pint

which the people are powerless to prevent. A.{l that the people
could do was to appeal to Congress; and we have had petitions and
memorials from all parts of the conntry, imploring, demanding, nurg-
ing us to pass a bill declaring that this traffic, now in unbridled activity,
shall be put back under local laws, prohihition, license, or whatever
else the people of the State may enact.

The Supreme Court itself, in pronouncing the decision that this
traffic was interstate commerce, and as such completely under the aw-
thority of Congress, invited and snggested legislation by Congress
which wonld give to the police powers of the State authority to con-
trol it, and, wherever the people so desired, to nuprootit utterly. This
short bill of eight lines will do it; and I hope to see it passed throngh
both Houses and signed by the President before this week is out.

It was becanse of the urgency—because time was so important—thdt

-
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I voted two weeks ago for this Senate bill in preference to the House
substitute, for if passed then by the House it would at once have be-
come & law. The Honse substitute bill, which covered many other ar-
ticles than ligunor, such as adulterated food products, was a meritorions
measure, and when it had been suhatituwf by the House for the Sen-
ate bill I voted for its passage. But it was easy to foresee the delay
between the two Houses that would ensue and the probability that
the Senate would not agree to it; as so many Senators had expressed
objections to it and their doubis as to the constitutionality of the
broader measure., So it has turned out. After a week of conference
with the Senate our conferees have come back to us with the Senate
bill. It does not do all things, but it does one great thing, far the
greatest among all proposed, and does it thoroughly. I would have
been glad to have more, to have had a broader measure, but now
heartily vote for this bill, sure that it will check a dreadful evil, that
it will do no harm and will do inealeulable good.

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I can not vote for
this conference report, because it proposes to carry legislation further
than I believe legislation ought ever to go.

When this matter was first acted on in this body I voted for the
House substitnte, as establishing a correct and proper boundary be-
tween the general commerce powers granted to Congress and the police

wers reserved to the States. That substitute recognized in each
B:at.e full power and aunthority within its own limits to regulate the
traffic in any articles of commerce—including, of course, intoxicating
lignors—whenever such articles become mingled with the general
property within the State.

This, in my judgment, exhausts the police powers of the State, and
goes as far as the State has, under onr theory of government, the right
to go. Whenever the State assumes to proceed beyond regnlation
of traffic, and attempts to control the use and consumption of an ar-
ticle, it invades the home and that reserved domain of individunal free-
dom which it is a leading object of government to protect from all in-
trusion not demanded by the safety of society itself. I would not
recognize the existence of such unlimited power, much less intrust it
to any government, whether State or national.

I am confirmed in these views as to this conference report by the line
of argument pursuned by the able jurist, the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr.
REED], for, despite his disclaimer of belief in paternalism, the reason-
ing and the illustrations which he has unsed in sustaining this report
seem to me to be paternalism and high government in a very extreme
and dangerous mesdsure,

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. Speaker, I regret that the conferenceupon
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses has resulted in the abandon-
ment of the House substitute, and in a recommendation that the Sen-
ate bill be passed. The House measure was fully protective against
the illicit sale of intoxicating liquors and did not discriminate against
any article of commerce. It was as broad and far-reaching as the de-
cision of the Supreme Court which made the legislation necessary.
The Senate bill, however, selects intoxicating liguors as the only arti-
cle of commerce ecalling for legislative action, whereas in the course of
the debate when the bill was before the House it was very clearl
demonstrated that there were other articles of commerce over whi
the States should have control as well as intoxicating lignors.

But unwise and temporizing as I deem the Senate bill to be, I could
yield it my snpport if it were not for the provision that requires me,
by voting for the bill, to approve the doctrine that a State has the right
by legislation to enter the homes of its citizens and confiscate or destroy
the property of which, in the exercise of their personal rights, they have
become possessed. Whilst it is absolutely essential to the good order
of society that the traffic in intoxicants shounld be controlled, or if
deemed necessary entirely forbidden, I am not willing by my vote to
give the sanction of an act of Congress to a principle that violates the
sanctity of the private honse and overturns and tramples npon the per-
sonal liberty of the citizen. Yet this is precisely what the Senate bill
proposes, - The langnage of the bill is, that—

All fermented, distilled, or other intoxieating liquors or Hquids transported

. The question was faken; and there were—yeas 119, nays 93, not vot-
ing 1154 as follows:

into any State or Territory, or remaining therein for use, consumption, sale, or
etorage therein, shall, upon arrival in such State or Territory, be subject to the
operation and effect of the laws of such State or Territory, etc,

The House substitute, on the other hand, provides that—

Whenever any article of commerce is imported into any State, from any other
Btate, Territory, or foreign nation, and there held or ufféred for sale, the same
#hall then be subject to the laws of such State,

Then follows a proviso against discrimination by a State in favor of
its own citizens or products. The House substitute seems to me so
much the wiser measure that T am constrained to vote to d to
the conference report, with the hope that by so doing we may still get
the Honse bill after further conference, or failing in that, that we
may have eliminated from the Senate bill the very objectionable feat-
ure to which I have referred.

The SPEAKER. The time having expired for debate, the question
is on the adoption of the conference report.

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ““nays "’
seemed to have it

Mr, PETERS and others demanded the yeas and nays.
The yeas and nays were ordered.

YEAS—119.
Allen, Mich, Culbertson, Pa. La Folleite, Reed, Towa
Anderson, Dalzell, Laidlaw, Reyburn
Arnold, Darlington, Laws, Rockwell,
Atkinson, Pa. Dingley, Lewis, Rowell,
Baker, Dolliver, Lodge, Sawyer,
Banks, rEey, Mason, Seull,
Bartine, Dunnell, MeComas, Bhe
Belden, Evans, MeDuflie, Smith, I
Belknap, E McKenna, Smith, W. Va.
Bergen, Feathersion, Miles, Snider,
Bingham, Fithian, Milliken, Spooner,
Boothman, Flick, Moflite, Stephenson,
Boutelle, Flood, Moore, N, H. Stivers,
Brewer, Funston, Morey, Struble,
Brosius, Gear, Morrill, Sweney,
Browne, Va. Gest, Morrow, Taylor, E. B,
Buchanan, N.J, Gifford, Morse, OIMAS,
Burrows, Greenhalge, 0O'Donnell, Thom pson,
Candler, Mass, venor, 0'Neill, Pa. Townsend, Cole,
Cannon, Hangen, Osborne, Townsend, Pa.
Carter, Henderson, Iowa Owen, Ind, Turner, Kans,
Cheadle, Her! Payne, Vandever,
Chen’ f Hill, Payson, addill,
Cogswell, Hitt, Perkins, ‘Wallace, N, Y.
Comstock, Hoﬁkins, Peters, Watson,
Conger, Kelley, Pickler, Wil Ohio
Connell, Kennedy, Post, ilson, Ky.
Cooper, Ohio Kerr, lowa Pugsley, Wilson, Wash,
Cm&e. Knapp, Raines, Wright.
Crisp, Lacey, Ray,
NAYS—93.
Abbott, Davidson M % Rogers,
Adams, Elliott, Martin, Ind, Rowland,
Barwig, Ellis, Martin, Tex. Sayers,
Bayne, Flower, MeAdoo, Skinner,
Beckwith, Forman, MoClammy, Springer,
Breckinridge, Ark. Forney, MeClellan, Stewart, Tex,
Breckinridge, Ky. Fowler, MeCord, Btoe!
Brickner, Frank, MeCormicl, Stone, Ky.
Brookshire, Geissenhainer, McMillin, Stamp,
Brown, J. B, Gibson, McRae, Tillman,
Brunner, Montgomery, Tracey,
Bunn, Grimes, Morgan, Tucker,
Burton, Hatch, Mutchler, Turner, Ga.
Bynum, Hayes, Oates, Turner, N. Y,
Campbell, Haynes, O’Ferrall, Van Schaick,
Caruth, Hea: O’'Neil, Mass, Vaux,
Caswell, Holman, Outhwaite, Wheeler, Ala.
Catchings, Kinsey, Owens, Ohio ‘Whitthorne,
Chipman, Lane, Parretf, Williams, 111,
Clunie, Lanham, Paynter, Wilson, W. Va,
ser, Ind. Lawler, Peel, Yoder,
Crain, Lehlbach, Penington,
Culberson, Tex, Lester, Va. Reilly,
Cummings, Maish, Richardson,
NOT VOTING—115.

Alderson, Cothran, Kilgore, Beney,
Allen, Miss, Covert, Lansing, Bhively,
Anderson, Miss, Cowles, Lee, Simonds,
Andrew, Cutcheon, Lester, Ga. Smyser,
Atkinson, W, Va, Dargan, Lind, Spinola,
Bankhead, De Haven, Magmner, Stahlnecker,
Barnes, De Lano, McCarthy, Stewart, Ga,
Biggs, Dibble, MoCreary, Stewart, Vt.
Blanchard, Dickerson, McKinley, Stockdale,

land, Dockery, Mills, Stone, Mo.
Bliss, Dunphy, Moore, Tex. Tarsney,
Blount, Edmunds, Mudd Taylor, 1L,
Boatner, Enloe, Niedring‘hnm. Taylor, J. D.
Bowden, Farquhar, Norton, Taylor,
Brower, Finley, Nute, Venable,
Browne, T, M. Fitch, O'Neall, Ind. Wade,
Buchanan, Va. Grout, Perry, Walker, <
B::;:Iknll:w. Hsll.hto B g:e]nn. _‘\';:.l‘]hnice, Mass,
Bullock, Hansbrough, ree, ngton
Butterworth Hare, Price, Wheeler, Mich,
Caldwell, Harmer, Qunckenbunsh, Whiting,
Candler, Ga. HamJ)h{ll. Quinn, Wic!
Carlton, Henderson, I1L Randall, Wike,
Clancy, ’ Henderson, N. C. Rife, %
Clark, Wis. Hermann, Robertson, Wil
Clarke, Ala, Hooker, Rusk, Willcox,
Cl t Houk Russal Wilson, Mo,
Cobb, Kerr, Pa. Sanford, Yardley.
Coleman, Ketcham, Scranton,

So the conference report was to.

' The Clerk announced the following additional pairs until farther
notice:

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama,

Mz, CoLEMAN with Mr. WILEY. \

Mr. HAgMER with Mr. Leg, for the rest of this day.

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. DoCcKERY, on this vote.

Mr. CurcHroN with Mr. McCREARY, on this vote. -

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with
gent.l'e‘mnn ’from Alabama [Mr, CLARKE]. If he were present, Ishould
vote ‘‘ay.’

The rzsu]t of the vote was then announced as above recorded.

Mr. REED, of JTowa, moved to reconsider the vote by which the con-
ference report was agreed to ; and also moved to lay the motion to re-
consider on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.
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PAY OF ASSISTANT DISTRICT ATTORNEYS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,

Mr. HEXDERSON, of Towa, was recognized. >

Mr. OATES., Mr. Speaker, I have a bill here in which I myself
have no interest, but it is a matter that onght to be passed, and 1 ask
unanimous consent that it be considered and passed at once. It relates
to the compensation and employment of attorneys for the prosecution
of cases here in the courts of this District.

The SPEAKER pro fa}?arc (Mr. BuRrowS in the chair). 'The gen-
tleman from Iowa [ Mr. HENDERSON ] was recognized.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will allow the genfleman to submit
his request for nnanimons consent. The bill may be read subject to
ohjection.

Unanimous consent was granted.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (8. 3555) to i the com tion of the assistants to the attorney of
the United States for the District of Columbia, and to amend section 907 of the
Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to said District.

Be it enacled, ete,, That section 907 of the Revised Statutes of the United States,
relating to the District of Columbia, be amended to read as follows :

“8Ee, 907. He shall pay to his deputies or assistants not exceeding in all $10,-
000 per annum ; also his clerk-hire, not exceeding $2,400 perannum ; office rent,
I‘E , stationery, printing, and other incidental expenses out of the fees of his
ol m“

Mr. HOLMAN. What is the proposition that is now before the
House?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr.
0ATEs] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the hill
which just been read.

Mr. CANNON. I will reserve the right to object.

Mr, HOLMAN. I will reserve the right to object until a statement
is made as to the effect of it.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr.
HENDERSON] yield?

Mr. HE N, of Iowa. For what purpose?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For a statement.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Yes, if it is a matter that will not
consume time. If any agreement can be made as to the length of time
that shall be occupied I am willing to consent, if it may be understood
that the previous question may be ordered at the end of ten minutes,

Mr. OATES. 1 do not want that. If itisgoing torun indebate or
consume time I will withdraw it.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Very well; with that understanding
I make no objection.

Mr. OATES, Mr. Speaker, this bill is unanimously reported by the
Committee on the Judiciary, and the facts which necessitate its passage
are briefly these: More than twenty years ago the present statute, pro-
viding for the force of the district attorney’s office to attend and prose-
cute in the various courtsin the District of Columbia, was passed. The
business has grown until the present force are simply imcapable of doing

the work. The proof is abundant of that fact. This hill makes pro- | .
~ vision for allowing an additional assistant to the district attorney.

As it is now, the grand jurymost of the time are deprived of theas-
sistance and advice of an attorney, which is absolutely essential to the
progress of their business. Now this does not call for any appropria-
tion out of the Treasury. The expenditure is simply to be made out
of the income of the office, which far exceeds the expenditure proposed
in this bill, as shown in the report by the Judiciary Committee, from
the statement tabulated and sent in by the Attorney-General, showing
the income of the office for four years.

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman state what is the limit of the
expenditure under the present law ?

Mr. OATES. Ithinkitis about$5,000. I am not able to state pre-
cisely what it is. The evidence before the committée was that some
of these assistants have not received more than $700; and with the
force they have and this limited amounnt which can be paid, they are
simply unable to do the basiness, That is clear, and we have had it
from most reliable gentlemen, who are fully acquainted with this busi-
ness, This will enable the district attorney to employ one additio
assistant, and the compensation for all of them will come ount of th
fees earned by the office, which considerably exceed that amount.

Mr. HOLMAN. 1 wish to say to the gentleman from Alabama that
I understand the present limitis $1,000. Now, the effect of this prop-
osition is to make it $10,000, and that is certainly a very large increase,
more than double.

Mr. OATES. No, the present limit for the whole board is more than
$4,000. Idonotremember the precise figures. Perhapsthegentleman
from Texas [ Mr. CULBERSOXN | knows.

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. It is $5,000.

Mr. HOLMAN. As I understand it the amount is proposed to be
doubled, and yet the present limit was fixed only about twenty years

ll‘gul,-fr. OATES. Yes; and the business is far more than double what it
was then, 3

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Far more than double?

Mr. OATES, The tables show it.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr.
OATES] asks unanimons consent that the Committee of the Whole House

on the state of the Union be discharged from the further consideration
of the bill which the Clerk has just read.

Mr. HOLMAN., I shall not object to its ecoming before the House.

Mr. CANNON. I will object unless the unanimous consent can go
tg the t:alxta.mt of considering it as passed and reconsidered and laid npon
the table.

Mr. McMILLIN. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon that
rigorous action. It seems that it is not necessary.

Mr, HOLMAN. I do not object to its coming before the House,

Mr. CASWELL. T hope the gentleman will not object.

Mr, CANNON. Iam willing to consent that it be

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill ? !

Mr. CANNON. I have no objection to five minutes’ further discus-
sion if you want it.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill?

Mr. CANNON. Unless the gentleman will modify his proposition
so that it may by unanimons consent be considered as passed.

Mr. OATES. You do not give me a chance to modify it.

Mr, CANNON. I do not want my friends on the other gide of the
House to waste an hour or two in roll-calls.

Mr. OATES. You do not make any objection, do yon?

Mr. CANNON. I have said that I am willing it should be consid-
ered as passed.

AMr. HOLMAN. All that I ask on my part is simply to have a vote
on the proposition.

L[l:; ANNON. Does the gentleman propose to call for the yeasand
nays?

Mr. HOLMAN, No, sir.

Mr. CANNON. Very well; with the understanding that the time
shall not be wasted in calling the yeas and nays, I do not object.

Mr. OATES. T understand there is no objection.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The Chair understands the gentleman
from Illinois to snggest that thereshall be some limit to the time, and
the Chair will put the request in this way. The gentleman from
Alabama [Mr, OATES] asks unanimous consent that the Committee of
the Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the
bill, and that the House now consider it, and that at the end of ten
minutes the previous question be considered as ordered.

Mr. OATES. I do not ask for that much time,

Mr, McMILLIN. I hope the gentleman will not insist on that. It
will go through inless than five minutes, if it goes throngh atall. Ido
notlike to see adopted a method of procedure so extraordinary.

Mr. CANNON. T will take my friend’s word for it, and withdraw
the objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the granting of
the request? [After a panse.] The Chair hears none,

Mr. OATES. I ask for a vote on the bill. 3
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the third reading
of the Senate bill.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and it was accordingly
read the third time, and passed.

Mr. OATES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
pnmdbl ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa. I now move that the House resolve

itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union

for the consideration of general appropriation bills,
The motion was agreed to,

nsideration of the general deficieney bill, and the Clerk will
next paragraph.

payment of special deputy marshals at Congressional elections, being a
ney for the fiseal year 1588, §34,745,

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word.

I deem this a proper place to call the attention of the House to the
fact that this law bas at times been naladministered, and I will now
givean extract from the speechof Senator CARLISLE, formerly amember
of this House, made in the Forty-sixth Congress, in which he calls at-
tention to the ontrageous processes by which this law was adminis-
tered in the State of New York, 2

It is not possible for me to devote any considerable time to a recital of the
many abuses that have been committed under this law, but I desire to say, what
is known to the whole country, that at the Con al election in 1875 in the
city of New York those who controlled and directed this ingenious and op-
pressive political machinery brought the whole force to bear with crushi
effect nst a single class of citizens of foreign birth. In May, n&
supervisor of elections in that citly caused one of his clerks or ts to
swear to a single complaint against ninety-three hundred of foreign
birth, who held certificates of naturalization issued from supreme courts
and superior courts in 1868, and on which they had regularly registered and
voted at every election since that time, }
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On this complaint the same supervisor of elections, as the clerk of the United
States court, issued five thousand and four warrants, returnable before himsel f
as commissioner of the United States court. Afterward it seems to have been dis-
covered by the officer that these warraats were illegal btiremon of the fact
that the complaint contained more than one name, and thereupon they were
withdrawn; but immediately afterward he caused twenty-eight hund more
complaints to be made aud issued warrants upon them in the same way. Many

ns were arrested under this process, and about thirty-four hum{rbd nat-
uralized citizens, in order to escape fromn this partisan persecution, actually sur-
rendered their papers. Justa few days before the election in November he
eaused the same clerk or assistant to swear Lo thirty-two hundred more com-
plaints. They were sworn toin pac

* Original packages,’’ I suppose—
many of them on the Sunday preoeding the election, and during the nightpre-
ceding the election warrants were made out against the persons named in the
compiaints and placed in the hands of the supervisors of election a1 the various
voling p , to be dell vered to the deputy marshals the next morning, in order
that they might be executed when the persons named in them appeared.
Among the instructions given by the chief supervisor—

John I. Davenport—
to his subordinates was the following—

Mr. ROGERS, Is that thesame John I. Davenport that the Speaker
enlogizes in the June number of the North American Review as having
secnred purity of elections in New York? =

Mr, McADOO, That is the same John I. Davenport.

““In the case of persons who present themselves to vote, where a warrant has
been previously issued, you will see that such persons are arrested upon the
warrant upon so presenting themselves, and before voting."

This instruction was faithfully obeyed, and on the day of election hundreds
of naturalized citizens who possessed all the gqualifications required by the con-
stitution and laws of the State of New York werearrested at the polls, dragged
away by these deputy wmarshals, and deprived of the right of suffrage. The
pretense uémn which these outrages were committed was that the records of
naturalization kept by the superior court of New York in the year 15868 were
defective, and that therefore the certificates were void.

The truth was that precisely the same kind of record, and no other, had been
kept in that court for a period of filteen years, under the administration of
nineteen different judges of both political parties, Hon. Edwards Pierrepont,
late minister to the court of St. James, being one of them ; that between fifty
and sixty thousand peraons had during that time been naturalized in precisely
the snme manner asthese persecuted men, and many of them had been voting
and exercising all the other rights of citi hip without q for twenty
years; and that before these arrests were made a State judge, in an abie and
elaborate opinion, had expressly decided that the record was sufficient and the
naturalization valid, Notwithstanding these facts, about which there can be
no dispute, these nine or ten thousand persons, who had in good faith procured
their papers in 1868, were selected to be the vietims of as vile a political con-
gpiracy and persecution as was ever set on foot in the history of any country.

Mr. VAUX. Will the gentleman allow me a question ?

Mr. McADOO. I would be very glad to do so, but I have only five
minutes, and therefore can not. But if I have time I will be glad to
do so.

Certainly no such crusade against the political rights of any claas of citizens
was ever before innugurated in this country, and none ever less excuse or
!\mtiﬂmuon. Insome instances the papers of the citizen were seized by these

officers when he came to register and were retained until the election
WAS OVEr.

The total absence of sufficient legal cause for these extraordinary proceedings
is demonstrated by the admitted fact that although thousands of warrants were

ued and hundreds of arrests were made, not a single conviction was ever
obtained, and, indeed, not a single case was ever prosecuted to a final hearing.

[Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
the gentleman be allowed to finish reading. It is somewhat of a back
number, but I would like to hear it read.

Mr. McADOO. I thank the gentleman for his courtesy; but even
back numbers can be made forwardnumbers sometimes. Continuning,
he said:

I have said that these were legally qualified voters, and a brief reference to
the judgment of the United States circuit court in one of the cases will estab-
lish the truth of the statement. One of the men arrested, Peter Coleman by
name, appears to have been so ‘goor and friendless as to be unable either to pro-
cure bail or otherwise his rel and juently he was thrown rntn
jail, and in the excitement and confusion of the occasion was overlooked until
some time after the election. A wril of habeas corpus wassuedout and he was
brought before Judﬁ Blatchford, who, after an elaborate investigation of the
whole question,disc| him from imprisonment. Toshow thathis case was
the same as the cases of the others, and that they were also legal voters, I read
some brief extracts from the opinion. In the course of his opinion 'tl‘m judge

says:
“It is not claimed thut between the end of 1858 and the

ning of 1§74 any

case different from what now appears to have been made in the
Coleman, while it does appear that during all the time from 18538 to 157
form of the order of admission was the same as in the case of Coleman (e
that nothing appears as to any initial of a judge), and that such formy covers
the cases of between fifty thousand and sixty thousand persons, who appear by
the books of that eourt before mentioned to have been admitted by that court
during that period to be citizens if Coleman was so admitted.”

And farther on he says:

The court, for a period of fifteen years, observed the same form of precedent
and kept the same records, and made the same orders of admission in all cases
of nataralization as in the case of Coleman, and none other. During that
riod ninet udges pied seats on the bench of that court. They were Jo-
seph 8. Bosworth, Murray Hoffman, John Slossom, Lewis B. Woodruff, Ed-
wards Pierrepont, James Moncrief, Anthony L. Robertson, James W. White,
John M. Barbour, Clandius L. Moneil, Samuel B. Garvin, John H. McCann,
5 1 Jones, Fr J. Fithian, John J. Freedman, James C, Spencer, Will-
iam E. Curtis, John SBedgwick, and Hooper C. Van Vorst.

It is to be presumed that, in each case of naturalization during that time, a
certificate was given like in form to that received by Coleman, and averring
that the court had 1 i the admission of the p-rhga That series of ju
must have regarded what was found on the files, or in the records or books of
eourt in each case as an order of admission, or as a record of showing thatsuch

other form of order admilting to citizenship was made by the superior equrt i i
e
ph

-

an order had been made by the court. The stignlation of facts states thatin the
case of each person whose name is entered in the book as naturalized there are
on file papers resembling in all respects those in the case of Coleman.

And finally, after an able discussion of the law and the facts involved
in the case, he says: s

It therefore appears that Coleman was duly and 1 1y admitted to eitizen-
ahif-, and that the legality of his admis=sion was not invalidated by any act or
omission which occurred either prior or subsequently to his admission. As he
was legally admitted it was proper for the court to give him the certificate of
citizenship which was given to him, and that certificate was not unlawfully
issued or made. On this ground he is entitled to his di arrest,

Now, sir, if Coleman was a qualified voter so were all the others, unless it
can be shown that in some material res their cases were different from his.
That there was no such difterence, I think, may be fairly assumed from the
facts that the complaints and warrants were all alike, all being printed forms,
alleging the same offense in the same language, and that there was not a soli-
tary conviction secured on any of them,

The evidence taken by a committee of this House during the last Congress
and reported in Mjscellaneous Document No, 23, shows that about ninety-five
hundred persons who were naturalized in the superior court in 1868 istered
and voted in the ciﬁ? of New York at the election of 1876, but the result of the
w of intimidation inaugurated and esrried on by the chief supervisor of

fons and his subordinates was that only twelve hundred and forty such
persons voted at the Congressional election in 1873,

1t is therefore almost self-evident that about 8,000 voters, nearly all of whom
were Democrats, were illegally deprived of the right of suffrage in a single city
at that election. When these eight thousand men voted the party of the Exec-
utive had but one Representative on this floor from that city ; but after they
have been driven or dragged away from the ballot-box it has three. I make no
further comment.

But, Mr. Chairman, when a law itself is vicious or unconstitutional, as I be-
lieve these laws are, the mere manner of their administration is a matter of sec-
ondary importance. No method of administration can sanctify a bad law or
recclmcilc its vietims to its continued enforcement, There is no remedy but re-
peal.

‘Now, Mr. Chairman, in the language of Scripture, if this can take
place in the green bush, what will take place in the dry? If this can
be done under the present mild law, with a non-partisan jury, whatin
the name of heaven and justice will be done nunder a bill which provides
for bayonets to back up the chief marshal with a partisan jury selected
by psirtimns to find indictments at will? [Applanse on the Democratic
side.

Mr, FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, it seems singular that on sue-
ceeding days members on the Democratic side should deal in back
numbers. I am well aware of the fact that it takes a Representative
outside the State of New York to make any criticism on the paper
which has just been read. I think there is no Representative of the
State of New York who would have asked to have that pa; read
upon the record. I certainly as one would not, and I think that I feel
as peaceably towards my neighbors and hold the honor of my State as
high as any man could. I never would want to see in print on therec-
ords of this Congress anything that carried us back to the first days
when there was a purification of elections in the city of New York
through registration and through supervisors.

I hardly think that any man wants to go back to the back numbers
that brought disgrace to our State. I have no comments to make, but
I say there is not a square Democrat in the State who would want to go
behind the days and the legislation that brought a clean ballot to our
State. I stand as a Representative on this floor, proud of the fact
that New York has now on her statute-books the best law of election
that ever was passed. It is to her honor and credit, and it is to the
honor and credit of good Democrats who stvod by Mr. Davenport and
others when they cleaned out New York in the four years in which it
first operated. = :

That is an answer to all that the gentleman from New Jersey has
said; and when any one on this floor wants to take up the ¢ for
the impurity of the ballot-box then they take it up on a question of
the cost of court officers. It has been so thoroughly ventilated that
no Democrat that I know of in the State of New York holds up his
head to defend the practices of those days. [Applause on the Repub-
lican side. ]

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. BMr. Chairman, I want to go back to

page 51 for a committee amendment which escaped my attention at -

e time.
The CHAIRMAN. The request of the gentleman from Towa will
be withheld for a moment until the gentleman from New York. [Mr.
TURNER] can be recognized on the pending amendment.
Mr. TURNER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I am glad that at last
my distingnished colleague from New York rises in his place to defend
the honor of that great State. I am glad that at last his State prideis
aroused. I am somewhat astonished when I recall that I have =at
here day after day when men have maligned and tradnced that great
State and he has been silent. I recall with wonder and amazement,
Mr. Chairman, that through the days of the debate on the general elec-
tion bill, when frequently, very frequently indeed, reference was made
to alleged frauds in the State of New York, and the assertion was made
that there was Lo be reformation in New York City, and that New York
City was the place where this election bill was needed as much as if
was needed in any part of the South, he had nothing to say, -
These assertions were made by gentlemen on the other side, and yet
this new defender of the honor of the State of New York sat silent in
his seat and cried ‘‘ay ' when the roll was called, thus indorsing, so
far as he could by his vote, those statements as true—false and libelous
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a8 he now declares them to be. He now stands here in his place and
talks about the good election laws of the State of New York. I kmow
them to be good laws. The gentleman wants silence over that period
of the history of the State of New York to which the gentleman from
New Jersey has referred. In view of the revelation made by the gen-
tleman from New Jersey here to-day I do not wonder that the gentle-
man wants silence.

In view of that revelation and in view of his own action in voting
for a bill dranghted by the infamous scoundrel who was the chief actor
in the transactions which the gentleman from New Jersey has described,
I do not wonder that the gentleman from New York wants silence. I
should think that his one request of history would be silence. [Ap-
planse on the Democratic side. | a

Bir, I have sat in my place in silence the lasthour I ever shall listening
to these attacks, nameless and vague, Jannched against my city because
of the fact that she is & great Democratic city, and because her Demo-
cratic majorities mount higher and higher as the intelligence of her

ple progresses. These charges come from the other side of this

amber, {from a party dominant only by chance, a party that sees al-
ready the handwriting on the wall, a party that is disintegrating, a
party which knows that its doom is written, a party desperate and led
by desperate men.

The Representatives of that party, remembering the great erime of
New York that she gave 57,000 Democratic majority in 1888, raise
anew this cry of frand and propose to launch another inundation of
deputy marshals upon her citizens. That is the animus of this attack.
That is the real purpose. I say again that I have sat hereand listened
for the last time I ever purpose to do to these charges withont raising
my voice in defense of that great State and that great city whose elec-
tions are as pure, whose citizens are as honest, as intelligent, and as
conscientious as the people represented by any gentleman upon the
ﬁe:i side of this Chamber. [Prolonged applause on the Democratic

e.

Mr. FARQUHAR. Oneword, Mr. Chairman, in answer to the tirnde
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. TURNER]. Notwithstanding
the allegation that the liberties of 9,000 voters were trampled npon by
the election officers in the State of New York, not one single suit in
court was ever brought to vindicate that allegation or to attack the
position of those officers in the execution of the law; not one. No ques-
tion of damages was ever raised by any of these men, who even surren-
dered voluntarily what they claimed were their naturalization certifi-
cates, and I was very glad to see that the very communication which
the gentleman from New Jersey has read set forth that fact, that not a
dollar of remuneration had been asked for these ontrages, but the parties
quietly acquiesced. Mr. Chairman, I.can, if necessary, give the names
of the best Democrats of New York who backed up that very action on
the part of Mr. Davenport and others. .

' Mr. ODOTHWAITE. Name one of them.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I donot want to have
the election law rediscussed on this bill, so I ask unanimous consent
now to recur to page 51, where I desire to offer an amendment.

The amendment was read, as follows: '

i a
i 116 thioreol v Tor 1568, ekoept the slaims of the Central Pacifis and Southorn
Railroad Companies, §220.80; in all, $437.50."

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. This simply carries ont the exception
which has been observed throughout the bill as against the Pacific
railroads,

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment will be
considered as agreed to.

Mr. McADOO. I move to strike out thelast word. The gentleman
from New York has seen fit to accuse me of interfering in the inter-
nal affairs of that State, but the events which took place in New York
at the period to which I have referred were matters of national impor-
tance; and every gentleman here knows that those facts are pertinent
to measures that are now being discussed in Congress and by the coun-
try. They become contemporaneousand immediate in their pertinency
since the Davenport bill is now before Congress. Those facts, so far
as I know, stand uncontroverted; and in answer to the position taken
by the gentleman, namely, that if these citizens were outraged by
false arrests and other arbitrary measures it is strange that none of
them brought sunits for damages or appealed to the grand jury for an
indietment of the offender, I desire to say that I point the gentleman
to the ease of Coleman himself.

Mr. Peter Coleman wasadjudicated by a United States judge in po-
litical affiliation with the party to which Mr. Davenport belongs as
being a legal voter and per contra as having been illegally arrested, so
that he had the judgment of a court to back nup his snit for damages it
he had seen fit to bring it. Bat, Mr. Chairman, the hundreds and
thousands of men who were dragged intoa pen in the Federal building
in the city of New York were the poor and the friendless, naturalized
citizens, men who had no money and no means to bring suit.

Mr, FARQUHAR. What did Tammany Hall do for them ?

Mr. McADOO. There is no reason to believe that Tammany Hall
had anything to do with those voters. They appear on the record as
having been illegally arrested. That fact remains uncontradicted. In

the Congress in which the speech from which I have quoted was made
no substantial facts were offered to show that these men had not been
illegally arrested or that these ontrages had not been committed.
Therefore, I say, in view of the fact that a measure is now before the
Senate of the United States for the purpose of increasing the number
and making almost omnipotent these chief supervisors and United .
States marshals, which measure is credited throughout this country
with having for its father this'same Mr. John I. Davenport, this dis-
cussion is timely and germane. Ido not desire to seelocal self-govern-
ment, the liberties of the citizens, outraged by the passage of such laws.

I know that in my own community, and I believe that in the city
of New York and elsewhere, the honest judges and the honest jurors
of the vicinage will protect the sanctity and the purity of the ballot-
box without the aid of Federal force bills. I earnestly and heartily
condemn dishonest elections as an assault on popular government, but
I am sure that this infamous measure in question will rather beget
frand and corruption than secure fair and impartial elections.

I have heard it stated on this floor of late to my astonishment, and I
think to the astonishment of citizens of New York, and of many others
living in that vicinage, that Mr. John I. Davenport is a political saint.
Why, to hear gentleman enlogize him, or to hear him defend himself
before this House and the country in his communications and letters,
one would imagine that he was surronnded by a halo of glory and that
the odors of sancity freight the atmosphere wherever he moves. It is
the first time I have ever heard Mr. Davenport held up as a saint and
made a candidate for canonization, He is a smart, keen, restless,
daring, astute man, a man who evades publicity like a Vidoeq and is
impervious to the stings of popular criticism or the protests of indig-
nant opposition, a man whose profession it is to carry ont the election
laws in behalf of a party—a man who has given talents of no mean
order, a shrewdness and astuteness and industry almost phenomenal,
to the repression of the great Demoeratic vote in New York and vicinity.

This is the man who is eulogized here asa political saint and martyr,
as a great and good and holy man who has helped to reform the bad
election methods of that wicked institution Tammany Hall. Did any
one hear from Mr. Davenport as a citizen of the State of New York any
advocacy of what is called the reform or Anstralian system of voting?
Did any one ever hear of any reform inangurated in the city New York
receiving the support of Mr. John I. Davenport? Yet forsooth he is
now a reformer !

Sir, Mr. Davenport is a narrow partisan, an astute detective, a cool
and clever manipulator of Federal election laws for partisan purposes,
and in the employ of a great political corporation called the Republican
party, to which he loans his talents, and from New Year's day in one
year till New Year's day in the succeeding year he uses his cunning
brain in devising schemes to repress the voice of the hundreds of thou-*
sands of freemen in New York City who want to vote the Democratic
ticket. That is the kind of saint and martyr Mr. John I. Davenport
is. [Applause on the Democratie side. ]

[Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr. FARQUHAR, Mr. Chairman, as a sufficient answer to all that
hasbeensaid on the otherside, Iask the Clerk to read from the testimony
of Hon. William C. Whitney before the Cox investigating committee
in 1877. In this evidence you will find two gentleman named who are
the vouchers that I have used on this floor for any remarks I have made.

I refer especially to Mr. John Kelly.

The Clerk read as follows:

Q. Do you believe that there was any fraudulent or flle

A. Ido not imagine that there was any worth speaking of. 'Thereis, of course,
an uncertain element in this registration, but Mr, Davenport takes that, and
goea throughout the eity and ascertains whether it is legal or il.]ernl. He has
a large force employed in that duty, and he has the material with which to
do it effectually, because he has done it for a number of years previously, and
he has the city all indexed, and when he starts out he knows who used to live
in every house. He has got all those facts on his books; in fact, the whole
city ia spread out-before him as if it were on a map, and he is able to eliminate

cases where a man has registered for the first time from a given house
within the last yearor two years, which are cases where fraud, if be any,
is most probable. After he has gone through the list he finds, perhaps, two or
ree th d people who possibly may bave fraudulently registered. The
uncertain element in regard to that two or th-ee thousand isthis: Perhaps out
of that two thousand there are not more than two hundred and persons
who come to the polls and whose cases are investigated. The other seventeen
hundred and fifty eas 8 may or may not be fraudulent. Aside from the ele-
ment that kiml. away from the polls, I think that the election is as honest as
we ean get

€. The list is corrected and revised and pursed before the election?

A. Yes, sir. Mr. Davenport wHl explain to you how carefully he E‘:‘ over
the registry. I am entirely familiar with the system that he has put in opera-
tion, and I think it is very thorough, and if & man succeeds in gal-l:,i.:if.hmugh
that sya‘tem and vgting vtrhm:k he has no.l.ll-le 1o vo‘u he ispre.l-tx s 5

Q. You think that the supervision of the election under the system of Mr.
menpnrhhuhnd the tendency to prevent illegal voting and to give a falr
e on T

A, Ithinkit has—yes, sir. ®* * * ]know that1 have heard Mr. John Kell
since [the election] express to the organization with which he is conneeted, an
in one place and another, the same opinion I have .expressed here—that Mr,
Davanyort has been a very important accessory in preventing fraudulent vot-

ing in New York City. $

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, here I rest the case. Here ig the
testimony of Hon. William C. Whitney, late Secrefary of the Navy,
and also of John Kelly, who was for years the head of Tammany Hall.

Iwould sccept Mr. Kelly’s word anywhere, Democrat as he was.

registration ?
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Mr. McADOO. Why do yon not adopt the Russian methods? You
would then knbw everything about a man, including what he eats for
breakfast ; and of course you would know whether he casts an illegal
vote.

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, in the Forty-first Con-

ess, on February 24, 1871, Hon, George Vickers, aSenator from Mary-

End. delivered an able speech npon the bill to amend the act of May

31, 1870, and entitled ‘*An act to enforce the rights of citizens of the

United States to vote in the several States of the Union, and for other
»n

It seems to me that the discussion which has taken place this after-
noon would be incomplete without- supplementing what has heen so
ably said by my friend from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo] with refer-
ence to the practical operation of election Jaws when enforced by Fed-
eral officers who do not and in the very nature of things can not have
any sufficient knowledge of the character of the persons who are ap-
pointed supervisors and deputy marshals.

Of course a United States judge would not knowingly appoint thieves
and murderers, swindlers and dram-shop keeﬁrs, and persons of even
less reputable professions; and it is evident that when such thingsare
done it is becanse the judge has been imposed upon by some schem-
ing, characterless local politician; and when such things do occur where

ederal control is attempted, they prove the wisdom of placing and
keeping election machinery wholly with the States and under the con-
trol of State officials, men who know the personsappointed. Such of-
ficials are responsible to the voters of the locality where they live, and
under such a system we have always had fair elections.

I will read a paragraph from Senator Vickers's speech from vol-
ume 83, Congressional Globe, page 1636. The Senator says:

In cities having upward of 20,000 inhabitants the most rigorous and tyran-
nical usurpations of power in this bill are to be used with s | severity, And
by whom nre these assumed powers to beexercised? Is it by the wise, the pru-
dent, the discreet; the man of order, of pro v.and of peace? No,sir. Look
at the elections held in New York dity in November last under _Feciml super-
vision and bayonet influence. Who were the depsties and special deputies ap-

inted to superintend the election in that eity, to arrest and re; ? Ihold
P:my hand a list, of considerable length, of the apecial celebrities, as published
in the New York World in November last. Some are robbers, convicted felons,
penitenti conviets, and others who had been guilty of erimes. They were
u.ppointed‘rgy Judge Woodruff, a judge of a United States court, I ren.g n few
names:

“ Theodore, alias Mike, Anthony, alias Snuffey, of 24 Cherry street, a laborer,
thirty-five years of , inarried, and can not read or write. Anthony was ar-
rested by Deteollwe?l‘?mm Finn of the fourth precinct, on July 24, 1870, for lar-
ceny from the person,and was held in $2,000 bail for trial by Justice Hogan.
He was indicted by the grand jury on the charge on the 23d of August last.

* Joseph Frazier, of 279 Water street, is a thief and confederate of thieves.

“James Miller is the keeper of & den of prostitution in the basement of 339
Water street.

* James Tinn keeps asimilar den in the basement of 337 Water streot,

“ James Sullivan, alias Slocum, keeps a house of prostitution at 330 Water
street, which is n resort for desperale thieves,

“ Frank Winkle keeps a house of prostitution at 337} Water street. The po-
lice are trequently called in to quell fights in Winkle's place, and it bearsa hard

utation.

“The Radienl authorities have appointed one John (alias * Buckey ") MeCabe,
a supervisor of the eighth district, Fifteenth ward. He is now under indict-
ment for shooting A man with intent to kill. This precious ‘supervisor’ or
inated here, and was first known to the police for his dexterity in robbing emi-
grants. His picture is in the ‘rogues’ gallery ' at police headquarters in this
city, No. 225, He was known as Pat Maddon, alias 'Old Sow,’ alias Hol
Nichols, alias Dennis McCabe, His real name is Andrew Andrews. His wife
resides in North Pearl street, and the ‘supervisor’ of the eighth distriet, Fif-
teenth ward, New York, is down in the directory as a citizen of Albany,

“Willium Lewis is a supervisor in the Nineteenth ward. He was arrested
November 22, 1564, for ul’enrlf'lg from Mr. Frederick Landmann, corner of Third
avenue and Seventy-second streel, the following property : On:‘fnld watch and
chain, one locket, ear-rings, bracelet, and breast-pin, all valued at £195. The
stolen property was found in his p and the pri was committed
for trial by Justice Connolly. He was afterwards released to go and enlist in
the Army.

* Joseph

Hurtnett, supervisor Eighteenth ward. Arrested June 3, 1860, as
accessory to the murder of Richard Gerdes, a groocer, corner of First avenue
and Twenty-fourth street.

* Henry Rail, supervisor Eighth ward. One of the Erlnnipsh in the Chatham
street saloon murder; went off West to escape punishment, and has ouly been
back a few weeks,

“ James Morsn, supervisor third district, Eighth ward. Arrested on Sunday
last for felonious assanlt. =

“William (alias Pomp) Harton (colored), marshal Twenty-second ward, Ar-
rested a few days since for vagrancy.

“Theodore Allen, marshal Eighth ward. Now in prison for perjury and
kuﬁs a house the resort of panel-thievesand pickpockets, on Mercer street.

“Richard 0'Connor, superyisor seventh district, First ward. He has been for
years receiver of smuggled cigars from Hav na steamer.

“ L. H. Cargill, supervisor ninth district, Ninth ward. Tried in United States
gourt for robbing the mail.

“John Van Buren, supervisor twellth district, Eighth ward. Wasat one time
in the sherifl"s office and discharged for carrying a load of seized goodsfrom the
establishment of Richard Walters, in East Broadway,

“ Mart Allen marshal Eighth ward, Served a term of five years in the Con-
necticut State prison; sentenced to Sinlz Sing for five years by Judge Bedford.
His case was appealed, and while waiting for decision he man to get out
on bail, His case has been decided against him, and he has fled to parts un-
known to ply his vocation and help the Radicals elsewhere. 7

*John McChesney, supervisor fourth distriet, Ninth ward. Associates with
thieves; bears a bad character generally, -

“ William Cassidy, supervisor twelfth district, Ninth ward. Is o street bum-
mer, without any visible means of support.

“Thomas Meclntire, marsbal Eighth ward. Has been freq[;h‘mnflg arrested for
beating his mother; sent several times to Blackwell's &
b"Tlmolhy ynoh, marshal sixth distriet, First ward. A Washington Market

unger.,

** Peter Mose, marshal Sixth ward, Habitual drunkard.

“ John Connor, supervisor first district, First ward. Keeps a disorderly gin-
mill, resort of lowest characters.

* Franeis Jordan, supervisor sixth district, First ward. Lives in New Jer-
sey: was turned out of t ostmaster Jones for eonduo

ed bhe flice by P Ji for bad duct.

“Bernard Dugan, supe: eighth district, First ward. Habitual drunkard;
his wi{‘.e left him on account of his drunkenness, and procured a divorce on that .
Eroun $

“John Tobin, supervisor ninth district, First ward. Arrested about six
months ago for grand laroa‘nwiy .

** Patrick Murphy, supervisor fourth distriet, Sixth ward. Two years ago
distributed fraudulent naturalization papers and would furnish them to any-
bodédlhsu would promise to vote for Grant.

“jEdward Slevin, jr., supervisor second distriet, ¥ourth ward, Has an in-
dictment now ding against him in court of genernl sessions for cuttinga
boy named Kilkenoy.

“Michasl Foley, ’“&f?i’“ fourth* district, Fourth ward. Well-known re-
peater, minﬁor any y that will pay. =

“ James F. Day, supervisor seventh distriet, Fourth ward. Shotata man in
a fight between the Walsh Association and a gang from Water street.

“John Connors, alias * Jockey,’ supervisor third distriet, Fourth ward. A well-
known desperate character,
|.h“ Dennis Hogan, supervisor ninth district, First ward. A bounty-bird during

& WAr,

“Richard Enright, supervisor in First ward, eighth district. Arreated for
robbery in 1863,

**John Grimes, supervisor twelfth district, Fifth ward. Arrested In April,
1863, for stealing & pold wateh,

* Michael Costello, marshal Sixth ward. Bou:g Jnmﬂrer during the war.

‘*Harry Rice, supervisor thirteenth district, Sixth ward. Wasconnected with
glia Chatham-street concert-saloon murder, and fled to Nebraska toescape pun-

tment.

**Thomas Lane, supervisor seventeenth distriet, Sixth ward. Formerly keeper
of a notorious den at Five Pointa, headquarters of thieves and robbers.

“ John Lane, supervisor twenty-second district, same ward. Was indicted for
receiving stolen goods. Has served a term in Si.nislng.

* Edward Foley, supervisor sixth district, Ninth ward. Arrested last year
for stealing a watch.

* Humphrey Ayers, supervisor eighteenth district, Ninth ward. Arrested six
yearsago for robbing the United States mail,

“John Dow!inf supervisor nineteenth district, Ninth ward. Arrested Au-
gust 20, 1869, for t l']—l-apping.

**James Fitzsimmons, supervisor twentieth distriet, Ninth ward. Arrested
Augnst 1, 1868, for robbery.

**John Martin, supervisor fifth district, Twellth ward. Arrested a few years
ago under an indictment for arson,

“Samuel Rich, supervisor fourth district, Thirteenth ward. Servedaferm of
two Jyms at Sing Sing for felonious assault.

'*John (alias * Buckey’) McCabe, supervisor eighth district, Fifteenth ward.

with shooling a man with intent to kill about a year agu.

“ Willinm P. Burke, supervisor twentieth district, Eighth ward. Served his
term in the State prison of Massachusetts for burglary; also two years in the
New York State prisen.

“ James McCabe, supervisor fourth district, Eighth ward. Now confined in
the Tombs under indictment for highway robbery.

*William Irving, supervisor fourteenth distri th ward. Hasserveda
term in Sing Sing prison for burglary commi in Eighth ward, and has

never been pardoned.

“ Patrick Henry Kily, alins Fred. Williams, supervisor twenty-second dis-
tlilia{-, E'ighth ward. Keeper of house of ill-fame ; resortof the lowest and vilest
Ccharac

rs.
** Patrick Hefferman, supervisor of the tenth district, Sixth ward. Arrested
some time since for attempted murder.

““Frederick Bterringer, supervisor Eighth ward. Has been arrested several
times for keeping disorderly house,

]“J. F. Baderhop, supervisor Tenth ward, Arrested for murder a few years
since.

“*Fd. Weaver, marshal in Eighth ward. Has been but a short time out
of State prison, where he has been serving out his sentence,
** Walter Prince (colored), marshal Eighth ward, Now in prison awaiting

trial for highway robbery,
“ Andrew Andrews, :{iu Hans Nicols, marshal. Panel-thief; been sen-

tenced two or three times to State prison, and has just returned from Black-
well's Island.” :

The above is one of three lists of supervisors and marshals which
were published in the New York World. The other lists contained
the names of men guite as disreputable as those I have read.

Now, it is conceded, I believe, that these supervisors and deputy
marshals were selected by Mr. John I. Davenport, who is the author
of the Lodge bill, and who has been referred to on the Republican side
of the House as a perfect paragon of integrity, sanctity, and virtne. I -
beg to ask if a man regarded by Republicans as a person of such
fect character selects such men to control the elective franchise of
Americans, what kind of men might we expect would be selected
chief supervizors who are not blessed with the numerous virtnes w
our Republican friends insist make up the character of Mr. Davenport ?

The truth is, human nature is too weak to be intrusted with so much
power, and that principle was the controlling element which actuated
our fathers when they framed our present form of government, and the
experience of all time has fully confirmed their wisdom. Quite recent
events have illustrated that even very good men intrusted with uncon-~
trolled power to select either managers to control elections, or persons
in Federal courts to try men of the opposite party for supposed irregu-
larities in the conduct of elections, are too apt to select only partisans
of their own political faith,even though the law imperatively provides
that the persons selected shall as far as possible be taken equally from
the two opposing parties. I read from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD,
Forty-seventh Congress, an affidavit from a United States official re-
garding the efforts of the marshal to empanel jurors of his own selec-
tion to try election ecases:

The affiant says:

The marshal said: * They have excused several of the jurors and I have noti~
fied men to be here so that I eonld summon them ; none of them are here, and it
is going to play hell with these election cases.” ;.
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Whereupon the person addressed said:
Listen, the boss is stocking the jury on the boys.

Even more recently, we have asimilar experience in the Florida Fed-

eral courts. I read from the New York World of recent date:
PARTIBANSHIP 1¥ FLORIDA.

Ju Swayne, of ihe northern district of Florida, makes a companion por-

tmndtgo.lndge Woods, of Indiana. He is a Harrison jndfa. a? iF:':‘tn.ed to the
¥ on the bench i d by the death of Thomas J. Settle. The World

has shown in its Washington and Florida correspondence during the present
year how this man has turned his court into a partisan machine organized to
convict. Senators CALL and Pasco, of Florida, and Representatives DAVIDSON
an have vainly protested to the President against the out
conductof this judge, and the representations made by them tothe SBenate show-
ing his ﬂafﬂramt violation of law have been buried in the Judiciary Committee
room of that body—the committee which will in a few dngn be called upon to
pass upon the new election bill that will invest judges like Swayne with almost
unlimited powers over Federal elections,

A SPECIMEN SOUTHEEN MARSHAL,

The read-rs of the World are familiar with the history of John R. Mizell,
who was the marshal of Swayne's court. A special correspondent of the World,
sent to Florida for 4ie purpose some weeks ago, has shown that Mizell and his
associates are guilty o(p more than one political murder, But he is sustained by
the Administration at Washington and rewarded with one of the best offices in

the
While marshal he wrote thisjury-packing letter last July, a fac-simile of which
waas printed in the World January 27 of the present year:
Or¥rice J. R. MizeLL, UNITED STATES MARSHAL
¥FOR NORTHERN DISTRICY OF FLORIDA,
Jacksonville, Fia,, July 5, 1880,
8in: You will at once confer with McBulby and make out alistof fifty or sixty
names of true and tried Republicans from your county registration list for jurors
United States court and forward the same to Hon. P. Walter, clerk United
States court, and it is necessary to have them at once, ns you can see. FPlease
acknowledge this.
I am, yours truly,

JOHN R, MIZELL,
United States Marshal.

C. C. Kieg, Esq., De Land, Fla.

Please get the names of the partiesas near steam-boat and railroad stations as
polgl"%gl:éloeﬂon bill now before Congress shall become a law elections in the
Bouth will be in the control of judges like Swayne and marshals like Mizell
and their henchmen, In the North and West, judges like Woods, of Indiana,
will be the practical arbiters of appeals to the ballot-box. In our elections,
fraud, so far as the Republican party is concerned, will have taken the place of
money; purity in politics will, in the words of Senator INGALLS, become an
“jridescent dream,” and the Republican party, to quote Speaker REED, at Pitts-
b[nrgh, i will do its own registration, its own counting, and its own certifica-
tion.” .

It will not be inappropriate at this time to place before Congress,
even at some length, the views of the distinguished predecessorsof the
present Stpenker of the House upon the importance of continning the
system of State control of elections, a system which has worked well
for more than a hundred years, I do this in order to contrast them
with the position taken by the Speaker upon this subject.

A few weeks ago I read the eloguent of Mr. Nason, who rep-
resented what is now the munt{ of York, Maine, in the Massachusetts
constitutional convention which convened in Boston on Janunary 9,
1788, and which ratified the Constitution of the United States,

This county was one of the two which comprise the district of Mr.
Speaker REED. I will now call attention to the speech of the great
orator, Sergeant 5. Prentiss, who, fifty years afterwards, in 1838, was a
Representative in Congress from Mississippi, but who was born and
reared in the city of Portland, in the county of Cumberland, the other
county of the ct of the Speaker, Mr. REED,

In this speech Mr. Prentiss said (I read from page 291 of Memoir
of 8. 8. Prentiss, edited by his brother):

The best rule of interpretation is to ascertain, if practicable, the intentand ob-
ject of the lawgiver, and then so construe the w as to cover the intent and

ttain the object. This i t may be best ascertained by a conslderation of the
necessity which gave rise to the provision. The framers of the Constitution, in

rescribing the general modes through which the right of representation should
Enéxemisad. very wisely concluded that the on of this most important of
all political rights should be placed in the hands of the Legislatures of the States
respectively as the safest de; tories of so important a trust.,

Accordingly they provided, by the fourth section of the first article, that *‘the
times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and Representatives,
nhnlal.}:e preseribed in each State by the Legislature thereof: but the Congress
may at any time by law make or alter such regulations, except as to the gl:es
of choosing Senators.” But if the Constitution had stopped here it would have
been defective ; for though the State Legislatures, knowing when the regular
term wonld expire, could regulate the time, place, and manner of elections to
fill the term, yet they could not foresee and provide for vacancies which might
happen in the representation after the term is filled. The regular vacancies
which must oecur in the office bi ially and at stated periods could of course
be foreseen and provided for by legislative action. The power to provide for
the filling of these riodical vacancies in the office of Representative was
clearly placed with the State Legislatures.

Mr. Prentiss again recurs to this branch of the subject on pages 293
and 294:

Whatever may be the correciness of my views upon this point, no one will
deny that the laﬁ%ﬂplﬂk and intent of the Constitution combine to place,
as far as practicable, matter of elections for Representatives and Senators
under the control of the State Legislatures. * * Indeed, so vitally im-
portant was it considered to the independence of the States thatthe legislation
should be entirely untrammeled in prescribing the time, place, and manner of
elections that it was with great difficulty thatthe States were persuaded to ac-

uiesce in 1t‘;m.l‘:::c:n’u.\rallil‘.ul,' power given to Congress to make oralter by law the

tate regu ns,

If you will look, sir, into the debates in the different conventions upon the
adoption of the Federal Constitution you will find that no provision was more
debated or received with greater jealousy. All the States took the ground that

the most important of their political powers consisted in the control, through
their Legislatures, over the time, places, and manner of election; and the ulti-
mate supervisory power was reluctantly placed with Co upon the express
ground that it was necessary for the preservation of the Government; that
without this provision the States might neglect to make n‘.)nd); regulations on
the subject, or might fix the times of election at such peri as to prevent a
representation, and thereby cause a dissolution of the Government.,

twas admitted in all the debates that this power of providing for a deficiency
or failure of action on the part of the State latures did not and could not
with propriety reside anywhere else than in Congress. Still the States were so
jealons on this subject that most of them accompanied their ratifications of the
Constitution with a solemn protest inst the exercise by Con of this
power, except in cases of failure or neglect on the part of the State latures ;
and also with standing instructions to their delegates, in all future time, to ob-
tain, as early as practicable, an amendment of the Constilution limiting the ac-
tion of Congress on this matter to such casea of ueigIect and failure only. The
ratification of South Carolina, North Carolina, Virginia, Pennsylvania, New
]fo:ll_c. I:ji:ude Island, and M husetts, if not others, contain such protestsand
instructions.

Toshow the intensity of the convictions of this great Whig orator upon
this subject I will read a resolution which he presented to Congress on
June 11, 1838, which I read from volume 6 of the Congressional Globe,
Twenty-fifth Congress, page 445:

Resoleed, That no election or action of this House can deprive the people of
any State of their constitutional rights of electing Representatives to Congress
at the time designated for that pur‘Pose by the Legislature of such State; that
the claim of such right on the part of this House would be a dangerous encroach-
ment upon the rights of the States, and its exercise a direct and palpable viola-
tion of the Constitution.

D.uri;g the reading of the foregoing extract, Mr. WHEELER's time
expired.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will regard the pro forma amendment
as withdrawn.

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I ask permission to print in the
REcorD the portion of the extracts which, owing to the expiration of
my time, I have not been able to read. :

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to print
the remainder of the article in the RECorD. Is there objection ?

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry.
Can my friend from Alabama print this speech until he prints first the
one which he made on last Friday night, about the Farmers’ Alliance?

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. That will be printed soon. I have
been compelled to delay it awaiting important information from the
Census Bureaun, which bears upon the subject.

Istated in my speech thatI would give exact figures and I sent them
to the Census Office for verification. I am glad that the gentleman is
so anxious fo read remarks which I make to this body.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection ?

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. We can not tell whether there
is or not. We have not heard what the gentleman was reading.

Mr, WHEELER, of Alabama. The gentleman should have kept
quiet and paid attention.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? The Chair hears none.

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Is that literature of 1770 ?

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. If the gentleman will look at it ‘he
will see that it refers to current eventsand bears strongly on this ques-
tion. T read from a speech in the Forty-first Congress, 1871, by Sen-
ator Vickers, and one in the Twenty-seventh Congress, 1835, by Ser-
geant 8. Prentiss.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I renew the amendment.

A good many years ago a gentleman who afterwards became a very
distingnished Democrat charged that the State of New York had been
carried against Henry Clay by fraud on the ballot-box. It was never
denied, although the charge was made specifically and in t detail
at thetime. Many yearsafterwards the same gentleman, wmas then
hanging on the ragged edge of Democracy, wrote an open letter to
Governor Tilden, of New York, then chairman of the Democratic State
central committee of the State, charging that he, Governor Tilden, by
fraud npon the ballot-boxes of the State, after the closing of the polls
on the nightof the election, had changed the result of the vote in the
State, and had elected by this systematic frand Governor Hoffman to
be the executive of that State in place of the man duly elected by the
people. That ¢gharge was never denied by Mr. Tilden so far as I now
remember or in so far as T have read. But, be that as it may, it was
approved and indorsed afterwards by the Democratic party itself, in-
dorsed as a truthful utterance, by the nomination of the author of the
statement to be their candidate for President of the United States and
by the cordial support of the Democracy of New York given io the
brave and courageous man who saw fit to thus denounce the frauds
committed by the Democratic party in that State.

It wasthe outgrowth of astate of affairs like that which brought to the
surface in this country John I. Davenport and made him the important
person he is. No great system of reform and no great leader of reform
movements among men ever begin and become prominent and a part
of the current events of the day unless there is a necessity existing for
such men and such reform. Leadership and prominence in the support
of reform always come because of the existence of a necessity, and
wherever you see a man springing up into the importance that John I.
Davenport has reached in this country, as shown by the testimony of
William C. Whitney and John Kelly and the opinions of thonsands of
others, it is becanse there is a necessity for that sort of leadership and
that sort of promulgation. John I. Davenport grew up to be the mas-
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ter of the reformation, which was afterwards aided by agreat many
leading Democrats of the city of New York, brought into it -becanse
being convinced that the day had come for reformation in the city and
State of New York, or at least that that period had come which was to
approximate in the elections in that city a free ballot and an honest
count, or that the continnance of the then existing state of things
would produce anarchy, bloodshed, and municipal bankruptey. Demo-
erats and Republicans united to bring about a change in the situaation
in New York, and out of the horrors of that period of ballot-box frand
and outrage John I. Davenport came to the front. And he stands to-
day in the front rank of the men who have made decent elections in
New York barely possible.

John I. Davenport has been all the time within the scope, within
the range, within the jurisdiction of the grand juries of the State of
New York, and the grand juries have been put in motion and conducted
in their operations by some very distingunished gentlemen, members of
the bar, district attorneys and assistant district attorneys, and there
have been upon the bench of the city of New York some very promi-
inent and distinguished lawyers and judges who have pursued crime in
all of its ramifiealions in that city, and yet I have not heard that they
have employed the machinery of the criminal law of New York against
thecrimesalleged against John 1. Davenport. If heis the guilty wretch
that justly provokes the ire of my friend from New Jersey [Mr. Mc-
Apoo], why is it that to-day he stands unimpaired, unscathed by the
criminal jurisdiction of the State in which these crimes are alleged to
have been committed.

Within the past five years many distinguished gentlemen have left
New York for their own good and for the good of the State of New York;
some have come hack recently under a sort of political necessity in the
form of an amnesty in the courts, but a great many are yet wandering
exiles over the earth. John I. Davenport resides in the city of New
York and it is the public judgment of Americans that to-day he is un-
justly censured on the floor of the House for frauds or wrongs on the
ballot-box. I do not believe he has been guilty. I do notdoubt his
entire honesty, and I know of his great value and efficiency. To him,
more than to any other man, in my opinion, is due what of reform we
have had in New York since the halcyon days of which Horace Greeley
wrote,

[Here the hammer fell. |

Mr. McADOO. DMr, Chairman, it is proper that I should say a
single word in justice to the memory of a great statesman now dead,
Samuel J. Tilden, and that in justice to the memory of this gentle-
man I shonld not permit the statement of the gentleman from Ohio,
as I understand it, to go nncontradicted. IfI understand the gentle-
man aright he stated that the charge had been made that Governor
Tilden, then Samuel J. Tilden, a plain citizen—

Mr. GROSVENOR. The charge was made by Horace Greeley.

Mr. MCADOO. The charge was made, as I understand the gentle-
man, that Governor Tilden conspired to so manipulate the ballot-box at
the close of the polls as to secure the election of Governor Hoffman.

Mr, GROSVENOR. That is it

Mr. McCADOO. And I understood the gentleman to say further that
the charge had never been denied.

Mr. GROSVENOR. I said it had never been denied by the gentle-
man against whom it was made, and the trnth was that afterwards it
was indorsed by the Democrats of the country by nominating the man
who made it for President.

Mr. McADOO. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that what was equiv-
alent to an emphatic denial by Mr. Tilden himself was made upon the
floor of this House by Mr. Hewitt, a Representative from New York,
then representing one of the districts of the city of New York, and in
the closest communion with Hon. Samuel J. Tilden. He stood on the
floor of this House and discussed and absolutely, emphatically, and
indignantly denied in his name this charge.

Mr. MILLIKEN. He did notdeny at the same time the Morey let-
ter, did he?

Mr, McADOO. And it is an act of injustice o a dead statesman, to
an eminent statesman, to a patriotic man, who made the greatest of sacri-
fices to the peace of his country, that this charge should be made that
Governor Tilden ever so manipulated the ballot-box as to secure the
election of any manin any election. His friends have denied it specific-
ally, emphatically, and circumstantially on every occasion whenever
it has been made or suggested.

Now, the gentleman says with reference to Mr. Davenport, if he is
such a bad man and such a bad officer, why is he not indicted? Why
does not somebody have him arrested? Why is he not prosecnted?
My friend knows that Mr. Davenport is a life officer of the Federal
courts; that he acts as a Federal officer; that the whole machinery and
partisan sympathy of those institutions go out to this officer of their
own selection, and who in election times is the right hand of Federal
power; and the citizens of the State of New York can not get him into
the State courts, because you have made him a power beyond local con-
trol so far as you can and so far as the decision of your courts can go.
You have made him & power not amenable to the State courts of New
York so0 long as he acts under the color of Federal law. That may
snswer the question why Mr. Davenport has not been sued or indicted.

Now the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosvENOR] wonders why Mr,
Davenport should be so as he says, or why gentlemen on this
side of the House should make such strong charges against him,

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman from New Jersey does not mean
to state, does he, that the Federal judiciary of New York will wink at
crime if that crime is committed by Federal office-holders ?

Mr. SPRINGER. Under color of authority. :

Mr, McADOO. I can not yield now. I am answering the gentle-
man from Ohio [Mr. GRoSVENOR]. The gentleman knows, as one who
has had part in the administration of the law, knows as well as any
living man knows, how under the color of the statute, how under the
shadow of authority, backed by a powerful Government, in sympathy
with a great and powerful political party controlling that Government;,
with the Federal Treasury and enormous campaign funds behind
how a man can, without actually violating the letter of the law, by
narrow and illiberal construction or abuse of his discretion, violate its
spirit, persecute the citizens, and degrade the execution of justice, and
yet not be amenable to an indictment or to answer in a State court or
any court for his actions,

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Will the gentleman yield to me
for a question?

Mr. McADOO. Certainly.

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. How did that state of affairs pro=
tect Mr. Davenport during the four years of Democratic administration ?

Mr. McADOO. Because Mr. Davenport is a diplomate—[derisiva
laughter on the Republican side]—Mr, Davenport is a Ta
and when Mr. Davenport found that he did not have a great politi
party and a friendly Administration the Talleyrandic Mr. Davenporf
cooed as softly as a dove, He was a gentle officer of the law, standing
upon its letter, careful not to violate its spirit, as he considered himself
in political exile and his talents suppressed, and the arena of his greaf
achievements curtailed, until Benjamin Harrison was elected, when ha
blossomed out, not alone under the present law, but as the father
of the measure which now excites the honestindignation of the country.

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I bow to the rhetoric ot
gentleman, if not to his logic. .

ThengAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] ig

Mr. HERBERT. I desire to state in answer to the gentleman from
New Jersey [Mr. BucHANAN] that Mr. Davenport——

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ohid [Mr. GROSVENOR]
was recognized. If he does not care to occupy the floor the gentleman
from Alabama [Mr. HErBERT] will be recognized.

Mr. GROSVENOR. I supposed the gentleman from New Jersey
[Mr, McApoo] had not finished his remarks. A

Mr. HERBERT. I simply desire to make a statementin answer to
the guestion of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN].

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I would like to have a betier
answer than the one I got.

Mr. HERBERT. The answer is this, that Mr. Davenport has been

a supervisor and holds his office under the circuit judge of the United
States. That circoit judge is, I believe, a Republican. Mr, Daven-
port is not subject to impeachment or removal %y anybody except the
circnit court of the United States.

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. And the circnif judge is Judge
Lacombe, who was appointed by President Cleveland. ;

Mr. CRISP. He is only an additional judge.

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Has the gentleman any further
explanation?

Mr. CRISP. That judge is an additional judge. He had no
to do with this appointment at all. The gentleman knows that, if he
knows anything about it. The gentleman must know that the Demo-
cratic judge hementioned issimply an additional judge who has nothing
todo with the appointment. He knew that, if he knewanything abont
it all

Mr. TURNER, of New York. That is the tronble. He did not.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I trust my friend from New Jer-
sey will see to it that his remarks shall not by any possible fair con-
struction place the inference upon me that I indorsed in any wise a
charge against a dead man, Mr. Tilden. I was pointing out that it was
out of a set of facts, a condition, that such men as Mr. Davenport come
to the front. I wasshowing that it was because of the public opinion

independent of the facts that brought Mr. Davenport up to the position .

he now holds. And I cited the fact that so distiuguished a man from
New York as Horace Greeley had made such a terrible charge as that
against a leadingcitizen of the eity, who afterward became so prominent.
I have no knowledge upon the subject, not half ag much knowledge as
I have that within the past two years in more than one place in the

State of New York by the coneurrent statements of Democrats and Re- -

publicans alike the voice of the majority has been set aside and the
will of the minority has been subatituted. .

The letter of Mr. Greeley was published in 1869, and again in 1872.
It was dated October 20, 1869, and is in the following words:
To SAMUEL J. TILDEN, chairman Democratic Stale commitioe :

8mr: You and I are growing old. We came here young men from the coun-
try, and havelived and struggled side by side [or nearly forty years, We bave

" oA
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?rﬂuipded ardently in man itical struggles, always on different sides.
ou were the pupil and of Van Burenand Silas Wright; I, a disciple
and follower of ﬁmry ¥, But this I will say for you, that I am confident
you have never sought to enrich yourself by politics or at the expense of the
ublie, that whatever of wealth you may have aequired or was earned
g: your profession as a lawyer, and that your instinets and your influences,
ip apart, have generally heen felt on the side of economy in public
expenditure and uprightness in the conduct of public affairs. Of my eourse in
these respects you are weleome to say whatever you think true,

On one very important point, however, your bitterness as s partisan has im-
pelled you to ignore and come short of your duty as a citizen and a professed
upholder of government by the people; and for this dereliction 1 here arraign
you. Iallude to the preservation of the purity of the ballot-box.

Youand 1 w up in the country and are familiar with elections as there
conducted. e % know that, except in a few distriets where the volers are
all on one side, 4t is morally impossible that any considerable proportion of
fraudulent votes should there be polled; forthose who attend a poll are nearly
all well known to each other, and hardly ever isone entitled to vote who is not
known to be 80 to men of each party. If one should offer a vote who is notso
known, he is challenged and questioned, of course, and his answer will convict
him if a bogus voter, 1 do not believe that the illegal vote in the rural districts
was ever 1 cent, of the whole number polled, even when there was no reg-
istration o(’):e;ml voters,

How diflerent is the case in cities, and especially in this Babel, you very well
know. Long as you have lived in Gramercy Park and eminent in social posi-
tion and fortune as are the inhabitants of that favored locality, you could not
tell within twenty which of the residents in sight of your front door are and
which are not entitied to vote; you could not make a list of the legal voters
residing on that square which would even approach accuracy, How it must
be, then, with the nomadie denizens of our * back slums " and of our great ten-
ement houses; how utterly impossible is it that any one should know which
amoug them are and which are not legal voters, and whether the man who ap-

to vote at 11 a. m. at one poll has not already voted several times at dil-

t polls, and whether he is or is not on his way to vote still oftener at other

polls, you can not help knowing if you would. 1 ean imagine how a man may

shut IKI eyes to many things which he deems it convenient not to know, but I

:#esk of what you must know, however you may wish or seek to be ignorant
it

The matter to which I call your atlention is vital to the veryexistence of free,
ular government. Whenever it shall be generally understood that the re-
ts of ge elections are not determined by the ballots of legal voters, but
by frauds in voting or by frauds in counting, then the advent of avowed, une-
quivoeal despotism must be near at hand. Between the rule of an emperor
and the rule of a eliqgue of ballot-box-stuflers, everyintelligent man must prefer
the former as less ous and more responsible, When honest citizens shall
avoid the polls, asking,* What isthe use of voting? The resultisalready fixed,”
the days of the Republic will be numbered. Between aruler who prohibitavot-
ipg altogether and the gang who malke it asham by filling the ballot-boxes with
illegal m\;!m l;:n.- miscounting those actually cast, the sway of the former is every
WA erable,

r. Tilden, I have been voting here for thirty-seven years and an active poli-
tician for more than thirty of them, and Lappeal to Gog tor my sincerity and to
my public record for a witness that in all those years I have earnestly sought
nndfubored to have our elections decided by ) votes and none other. See-
ing how great are the !eml{:htions and the facilities, under n right of suffrage
so general as ours, to poll illegal votes, I have openly and mive%? favored
every effort to shut them outand kw‘) the suffruge pure and legal. That every
legal voter should have a full and fair opportunity to vote once at each elec-
tion; that no one should be enabled to vole more than once, and thatnone but
legn‘l voters should be allowed or empowered to vote at all—such has been my
consiantaim, Ihave notconfinedm f to barren professions, buthaveshown
my taith in my works. Iow is it with you? Yeu holda most responsible and
influential position inthe councilsof a t party. Yonucould make that party
content itself with polling legal votes if you only would. Inour late constitu-
tional convention I tried to erect some fresh barriers against election frauds,
Did you? The very litile that I was enabled to effect inthis direction I shall

to have ratified by the people at our ensuing election. Will gou?
be 1: Tilden, you ean not escape responsibility by saying with the guilty Mac-

th—
Thou eanst not say I did it; never shake
Thy gory loocks at me!

for you were at least a passive accomplice in the giant frauds of last November,
Your name was used, without pablic protest on your part, in circulars sowed
broadeast over the State, whereof the manifest intent was to ** make assurance
double sure' that the frauds herexel;)etmtod should not be overborne by the
honest vote of the rural districts, And you not merely by silence, but by i-
tive assumption, have covered those frauds by the mantle of your respectability.
On the principle that * the receiver is as bad as the thief " you are as deeply im-
‘lici?t in them to-day as though your name were Tweed, O'Brien, or Oakey
all.

Mr, Tilden, you and I were ardent participants in the stroggle of 1840, wherein
Martin Van Buren was ousted from the Presidency by General Harrison. Yon
know how thoroughly our cl:.tv was absorbed in that contest, wherein every
man, woman, and child took adeepand lively interest, Ourelections were then

held thronghout three dayvs; there was a registration freshly enacted which
b]mfsﬁs had not yet learned to eirenmvent; theright of suffrage was as widely
dif as it now s, and no one ever complained that a gingle legal voler was

nunable then to poll his vote. And, though our city has since largely in

its population, the lower wards womliuilnm populous then asthey are to-day—
several of them moreso, They werefull of boarding-housescrowded with elerks
and mechanics. Many of these covered sitessince given up to great warehouses
and factories; thelr deni have moved up town, over to Brooklyn, orout
on some of the railroads thatlead into the open country. Practically, the lower
wards are being given up to commerce and no longer shelter by night the mul-
titude who throng their streets by day.

Now look at the vote of four of these wards in 1840 and 1868, respectively.,

President, 1849. Governor, 1868,
Wards,

Harri-| Van | Gris- | Hoff-

son, |Buren,| wold., | man,
v 1,138 | 1,177 480 | 8,8%0
VI 806 | 1,223 369 5, 032
vII 1,707 | 1,728 | 1,265 | 6,805
Xy 1,142 | 1,398 726 4,526
Four wards 4,798 | 5,521 | 2,840 | 20,283

Van Buren's majority, 726; Hoffman’s majority, 17,443,

Mr, Tilden, you know what this contrast attests, Right well do youcom
hend the means whereby the vote of 1568 was thus swelled out of propo
There are not 12,000 1 votera residing in those wards to-day, though &‘i
Sn.va Hoffman 17,443 ty. Had the day been of average length it woul

oubtless have been swelled to ab least 20,000, There was nothing but tHime
needed to make it 100,000 if so many had been wanted and paid for.

Now, Mr. Tilden, I call on you to put a stop to this business. You have but
to walk into the sherifl”s, the mayor's, and the supervisors' office in the City
Hall Park and say there must be no more of it—say it so that there shall be no
doubt that you mean it—and we shall have a tolerably fair election once more.
Probably a good part of the 50,000 supplied last fall with bogus naturalization
certificates will appear to register and to vote, some of them pro:emd.ixnﬁ not
to know that they are no more citizens of the United States than the m
Dahomey is, but very few will vote repeatedly unless paid for it; and we
not be cheated more than 10,000, if you simply tell the workiman that there
must be no more illegal voting instigated and paid for.

Will you do it? Your reputation isat stake. The cowardly eraft which

Would not play false
And yet would wrongly win—

will not avail. If we Republicans are swindled again as we were swindled last
fall you and such as you will be nsible to God and man for the outrage,
Prosecutors, magistrates, munici authorities, are all in the pool; we have
nothing to hope for from the ministérs of justice, and the villains have no fear
of the terror of the law. Iappeal to you and anxiously await the result.

Yours,
HORACE GREELEY.

New Yorg, Oclober 20, 1869,

Nothing more graphic, nothing more startling than this was ever
written by mortal. Do you, Mr. Chairman, do you my Democratic
brethren believe this letter was false and libelous, and that neverthe-
less your party in New York gave to the writer in 1872, the year of
the Iast publication of the indictment, its solid vote for President of
the United States?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr, FLOWER. Mr. Chairman, I was informed this morning that
the gentleman from Ohio had his guns loaded for the Speaker of the
Honse instead of for New York State or Johnnie Davenport. I under-
stood that he was going to make this House howl because he had not
been recognized on some little bill and because the great imperial
State of New York had been recognized in order to get permission to
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to sanction the laying of a
cable-road past the post-office.

I had hoped that there would be fairness enongh possibly in the gen-
tleman from Ohio, New York having lost the world’s fair and almost
everything, that he would let her have a little cable-road without mak-
ing all this ado and fight on the Speaker. Buthe has turned his guns
from the Speaker, probably thinking that it had been made pretty hot
for him on this side of the House, and has turned them on the great
city of New York. ‘

What my learned friend from Alabama has said in regard to Judge
Lacombe is true. He is the judge of the customs cases for the State
of New York, and for that only, and his jurisdiction ends there, or
rather he confines his cases to the customs department.

Now, as to nobody having indicted Mr. Davenport. As the gentle-
man from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo] has said, he, Davenport, has
been as ‘' tame as a kitten ’’ for the last four years., Ever since Mr.
Cleveland came into power he did not do a single thing that wounld
be indictable, Under the present Federal election law we have one
Democratic supervisor and one Republican at every poll, but may the
Lord have mercy on the State of New York in any district where there
is not more than three to five hundred majority or as much as 1,400
Democratic majority with the proposed election law in vogue, giving
him and the conrts the right to appoint two Republicans to one Dem-
ocrat at every election district for supervisors,

With such a number of Federal supervisorsas that bill will deal you
out (300 in each Congressional district) it will put youn in such a shape
that you can control the district. Make a relay of them, make it 600,
as under the bill yon have a right to do, and will anybody on the
other side tell me where the Schoharie, Otsego, and Herkimer district,
with its 200 Democratic majority, will be? Where will the Chemung
district be, where my friend [Mr, FLooD] comes from, with its 341 ma-
jority ? Where will any district with a less majority than 300 or 1,000
be ? as those mxﬁ:ritim can be overcome by the appointment of these
men under this law for five weeks at from $3 to $10 a day as Federal
snpervisors; for Johnny Davenport or some other chief supervisor will
be sure to have Democrits appointed and have them where they can
got vote, working at different polling places, and that will carry the

istrict. =

Will anybody tell me why one thousand United States deputy mar-
shals from the State of Rhode Island can not he appointed and putinto
Connecticut, and one thousand men from Connecticut appointed and
put into the State of Massachusetts or New Hampshire. IF they can
do it, you take the right of an honest ballot and an honest count from
the State of IRhode Island and the State of Connecticnt, and pay for
the whole of it out of the Federal Treasury by this bill. I can name
thirty such distriets in the United States where a change of 300 votes
will change the result, and this Federal election bill, under such po-
litical pressure as will be brought to bear, will give you a majority of
thirty Republicans, and make the Federal Treasury foot the bill forall

our election expenses.
i [Here the hammer fell.
Mr, BELDEN, Will the gentleman allow me & question ?
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired and de-
bate nyon this amendment is exha

Mr. PAYNE. It occurs to me, Mr. Chairman, that the Democratic
party must be very hard up for an issne when they take up so much
of the time of the House in going back to these old matters that oc-
curred some eighteen or twenty years agoin the city of New York, and
that, too, in a discussion upon a general appropriation bill when the
motion is to strike ont the last word of a clanse that bears no relation
whatever to that subject.

Mr. Chairman, it is well known to the country, it is well known to
gentlemen upon that side of the Chamber, that when this first super-
visor of election law was passed there was a mill in
grinding out naturalization papers in the city of New York, a mill that
did not deserve the dignity of being called a court, becanse those
papers were handed out to immigrants upon the streets and were given
out generally without any sanction of judicial anthority. They were
a scandal upon the electivefranchise. They were a scandal upon the
privilege which our laws had given to aliens to come here and after
five years’ residence become citizens of the United States. Those natuo-
ralization papers being turned out in that way by wholesale, Mr. Daven-
port, a3 he had a right to do under the law, seized them, and in doing
s0 he made himself amenable to the process of the court if those papers
were legal.

Butit issaid that the men from whom they were taken were poor men.
It is the glory of our judicial system that the poor man has an equal
chance with the rich man to procure an indictment before a grand
jury, and in this instance the grand jury was selected from the Dem-
ocratic city of New York, Why did not they appear before that grand
jury? Did it require money to procure witnesses? Then why not
spend for that purpose a few of the fifteen or twenty thousand dollars
that youn assessed upon each of your candidates for office? If these
seven or eight thousand naturalized citizens were legally naturalized
and had a right to vote, and a few dollars were needed to pay the ex-

nse of procuring witnesses, why did you not spend those few dollars

or that purpose? But, no. You waited; yondid not act at the time,
and now, after twenty years, you bring in your bill of complaint. Yon
at one time brought this matter before the House of Representatives.

The distinguished gentleman from the city of New York [Mr. Cox]
was, 1 believe, chairman of the investigating committee. He exam-
ined the matter at the time. He took the testimony of witnesses from
the city of New York, some of them Democrats whose names have
sinee become national, Mr. Whitney, for instance. The committeeex-
amined into the facts of this matter, and what was the result? Why,

of Wisconsin, as chairman of a committee consisting of himself, the
gentleman from Alabama, Mr. ForNEY, and the gentleman from
Mr. FRYE, who, as we all know, is now a member of the Senate.

If Mr. FRYE really dissented, as he may have done, he did not, so
far as I can find, muke any minority report; but, whether he dissented
or not, the statements contained in the report stand uncontradicted.
They are the findings of the committee, the conclusions they drew from-
the evidence before them. Let me read the conclusions as set forth in
the report. It was snbmitted March 3, 1879: .

The course of John I. Davenport, in regard to these naturalized citizens, ad-
mits ofno justification. Mostly poor and ignorant, dependent upon their
labor for their d.ailf bread, honest themselves and di to believe others
honest, they were induced to surrender their papers when told that all papers
issued hy these courts in 1865 were invalid.

All these cases had arisen ont of the fact that during the year 1868
many naturalization papers had been issued which were informal, the
recipients of which in most cases, as the report says, were pert'ectls
honest and sincere. These were the men that Davenport practie
upon, and the report goes on to say:

They gigned a deposition prepared beforehand, mostly in print, to escape the
arrest referred Lo in the notice of the district attorney and sent to them by Dav-

en
go:&mm belleving their papersto be valid, and whose papers were in fact val

knowing that Davenport had persistently and continuously for years
and seized the false and fraundulent papers, knowing that each year when there
was a Congressional election they had been uhal]enfed and questioned by the
uu?erﬂlor under Mr, Davenport’s direction as to all the factsn to the

idity of their papers, and having answered the questions satisfactorily, and
sworn in their votes, did not believe these threats of arrest were intended for
them, and when dragged from the polls and denled the right to vote, ther first
realized the power of the chief supervisor of elections.

Then the report goes on to state that in the case of Coleman, which
was a test case, Judge Blatchford discharged Coleman npon the ground
that he had been guilfy of no offense whatever. Here is the statement
as to that:

J Blatchfi th: clusi f his opinion in the Coleman 3

B e e
Even if there were such a defect in the record of the su court as to make
the certificate given to him one that was unlawfully issued or made, he was
not guilty of an offense under section 5426 unless, when he used the certificats,
he knew that it was unlawfully issued or made.”

Thus the court in a test case pronounced innocent the men who had
been imprisoned by hundreds. This was Mr. Davenport’s work.

[Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I hope weshall now proceed with the
consideration of the bill.

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. A single moment before the read-
ing of the bill is resumed.

the resnlt was that Mr. Davenport was exonerated by the evidence of | 10

men like William C. Whitney before a Democratic House of Repre-
sentatives. Yet now, at this late day, we hear gentlemen from other
States, the gentleman from New Jersey—New Jersey, a State one city
of which has become famous of late because of its scandals against the
election laws—coming in here and hurling anathemas against John I,
Davenport.

You come here now, gentlemen, and make these general ch
You did not have the courage to go before the grand jury orgx.niﬂ?n
that Democratic city twenty years ago; then why bring the matter up
here now? Can not yon present any other issue to the people of this
country? Are you without issues? Are you withont alpolicy? Can
you not bring in anything except the name of John I, Davenport,
coupling it at this late day with the false charge that theseveral thou-
sand naturalization papers which he seized were valid, and that the
men who held them were legal voters, when it has been acknowledged
here broadly, not to-day, but within a few weeks, that those same men
have not been able to vote from that day to this because their natu-
ralization papers were taken from them?

If those naturalization papers were correct and valid, why did not
you proceed in the courts? Why did you leave those six or seven
thousand voters out of the count when New York was so close year
after year and when your only hope of the Presidency depended upon
securing the vote of that State? Areyousocowardly, are youso with-
out resources, do you nnderstand so little of the laws and processes of
the courts of the country that yon could not avail yourselves of those
thousands of votes which yon claimed were legal through all those
years when yon were struggling in the State of New York to get her
electoral vote as your only means of capturing the Presidency ?

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The suavity of Davenport de-

terred them.
. Mr. PAYNE. Did John I. Davenport prevent you from doing this?
‘Was he such a giant that he could defy the whole national Democratic
party and prevent you from taking means to secure those votes and
that power which yon sought so eagerly? [Applause on the Repub-
lican side. ]

Mr. HERBERT. Mr, Chairman, the gentleman from New York
[Mr. PAY~E] seems to be a little out in his facts. I understand him
to say that Mr. Davenport was fully vindicated by a report made bya
committee of which Mr. Cox was chairman, a committee appointed by
& Democratic House. The only report that I know anything about in
relation to what are called the Davenport frauds in the city of New
York I now hold in my hand. That report was made by Mr. Lynde,

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. I believe only formal amendments
are pending.

The CHATRMAN.
withdrawn.

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I renew the pro forma amend-
ment: to strike out the last word. I find in volume 23 of the Cox-
GRESSIONAL RECORD, being the last volume of the second session of
the Forty-fourth Congress, these words:

Whatever may be said about the United States law as to elections or thelr
supervision by United States authority ; whatever may be said as to the right
of a State to ate in all ways such elections, this must be said, that the ad-
ministration of the law by Commissioners Davenport, Muirhead, and Allen, the
United States functionaries and their subordinates, was eminently just and wise
and conducive to a fair public expression in a Presidential year of unusual ex-
citement and great temptation. The testimony of Mr. Daven the United
States Commissioner for the Southern district of New York, is a remarkable
statement, which the committee would adopt as the basis of their report as to
the three cities.

L - - - - - -

The committee would commend to other portions of the country and to other
citles this remarkable system developed through the ageney of both local and
Federal authorities acting in harmony for an honest purpose. Inno portion of
the world and inno era of time, where there has been an expression of the popu-
lar will through the forms of law, has there ever been a more complete and
thorough illustration of republican institutions, Whatever may have been the
previous habit or conduct of elections in those cilies or howsoever they may
conduct themselves in the future, this election of 1876 will stand as a monument
?{ what good ht;ai ho‘nast v:nldfesvor.llegal forms, and just authority may do for

@ protection of the electoral franchise.

From the moment the supervisors are appoinied, from the moment that the
lists are purged, from the moment that the applications are examined to the
very last return of the popular expression, this election shows the mas-
telz of prudence. For this due eredit should be given to men of bhoth es,
an u{xﬁaﬂy to the corporation counsel, Mr. Whitney, and Uni States

rvisors. 3 p
r. Commissioner Davenport had maps of every house and bullding in the
city. These maps were corrected y every thirty days. Yoo can not

The formal amendments will be considered as

build & wing to your house, or change its number, or add to its stories or rooms,
or change the cter or quality of the dwelling wir.l.loi‘l_t its being reg'htero:i

by the supervisor. All the doubtful or suspected or bad are registered
and known. When these changes nre made that fact is brought to the atten-
tion of the functionaries in charge of the trust, and all trouble appeased andall
wrong rectified.

That is the language of the report of the committee appointed to in-
vestigate alleged frands in the cities of New York, Jersey City, Brook-
lIyn, and Philadelphia; and it is signed by S. S. Cox (chairman), A.V,
Rice, and A. M. Waddell.

Mr. HERBERT. What is the date in that report?

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Eighteen hundred and eighty-
seven,
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Mr. HERBERT. The report to which I have referred was made in
1879. When additional facts had come tolight and additional wrongs
had been done, this report from which I have read was made, and it
stands uncontradicted. There is no minority report.

Mr. MILLIKEN. But the report just quoted by the gentleman
from New Jersey [Mr. BucHANAX] says that Mr. Davenport was

ht.

Mr. HERBERT. That is no answer to what I have read, becanse
he had not been found out at that time, What the gentleman from
New Jersey read does not tend in the least to show that the report I
have read is not true.

Mr. McADOO. I hold in my hand the report made in 1879 by a
committee composed of Mr. Lynde, Mr. FORNEY, and Mr. FRYE (now
one of the Senators from the State of Maine), the committee having
been directed ‘‘to investigate the charges against Commissioner John
1. Davenport in his capacity as chief supervisor of elections.'’ Mr.
FRrYE made no minority report, so that this stands as the report of the
whole committee. It concludes as follows:

These are the evils which demand aremedy. Mr. Davenport holds his oftice
by appointment from thﬂiud.ge of the cireuit court of the United States for the
d cireuit., He is no bject to impeach t or removal by Congress,

The only way he can be reached, if the circuit court should see fit to ti
him in lgd office, is by a rtlpesl of the law creating the office. Your committee
believe that the power conferred upon the supervisors of election, as it has been
in the city of New York, is destructive of the rights of the citizen and,
instead of promoting purity of elections, has been made use of by partisans for
purely n purposes; and they therefore recommend the repeal of all laws
suthorizing the appointment of supervisors or chief supervisors of elections;

also, all laws authorizing special marshals of elections.

Mr. MILLIKEN. I wish to ask the gentleman whether Mr, FRYE
igned that Ir)%agxt
. McA . I do not know whether he signed it or not.
Mr, MILLIKEN., Why then do you assume that Mr. FRYE con-
curred in the report, if his name is not signed to it?
Mr. McADOO. For this reason: The report begins in this way:
'I."hnt’.auu‘l:bc'm:m:ll:l:lll.t.tmlh consisting of Mr. Lynde, Mr. FoRSEY, and Mr. FRYE,

roceeded Lo the city of New York and took Buch testimony as was offered on
guhalf of thehm‘onm ; also the testimony of Mr. Davenport, and such
it as he

ol

rialists
; all of which Lias been printed by order of the House,

The report then proceeds without any reservation on the part of Mr.
FrYE, and so far as I know withount there being anything on record to
show that he dissented. If he did, I would be glad to state it.

Mr. MILLIKEN. If the gentleman will allow me, ‘‘so far as he
knows "’ is a distance that I do not know anything about.

Mr. TURNER, of New York. It goes beyond you.

Mr. MILLIKEN. ButI do not think the gentleman is warranted
in stating that Mr. FRYE can be included as indorsing the report when
it is not signed by him. I know Mr. FrYE very well and have known
him for a good many years, and I know that he is accustomed to put-
ting his signature to what he believes, and if he indorsed or agreed to
the report he wonld have signed it.

Mr, McADOO. Thereare no namessigned tothe reportatall. Itwas
just like the reports of committees that come to this Hounse. What I
say is that there is no minority report.

Mr. MILLIKEN. Bat you have no knowledge that Mr. FRYE ap-

proved it?
It is more than likely that Mr, FrRYE did not.

W

Mr. DINGLEY.
Very probably he did not see it or he would have dissented.

Mr. McADOO. I was myself surprised, I will state candidly to the
gentleman, to find that Mr. FRYE, a strong partisan, did not dissent,
and is not on record as dissenting to the report. Because I agree that
the probabilities are that he would have dissented from the report.
But there is no evidence, I say, that he dissented, and there is no mi-
nority report.

Mr, HOPKINS. There is no evidence that he ever saw the report
or that he took any part in the investigations of the committee.

Mr. McADOO. Nothing more than it is stated in the report that
Mr. FORNEY, Mr. Lynde, and Mr. FRYE were a committee.

Mr. MILLIKEN. Iam very sure that Mr. FRYE never agreed to
that report.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. Mr. Chairman, I think now we have
!:lz:d ;gﬁrds enough and scolding enough, and I hope we will go on with

e Dill.

The CHATIRMAN. It may not perhaps be improper for the Chair
to suggest that the bill under consideration relates to deficiencies in
appropriations rather than in political parties,

Mr, McMILLIN., But the committee is talking of a deficiency in
common honesty in elections.

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to state in justice to Mr.
FryE, who was on the committee that investigated the Davenport
matter, that while he intended to write a minority report it was too
late. We were just about to adjourn and he did not do it. We did
not get through with our report nnlil just before Congress adjourned,
and though it was hisintention to submit a minority report he had no
opportunity to do so.

Mr. DINGLEY. But he dissented from the views of the majority,
as I understand ?

Mr. FORNEY.. I do not think he ever read the report.
isﬂla[t‘li.. MILLIKEN. Now, I hope my friend from New Jermsey is sat-

Mr. HERBERT. But this report, this last report, is a complete an-
swer to the other report referred to by the gentleman from New Jersey,
which was made before additional facts came to light. 2

Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, thatis the oiinion of the gentleman, and
the House can take it for what it is worth.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next paragraph.

The Clerk read as follows:

For the ent of al deputy marshals at Con onal elections, bein
SR ot Sae SRS TR e ot Congrsonalcection,blog

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr, Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment to
the text of the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

Adaq, after line 8, 53, ‘““to pay the widow of TemF Elliott, late deputy
United States ma in Oklahoma, the sum of §300, in full for his services as
%;suty marshal during the opening of Oklahoma, Indian Territory, in the year

Mr. MoMILLIN. I reserve the point of order, Mr. Chairman, as
the chairman of the committee does not seem disposed to do it.

Mr. SPRINGER. This amendment——

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. If the gentleman will allow me 1 will
state that the information the gentleman from Illinois has farnished
to me in regard to the matter is sufficient, in my judgment, if it had
been before the committee at the time the bill was prepared, to have
induced them to incorporate this item in the bill.

Mr. SPRINGER. The Secretary of the Treasury, in Executive Doc-
ument No. 224, transmitted this claim to the Speaker of the House of
Representatives among other expenses of the Department of Justice,
and recommended its payment, as the gentleman will see by reference
to the executive document named.

The CHAIRMAN, What date?

Mr. SPRINGER. Februnary, 1890.

. The claim is transmitted amongst others nnder the following head-
ing:

I have the honor to transmit herewith for the information of Congress a com-
munication of the Attorney-General of the 17th i t, submitting estimates of
iia‘:l‘lr:taneial in certain appropriations for the Department of Justice, as fol-

(e} B

Then follow ‘‘ miscellaneous expenses,”” ‘‘contingent expenses,’”
and so on, and for the payment of the special deputy marshal whose
name is incorporated in the amendment. I will state that I had some
knowledge of this case from the fact that the gentleman mentioned
here, and now deceased, was formerly the sheriff of the county in
which I live; and a more honorable, faithful public servant never was
employed in the Government service.

Mr. HENDERSON, ofIowa. ILet us have a vote.

Mr. MOMILLIN. Before that I wish to inquire of the genileman
from Illinois whether this is the regular sum or salary that is paid in

such cases, the per diem amount under the general law,
Mr. SPRINGER. It is the amount recommended by the Attorney-
Genes

ral.

Mr. McMILLIN. That is not what I want to get at; but what the
general law is.

Mr. SPRINGER. If he had been employed in attendance on the
court this wonld be the amount, but he was in attendance at the land
office, It is the regular fee for attendance at counrt.

Mr. McMILLIN. How was he detailed ?

Mr. SPRINGER. By the United States marshal for the district.
When the Territory was opened there was no peace officer in the Ter-
ritory except the United States marshal, and this officer was detailed
to the land office at Oklahoma, where he remained faithfully night and
day until he contracted the disease from which he died shortly after.
This amount goes to the widow, for services her hushand rendered for
several months, at a time when it was dangerous even to life to occupy
the position he did. I know the circumstances well, and know that
no man over deserved compensation more, nor can there be a more just
and proper claim against the Government than that presented here in
behalf of his widow.

Mr. MOCMILLIN., It istheamount that the law would have allowed
to be paid if there had been no deficiency in the Treasury.

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir,

The CHAIRMAN. Is the point of order insisted upon ? A

Mr, McMILLIN, I withdraw the point of order, It seems fo
have been in pursuance of law. :

The amendment was agreed to,

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last words,
for the purpose of making an inquiry, I would like to ask the gen-
tleman from Yowa in charge of the bill [Mr. HENDERSON] whether
the amount a p;opaated in this ::hﬂl _ioverfi a]lththe claimst t!fl.ng have
been a v e proper authorities for the ent of deput

PP?; 3 888{ prope paym puty

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Yes, sir; that was covered in the par-
agraph that was just passed. The total asked for is $34,000, and it
covers all the items.

L
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Mr. TRACEY. There are alarge number of these marshals who are
not paid. In fact, I believe none of them who were employed in the
district which I have the honor to represent and in the districts sur-
rounding received any pay at all.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The whole amount is included here,
and it all goes to the (iepnty marshals for attendance upon election day.
‘We have put in every dollar of it. 2

Mr. TRACEY. I would like to occupy a few moments to reply to
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR].

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Oh, do not discuss the election law
any more.

Mr. TRACEY, The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrRosvENoR] made
a passing allusion to elections in the city of Albany. I would regret
very much to do anything that wonld further encroach upon the time
of the committee, but it appears to me it would be improper and un-
jnst to my own city not to reply in a few words. I was unable to
catch the words of the gentleman and I did not understand what his
allusion was, but I will say this, Mr. Chairman, that as far as I know
there has been no serious charge made of any extensive frauds in the
city of Albany at any time by persons having responsibility. At the
time that I was first a candidate for the Honse of Representatives a
gentleman ran upon the same ticket for the State senate in the corre-
sponding district. In oneelection district in the county, outside of the
eity, it was charged that a vote had been changed, that about 100 votes
had been taken from this young man—>Mr. Chase—who was the Demo-
¢ratic candidate for the senate, and given to Mr. Russell, the Repub-
lican candidate, and the outcome of that was that Mr. Russell obtained
the seat of the senator by a majority of 8 votes. ;

Two years afterward Mr. Chase was renominated and was elected
senator by a majority of over 3,000, In the last election, the spring
election, Mr. Manning, son of the former Secretary of the Treasury,

“pwas nominated for mayor of the city of Albany, and he carried the city

wy a majority of 7,200. It is the opinion of a great many people in
my loeality that some foolish charges which have been made, in the
same manner as the gentleman from Ohio has attempted to slur the
city of Albany, have had the effect of making the people generally in-
dignant, and that a very large number of Republicans, who do not
particularly desire to vote for Democrats, have taken to voting the
ticket for the purpose of reproving certain papers in the city which
have attempted to cast reflections upon the motivesof ourcitizens. If
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosVENOR] had made any specific
charges I wonld have been glad to attempt to disprove them, but I
think what I have said will be sufficient to indicate that I do not deem
that there is any oceasion for such charges being made.

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Where was that fraud?

Mr. GROSVENOR. In a recent case, only a year ago, in the city of
Albauvy, where by the common admission of everybody there was a fraud
as gross as any one that has ever been charged against the Democrats
in Columbus or Cincinnati. That is what 1 was saying. Now, in re-
gard to the reason why Mr. Davenport has not been indicted, was there
ever so pitiful an answer from so distingnished a man—that a United
States jndge, appointed for life, that a distingnished Democratic United
States district attorney—I do not remember who he was, but Mr. Cleve-
land did not appoint a one-horse lawyer to be district attorney for the
city of New York—with all that retinue of assistant district attorneys,
with the machinery of the juriesso thoroughly in the hands of the Dem-
ocratic party that you fought against a change of it, and are proclaim-
ing throughount the United States to-day that you are being despoiled
?f your rights to have an honest jury by a change in our’ election

aw—

Mr. McADOO.
ment ?

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir.

Mr. McADOO. When the Democratic Administration came into
power and appointed the district attomeg for New York, whom the

‘gentleman states was a Democrat, the oifenses charged against Mr,
Davenport were outlawed. It was beyond the powerof that Demo-
eratic judge, who was appointed, as my friend states, to assist the
judge of the city of New York, to go back beyond the statute of limi-
tations.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then Mr. Davenport had been an honest man
for the preceding six years. That is more than we can say of some.

Mr. McADOO. He isa diplomatic man, and I presume that di-
plomacy may sometimes be a kind of honesty.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Butthegentleman from New Jerseyoughtnot to
take such a position as that, with such men as Fellows and Dorsheimer

Will the gentleman yield to me for a state-

in the office of the district court, with the United States marshal in’

their own hands, with the whole machinery of the municipal govern-
ment of New York in their hands, and a Democrat sitting upon the
bench of the circuit court.

The gentleman from Georgia I am bound to recognize as having
made a correct statement. I do not understand what the relative
jurisdiction between these two judges is. But I wish to say that it is
impossible to believe that the charges against Davenport are true. I
do not mean to say that the gentleman from New Jersey does not be-

X XI—516

lieve this outery from the State of New York, but it is impossible to
believe that he was guilty or he would have been prosecuted. He is
a United States officer, but a United States officer may violate the laws
of the State in which he is operating, and I know of noshield of pro-
tection, because he is a United States officer, thrown over him, if in
the discharge of his duty he has done thinys that o te asa fraud on
the elective franchise or on the ballot-box, with which he is operating
the State election, and the charges against him ean not have been true or
it would have resulted in his being prosecuted.

I ask the gentleman from New Jersey to say whether there was ever
an attempt made before a United States jury to indict John 1. Daven-
port for frauds at elections ? I want to ask if any charges have been
made involving this man?

Now, Mr. Chairman, replying to the peremptory demand of the gen-
tleman from New York that I explain my reference to more recent
charges of frauds in elections in New York, I desire to say: What-
ever I did say—it was only an allusion—was made upon a statement
made to me a moment before by a Representative on this floor from the
Stateof New York. I made no specific charge, referring only to the
current rumorin regard to fraud in a certain election in the city of Al-
bany. I know nothing about it myself. I did not make any charge
of my own knowledge or upon my own responsibility. :

Before the revision and extension in the RECORD of these remarks,
the following appeared in the New York Tribune of Angust 8 and is
adopted as a part ot my remarks: -

THE LODGE BILL IN ALBANY—WHAT A FEDERAL ELECTION LAW WOULD DO
AMID SCENES OF FRAUD—GROSS DISHONESTY IN ELECTIONE AT THE CAPITAL
CITY OF NEW YORK WOULD NOT BE SO FEEQUENTLY SUCCESSFUL AR NOW—A
RECORD OF VIOLENCE AND THEFT.

[From a special eorrespondent of the Tribune.]

3 ALBAXNY, August 6,

The Federal election bill is ported with upanimity by the Republicans of
this, the capital of the State, Accustomed as l.heir have been to secing their
candidates for Congressmen and their State candidates defeated by frauds at
the polls, they would welcome gladly Federal supervision of elections. And no
voters are more gurprised than they are that Mugwump voters, afler loudly de-
manding the e of the Saxton ballot-reform bill by the Republican Legis-
lature, should now, the Legislature having passed that bill, oppose the
of an act by the Republican Congress which is a necessary su::glemenl- to :ﬁa
Saxton act, In their eyes this inconsistent attitude taken by the Mugwumps
can be explained only on the supposition that they fear, if a Federal election
lnw is passed, that a large proportion of the Democratic éotllg\mmmn from the
;So;lltg \;?‘Ll} be succeeded by Republicansand free trade with England postponed

ndefinitely.

A resident of Albany, who is especially qualified to speak upon the question
whether or not the Federal election bill should be d, ex d his opini
of it ay. This gentleman wasa Andrew S. Draper, State superintendent of
public instruction. Mr. Draper for several years was an assemblyman from
this county and then he was elected chairman of the execcutive commitiee of the
Republican State commitice. He held that important office duaring the Presi-
dential election of 1884,

“The Federal election law,' said Mr. Draper, ‘' is not a sectionnl measure. It
is not a Southern bill. It is as much needed in the North as in the South. We
have our Ku-Klux and White [ ues, although cleverly disguised, at the
North as well as the South., Here in the North, in Albany, vour Democratic
bull-dozer doesn’t carry a shotgun, it is true, but he has the invaluable aid of
the police. Lastfall & squad of police from this city, headed by a sergeant of
police, was sent outside the city limits two miles to the town of Whatervliet,
where it drove the Republican inspectors of election from the polls in the elev-
enth precinet, and also every Republican voter. When the returns from that
‘ﬂmim‘t were counted that night is it any wonder that somehow or other the

epublican candidatea were declared to have received a remarkably small
number of votes? The Republican candidate for supervisor in that ward was
reporied on the official returns to have received only 87 votes, but sul uently
217 Republican voters came before the grand }urﬁ&nd swore that they had voted
for him. And thatis an example of the frauds by which the Democratic party
for many years has elected its Congr b

PEMOCEBATIC FRAUDS IN 1888,
The Democratic frauds were Bochlly prominent in the last Presidential elec-

tion. Thus in 1884 the vote of Albany County was as given below :

Cleveland e T R T e 18, 344

Blaine - 17,698
Cleveland’s majority..comee coeess 646

clu ltSSS the Democrats, by their frauds, made the following record in Albany
ounty :

Cleveland Sakianay ab saashl sadihsen s b S 21,087
Harri 3 H 19,363
Cleveland’s majority......ceviineeiinns w1, 678

Here was an increase of over 1,000 majority. The population of Albany had

ined almost stati v the last ten 3, as is proved by the election re-
turns. There was no good reason for such an increase in the Democratic ma-
jori? of the county.

**That majority against Harrison,"” said James W. Bentley, former collector
of internal revenue, ‘was brought about by the repeating of the D a
by their voting upen the names of dead men and absentees, and by false count-
ing. In such a city as this, with the police surportlng the Democratic i
ors in their wrong-doing, the support of the United States authorities is naoecan'{
to secure the Republican minority their rights and protection from fraud.
knew of a case in this city where the Rev. Mr, Alderman, a well known man
and a man of middle Was perso a boy of eighteen or nineteen

rs of age, who the Democratic ticket. The D tic inspect
new Alﬁermau as well as I did, but they let the boy vote for him against our
protests.

The Democrats have been as successful in stealing the seats in Ooum from
thisdistrict as they have been in hing up D tie vote for ident.
This district was carried by the Rapubllfmn candidate for Congreas, Dr. Swin-
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" burne, in 1884; bub twice since by their frauds the Democrats haye won it.
Here is the record of the last three Congressional elections:

1884, | 1886, | 1888,
Repuhblican vote 5 weees| 10,780 | 18,885 | 18,988
D tiovote 17,286 | 16,552 | 21,204

W
ETEALING ELECTIONS FOR TWENTY YEARS.

“The Democracy of Albapy has been stealing elections in this city and county
for the last twenty years,” said George N. Southwick, editor of the Albany
Journal, to-day; “*and this county needs a Federal election law equally as
much as Yazoo County, Mississippl, or Conway County, Arkansas, Idonot
Bouth for my arguments in favor of the proposed election law; I find them in
abundance here in Albany."

Mr. Southwick recalled various Demoeratic thefls in this cily and county,
including two mayorships, one seat in Congress, three seats in the assembly,
and a score of minor offices, He pointed out that in 18572 Edmund L. Judson
was elected mayorof Albany and countedout. Daniel Manning at that time was
boss of the loeal Demoeracy. The contest was close, owing to a third candi-
date in the field, Thomas MeCarty, an Independent Democrat. 'When the other
districts had returned their votes and George H. Thacher, the mquhr Demo-
cratic candidate, was known to be defeated, the order was given * to do busi-
ness' in the southern district of the Fourth ward. The polling place was in
the South Ferry slip, on the river front. The lights were extinguished and a
“fixed " ballot-box was substituted for the one that had been in use through the
day. Atthat time all three inspectors of election in the district were o-
crats, the insp-ctors being elected, and the job was easily done, Mr. Thacher
being declared elected by a pluralitv of 201, Mr. Judson eontested the elec-
tion and afier a long str le was awarded the seat. Although the crime
was legally proven by a poll of the voters of the district, the inspectors were
not prosecuted.

In 1576, Terenee Quinn, a leading Democratic brewer, was * elected ’ to Con-
gress ffom Albanz unty by glaring frauds in the Eighth ward of this city.

On election night, when word was sent to this notorious ward that a certain
m-g;:rit.y wis necessary, the boxes were stuffed, and Hamilton Harris, the Re-

ublican candidate, was counted out. Mr. Harris t d the election by

inging the oﬂendlng inspectors of the Eighth ward before the United Slates
circuit court. The erime was proven to have been sufficient to elect Mr. Har-
ris, but the offending inspectors could not be held ﬁ:ﬂlt}'_ The Forty-fifth Con-
Was tie, and, although Mr. Harris had proven his case in the
Enited States court, he eonld not sscure justice at the ;m.nds of a Democratic
majority of the House. Not only were the offending inspectors not punished,
but the ringleaders were liberally rewarded.

AT THE MERCY OF JURY-FIXERS,

Two years Iater occurred the ease of Kirtland, Républican, againat Dillon,
Democrat, in the Ninth ward of this city. Dillon was declared elected alder-
man, but Kirtland made a contest in the courtsand was awarded the seat on the
decision of a jury of twelve men eom‘l)umd of both Democrats and Republicans,
No prosecution followed. Judge Theodore M. Westbrook, of Kingston, a
Democrat, judge of the supreme court, ealled the crime to the attention of every
grand jury during his term of office, but, although the erime had been proven,
monviutiun was ever made; I.ho:}uriea were at the merey of the jury-fixers

AS DOW.

In 1578 Michael N. Nolan, the partner of Terence Quinn in the brewing busi-
ness, was countéed in as mayor of the city. The successful candidate really was
Nelson H. Chase, who ran as a * Workingman's " candidate against Nolan and
William A. Young, Republican. The frauds at thiselection were Lthe most glar-
ing ever perpet In most of the election districts along the river front a
Iarge portion of the votes cast for Chase were credited to Nolan. At this time
Nolan had succeeded to the sole ownership of the beer business formerly con-
ducted by Terence Quinn, and the excise commissioners, the police, and the
entire municipal machinery were used to advance the beer business of the

or. Those who refused to sell his red-hooped beer were subjected to perse-
cution for the neglect. Naturally, Nolan was a candidate for re-election. This
time, however, he was opposed by Dr. John Swinburne, *'the fighting doctor,”"
a veteran of the rebellion and A man of fearless temperament, Swinburne's
i d and one kind of a professional nature had made him invincible
among the poor classes; and at the mayoralty election of 1832, when Swin-
burne was a candidate against Nolan, the same district of the Fourth ward, the
gouthern, that red in the m?orn.lt. contest of 1872, was used by Boss
Manning Lo count out Swinburne and count in Nolan. “The fighting doector,”
however, invoked the aid of the courts; and a legnl canvass of the voters of the
southern district of the Fourth ward proved Swinburne to have been elected,
Before the decision of the courts was announced Nolan surrendered his office
to Dr. Swinburne, who thereby secured the office to which he was elected.

In 1855 Daniel Manning went to Washington as Secretary of the Treasury, and
was succeeded as Democratie leader here by D. Cady Herrick, aleading lawyer.
Mr. Herrick's talent for rolling up Democratic votes was first displayed start-
lingly in 1887, when Henry Hussell, Republican, was pitted against Norton
Chase, Democrat. Mr, Russell was a ng business man, of wide popularity.
On the night of election Mr, Herrick and his followers believed Chase elected.
Until now the secret of the delusion has never been revealed. 1t was due, how-
ever, to the failure of the Democratie caleulators to include the town of Guilder-
land in their estimates, The boss and his lieutenants went to bed on that
November night in 1887 believing Chise elected, while the omitted town of
Guilderiand had given Mr, Russell over 300 plurality. Theyawoke in the morn-
ing filled with dismay. But, true to instinct, the Democraticleaders sent trusty

agents northward into the town of Watervliet on d Iacuverl.nE their error. The
Republican i ctor was met, and an attempt was made to bribe him. It was
unsuccessful.

Then an attel%p'l. was made to produce s second set of returns
from the eleventh district, Watervliet. In Judge John C. Nott, of Albany,
however, the Republicans found an honest Demoerat; and this county judge
compelled the Demoeratic board of supervisors to count the original returns
from the eleventh district, Watervliet, and declare Mr. Russell elected by the
narrow plurality of 8 in a poll of 37,000 votes,

FRAUD COMMITTED BY THE POLICE,

In April, 1839, there was the erowning outrage of the present Democratic rule
of the county. Democratic control of the board of supervisors was threatened
by Demoeratic dissension in the northern portion of the county,caused by a

uarrel between Mr. Herrick and Edward Murphy, jr., of Troy, chairman of the

mocratic Stale committee. On elect le peace and quiet ruigz‘wd
at the polling-place of the eleventh district of Watervlist, s of Albany
city jee alighted from an Albany-West Troy horse-car, and, rushing up to
the polling-pluce, surrounded it and proceeded to eject the hepnbllmn in-
, poll clerk, and watcher, leaving the Democratic electio to count

e votes. On the p t that viol and disorder were threatened, the
Democratic under-sheriff of the county had sworn in the city police as a posse,
and the police had gone 2 miles north of the city limits to commit this piece

of frand. On the returns from this district the Republican candidate for super-
visor waas credited with only 87 votes, although 217 voters of the district after-
ward appearcd before the grand jury and swore that they had voted for him,
The Democratic inspectors were indicted and went'through the faree of a trial,
but were, of course, necl]um.ad: the jury disagreed.-

In November, 1589, the usual tactics were employed to *‘elect’’ Norton Chase
Siate senator. Fraund ran riot allday long. G of repeaters from New York
and Troy “worked " the entire river front, p:-:ls:g from one polling-place to
another, and voling the names given them by the Dem ward lisuten-
ants. In the eastern district of the Sixth ward 40 votes were cast on names
that were not registered, and fully 150 on the registered names of dead men,
mythical men, and non-residents. In the two districts of the Fourth ward 150
fraudulent voles weraogollod: in the southern district of the Seventh ward
fully 100, The cheap lodging housesand the **dives " swarmed wilh the agents
of frand, the scum of humanity that had been gathered in from the highways
and byways for election-day purposes, Decent men on coming to the polling-

laces found that their names had been voted on by repeaters. Double ballots

roned together were used generally by the Demoeratic workers. Every vile
practice known to the Democratiesufira rs was used to swell the fraud-
ulent vote that was rolled up for Norton Chase. In the northern part of the
eounty, through the notorious orchard district of Cohoes and the village of
West Troy, the Democratic methods were identical with those employed in this
cily., George H. Treadwell, the Republican candidate for senator, s substantial
bukiness man, & veteran of the rebellion, and ex-depariment commander of
the Grand Army of the Republic of New York, was the ular Bepublican
against whom t 0ss frauds were directed. To-day Mr. dwell stands
as a contestant awaiting the award of his long-delayed rights at the hands of the
State senate. How grossly he was cheated and the Republican party cheated
is made evident by & comparison of the vote for senator in 1857 and 1880 :

Party. 1887, | 1889,
Republican : S N 17,010 | 15,939
D 17,002 | 19,000

Such a disparity of orities is the result of Democratic frauds,

At this same election, the fourth assembly district of the county, William
B. Le Roy, of Cohoes, Republican candidate for the assembly,was counted out by
the frauds directed against Mr. Treadwell and himself, 1 C. Gillice was
awarded the seat; but after a thorough investigation of the case Gillice was ex-
pelled from the assembly and Lo Roy seated. Fully 500 fraudulent D ti
votes were cast at that end of the county.

REPUBLICANS UNABLE TO FPREVENT FRAUD,

At the municipal election of last spring the Republicans made only a nomi-
nal contest, realizing how useless it was to waste time and effort. There was
no restraint whatever on the vile creatures of the Democratic machine. Re-
peaters would east fraudulent votes, and turn round again and vote two or
three times without obstruction, while the police laughed or indulged in pro-
fanity when asked to make arrests, Fully 2,500 fraudulent votes were cast for
James H. Manning, the Democratic candidate,

It will doubtless sirike the average reader of the Tribune as strange,” said
Mr. Southwick, * that the Republicans have been unable to prevent or check
fraud in Albany County. Buatwhat could be done? In Democratic election
districts the two Democraticinspectors would continue to copy names from one
vear's poll list to next year's registry, Men might die or remove from the dis-
tricts, but the Democralic inspectors would not erase their names from the reg-
istry roll. Furthermore, at the last sitting of the board of registration in the
districts, on the last Friday night before election, hundreds of frnudulent names
wonld be added. This allowed only Saturday and Monday before election in
which to canvass the districis and to bring legal proceeding to Em‘ge the regis-
tration rolls, It has been a physical impossibility to secure an honest istra-
tion. Asasupreme court judge in this judicial district said to me, ‘ Under ex-
isting law an honest registration can not be had in the city of Albsny.”

“Things are somewhat different now, however, under the new law of last
winter, b{ which the New York-Brookl{n system of personal and annual reg-
istration is extended to all the cities of the State, with the last day of registra-
tion ten days prior to election day. Having filled the roll with bogus names,
repeaters voled on them on election day. When challenged, the vagabonds
swore in their votes; and demands for their arrest simply provoked laughter,
scorn, or profgnity from the police, who, like the inspectors, are subject to the
orders of the Democratio boss, Republicans have never been in a position to
reciprocate, because, even if there had been a disposition to commit frand, it
would h.lr%va been found impossible; the police immediately would have been
defenders of the purity of the ballot-box.

**Only in Congressional elections, when we have had United States marshals,
has there been anything like honest electionsin thiscity and county, Aswarm
of marshals, prepared to use force if n . would be highly conducive to
honest elections hereabouts, Not only Republicans, but thousands of decent
Democrats in this county are anxious for the passage of the Lodge-Rowell bill
or a similar e in the int t of electoral h ty and purity."”

Now, will the gentleman allow me to say one word in conclusion,
which I ounght to say for the benefit of the distinguished gentleman
from New York who came here yesterday and whose presence was very
pleasant to me? When I recalled his handsome face and connected it
after long study with the name of a member of this House whom I
had known in other days, I thought to myself that he had probably
come here to perform some great act of statesmanship, his last act
having been, as I recollect, to oppose the election law, and he had gone
in despair of his liberties. I presumed he had come here to meet the
wave of destruction of human liberty from the Senate, when it should
roll over here with an amended election bill; but after awhile I list-
ened, and by mere accident I heard a bill read which he was promoting,

| by unanimous consent, pertaining to conferring some special rights

upon a street-railroad corporation of the city of New York, and I list-
ened further,and behold ! the gentleman from New York [Mr. FLowgR]
was advocating that bill, and secured its passage, and my mind was re-
lieved.

Then I nnderstood why he was back here, and whyafterso long a time
he had visited the glimpses of the Hall in which he had won honorable
and deserved distinction, and none the less was glad to see him. I
was especially relieved from the fear that his presence foreboded some

great act of real statesmanship.
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Ho far as my supposed premeditated attack upon the Speaker is con-
cerned, I want to say to the gentleman that had I loaded my guns for
the Speaker I should have loaded them with a charge resembling an
ordinary bear charge. I should have loaded for big game, and had I
found no necessity for their use Eshould hardly have discharged them

.into the ranks in which the gentleman from New York stood at the
time referred to by him. I always try to ar e my ammunition in
regard to the importance of the game for which it is intended.

A MEeMpBER. Foraker! [Laughter.,]

Mr. GROSVENOR. Exactly. In such a case a bear charge would
have been a proper one for him., [Laughter.]

Mr. FLOWER. How are you fixed for your Congressional nomina-
tion ?

Mr, GROSVENOR. The trouble is that the gentleman can not look
beyond a personal matter. Isuppose my renomination probably stands
about where the aspirations of the gentleman from New York for the
governorship of New York stand. [Laughter. ]

Mr. FLOWER. I hope you will get there.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Orabout the size of his development in Chicago
was some years ago in the race for President.

Mr. FLOWER. Itwill besomewhatlonesomeif you do not gef here,
and I hope yon will.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Thank you; but I think we have had enough
about this. Now, one word further. I have never indicated a pur-

of attacking the Speaker. That is mere idle rumor, arising from
a misunderstanding as to a ruling of the Speaker, or rather a ruling I
had understood he would make. T had suggested that I proposed to
make a point of order and to discuss that question of order with the
Speaker, as an honest man with views of his rights always may properly
do in a body like this. I learned upon inquiry that I was totally mis-
informed as to the probable ruling of the Speaker and that we exactly
agreed upon the matter so far as the rules go. It had arisen upon a
construction of one of the rules of the House, or rather it was likely to
so arise, and so there was no need of discussion. I am sorry on ac-
count of the disappointment it seems to have been to my friend from
New York, but I am clear that the Speaker has a just and nnanswer-
able view of the rules, and I have no controversy with and only admi-
ration for the Speaker,

Mr. Chairman, the demand for honest elections is one which will
never cease until frands upon the elective franchise cease. The shame-
less ery that we have passed a ‘‘force bill”’ will not answer the de-
mands of the hour. The law-abiding, honest people of the country,
North and South, will not longer, without protest and action, consent
that their voice at the ballot-box shall be stifled by frand. Attacksupon
citizens, official or private, will not stifle the demand for honest elec-
tions. The Republican party promised to set these wrongs right.
They carried the country on this issne in 1888, It is the shibboleth
of American honor and American liberty, It is the watck-word of
the conservative men of all parties. But it is the key-note of ithe Re-
publican party, and ‘‘ By this sign we shall conquer.”’

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment will be considered as
withdrawn.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, before we pass to the next sec-
tion I would like to ask my friend from Iowa in charge of the bill how
a deficiency in the fees and expenses for these marshals arose?

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. The answeris simply this, that there
was not a sufficient appropriation made by the last Congress.

Mr. PETERS, If the gentleman will allow me, I will state, in ad-
dition to that, that it is almost impossible to make a correct estimate
as to what will be necessary to pay these marshals, because that largely
depends upon the number of witnesses to be summoned, mileage, and
attendance, ete. Bo that it has heen the custom under all administra-
tions for the Department of Justice to make a rough estimate, as the
estimates can not be accurately made.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Then there were no unusual number of mar-
shals appointed and employed ?

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Iwill state that these estimates were
putin by yourownadministration. They were for $140,000 or $150, 000.
One hundred and twenty-four thousand dollars is all that was given,
and the deficiency comes simply because enough was not appropriated.
If you want to strike this out you will strike at the estimates made
by your own party.

Mr. CUMMINGS. My reason for asking——

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, we have Ymed two
paragraphs beyond that, and I hope that the gentleman will not take
up more time. .

Mr. CUMMINGS. Then I move to strike out the last word.

My reason for asking the question was this, because at the election
specified by my friend from New York [Mr, PAYNE] some time ago
there were an unusual number of United States marshals employed by

_ Davenport, commissioner in New York City. Itis true that in 1868
- some clerk in an obscure court in the city of New York issued frandu-
lent naturalization certificates, It was npon the discovery of the
issue of these fradulent eertificates that the pretense for the employment
of an extra force of marshals was based, and I wish to tell the House
hbow they were employed. The supervisor of elections assumed that

every Democrat who appeared at the polls with a certificate dated in
1868 carried a frandulent certificate. The man was arrested and im-
prisonad by these marshals, his certificate was taken from him, and
in most cases never returned to him. But if he was a Republican vot-
ing npon a certificate issued in 1868 he was permitted to vote withouf
interruption, All certificates issued in 1868 were regarded as frandu-
lent if held by men who voted the Democratie ticket. :

Mr. KERE, of JTowa. Will the gentleman yield for a question ?

Mr. CUMMINGS, I will,

Mr. KERR, of IJowa. Did not the courts retain certified copies of
the certificates?

Mr. CUMMINGS. Theydid; but whether there was a certified copy
in the court or not the man was arrested.

Mr. McMILLIN, Ifhe wasa Democrat.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Yes. Andin one case, if I remember aright,

the records were destroyed by fire; in another case they bad disap-

Now, Mr. Chairman, my friend from New Jersey [AMr. McADoo
in speaking of Mr. Davenport called him a Talleyrand and assum
that the Republican party ran him. That is a mistake. Mr, Daven-
port is not a Talleyrand. He is a better if not a brighter man than
Talleyrand was. He rans the Republican party. The proof that he
does it is the Federal election bill which pmeg this House. Every
section of that bill was drawn up by Mr. Davenport, except the jury
section. This section at first allowed the clerk ot the court to select
the juries,. My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BUCKALEW] secured
the passage of an amendment which knocked out this section, and Mr,
Davenport was again taken into conference by the gentlemen who were
manipulating the bill. He drew the jury clanse as it stands to-day,
providing for three commissioners.

If any further proof is needed that Mr. Davenport is running the
Republican party, and not the Republican party running Mr. Daven-
port, it has been furnished by the fact, which has not been denied, and
which has been published to the world repeatedly, that Mr. Daven-
port for days was closeted with the distingnished Senator from Massa-
chusetts [ Mr. HoAr] in an effort to perfect his imperfect bill. Talley-
rand never did as sharp work as Mr. Davenport.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

The Clerk read as follows: '

For payment of special deputy marshals at Congressional elections, being a
deficiency for the fiscal year 1888, $34,745, %% S

Mr. ROGERS. I move to strike out the last word. I ask theatten~
tion of the gentleman from Towa. I understood him to state a momen$
ago that the last Congress did not give the full amount of the estimates
for witness fees.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Jowa. For the fees of deputy marshals at
elections. That was the question raised by the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Cummings]. The appropriation was $§124,000, and, accord-
ing to my recollection, the amount asked for was $145,000 or $150,000.

Mr. ROGERS., What I wanted to know was whether it was nob
stated, and whether in point of fact it is not true, that the last Congress
gave the full amount of the estimates of the Department of Justice for
all these purposes.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. For United States court expenses and
everything of that kind it did, but not for these special deputies,

Mr. SAYERS, I will state for the information of the gentleman
from Arkansas that, if I remember correctly, the Committes on Appro-
priations of the last Congress recommended and the House passed all

appropriations that were estimated for by the Department of Justicein

regard to the administration of the courts. This particular item for
the payment of deputy United States marshals for services at the elec-
tion was passed, I believe, and we declined to recommend the appro-

priation of the full amount asked for because we had no accurate infor-

mation as to what amonnt was needed to pay the actual expenditures,
For that reason we just gave them $124,000 as a lump sum, not under-
taking to appropriate the full or the exact amount. I believe that an
officer of the Department of Justice who was before the committee
stated th:l: he had]dnt‘:)e poeitiv::;formatio?h to give us nsr t&:ha exach
amount that wou requi to e expenses o epu’
United States marshals at the electiog:y e

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Does thatexplain why it is that
the marshals appointed in 18383 in the New Jersey district have not
got their pay yet?

Mr. BAYERS. No, sir; it does not, and I have never been asked
to explain that.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. It comes in this deficiency bill.

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Iknow; butitshould have come

in last year's deficiency bill. :

Mr. SAYERS. I think I can state as a positive fact that the Com-
mittee on Appropriationsin the last Congress recommended to the House
to appropriate to the very last cent every item that was recommended
by the Department of Justice for the payment of expenses incurred in
the administration of the court.

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I do know that the figures from
New Jersey were forwarded more than a year ago, and that the ap-
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Eropri.ation was not made last year. Why it was not made I do not

now, but these men have not got their money yet.

Mr. SAYERS. We can not help that.

Mr. VAUX. What services did these men render?

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Some good; some very little.
They were appointed by Democratic officials,

Mr. VAUX. ‘But what services did they render? It makes no dif-
ference who appointed them; the guestion is what services they ren-
dered.

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Some good; some very little.

Mr. VAUX., Then whyshould they be paid? We heara great deal
abount the deficiencies, but very little abont the services rendered.

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. They are constituents of mine;
they were appointed regularly; they gave their time and they onght
to have their pay. .

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. I will say that there are a number
of instances where the appropriations were not as large as the amount
asked for. In regard to these witness fees and deputy marshals’ fees,
I think the whole amount asked for was appropriated, but weall know
that the estimates were uotoriously too low, and I think the gentle-
man from Arkansas knows that fact.

Mr. ROGERS. I was going to ask the gentleman from Towa [Mr.
HENDERSON ] what was the difference between the recommendations
and the appropriation for special deputy marshals in the last Congress.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I have not at hand a statement of
the appropriations of the last Congress in detail, but on this special
item the amount given in the deficiency bill was §124,000. I under-
stand that is the total amount that was given for that purpoese.

Mr. ROGERS.
propriating ?

Mr, HENDERSON, of Jowa. Thirty-four thousand dollars.

Mr. ROGERS. So you spent $124,000, and there isa deficit of $34,-
0002

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. Yes. That deficit is distributed in
this way: Massachusetts, $6,530; Michigan, §180; New Jersey, $14,-
105; New York, $13,460; Tennessee, $305; West Virginia, $165; mak-
ing a total of $34,740.

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Everydollar of that amount for
New Jersey belonged to 1888 and not 1889,

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, Itis all for 1888,

The Clerk read as follows:

Fees of witnesses: For fees of wilnesses, United States courts, being for de-
fieleneies on account of fiscal years, as follows:

For 1890, $100,000,

For 1888, §1,356.87; in all, $101,356.57,

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out
the last word. T take this opportunity to advert somewhat briefly to
the would-be funny speech of the very grave and reverend gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. GRosVENOR]. He has attempted to create a little
merriment at the expense of my colleagne [Mr, FLowEgg], and has
complained of his two weeks or more of absence from the House.
Now, I am sure that, much as the House appreciates the services of the
distingnished gentleman from Ohio, we of New York would gladly
give him two weeks’ leave of absence to visit our great State and onr
various great cities so that he might know even a little bit abont the
subject befors he should rise here again and venture to talk glibly
abont alleged frands there; for instance, a fraud which he says was
committed in the city of Albany, but a fraud which I believe never
existed except in the imagination of the distingnished gentleman from
Ohio.

But, sir, I was more amused at his attempt to create a saint and a
great man out of John I. Davenport. Great, indeed, he may be, since
he seems to have bestridden the Republican party and rides that sorry
uasg'v;ith searcely a kick, [Cries of **Oh!”’ **Oh!”* on the Republican
side.

Great, indeed, I say, since he wrote the bill that is now known as
‘*the Lodge bill."”” It is unfortunate that the great litférateur from the

eat State of Massachusetts could not have gotten through his copy-
right bill, and then poor Davenport would not have been cheated ont
of the credit which it seems rightly belongs to him, Great, indeed, he
is when he succeeds in whipping into line the representatives of the
great Republican party, first coaching the House of Representatives
and now coaching the Senate.

- My friend and colleaguefrom that portion of the State of New York
known to the inhabitants of New York City as the “ hay-seed’’ por-
tion—that part of the State which sends its senators and representa-
tives to Albany year after year to shackle and fetter our great city,
and for the same reason that it is attacked on this floor, because it is a
Democratic city—my colleague [ Mr. PAYNE] comes in here, and, lift-
ing np his hands in holy horror, expresses his amazement that the
great Democratic party has no other issue than John I. Davenport.
Well, we might be excnsed for making him an issue, since, as I say,
he rides this sorry nag, the Republican party, all spavined and ring-
boned as it is, without kick or protest.

My colleague wonders that we go back to a period eighteen years
ago, and says that we might as well go back to the time of Henry

And what is the deficit for which you are now ap-

Clay. I can mnot go back as far as that; but we are justified in going
back seventeen or eighteen years to show the character of this gentle-
men whom we are now asked to receive as a saint. Why, sir, we are
only fourteen years from the time of those sconndrels in Louisiana who
counted out Samuel J. Tilden; and we may expect the gentlemen on
the other side in two or three years more to come in here with apolo-
gies for their returning-boards, and, lifting up their hands, thank God
that they saved the country, just as they now tell us that John I.
Davenport has preserved the purity of elections.

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Will not the gentleman tell us some-
thing about the ‘* cipher dispatches?'’

Mr. TURNER, of New York. In his own time the gentleman can
tell the Honse what he knows about *‘ ciphers’’—a subject with which
I think he may possibly be familiar, since he represents nothing at all,
[Laughter. ]

But, Mr. Chairman, at the time this Congressional report was made,
scorching this man Davenport as he deserved to be scorched, holding
him up to the execration and contempt of every honest American citi-
zen, why did not some of his friends rise then and defend this apostle
of purity, this maligned and traduced reformer, this citizen withont
an address, this man who has # home, this political vagrant and
tramp—

A MEMBER on the Republican side. Can not you think of some-
thing else? g

Mr. TURNER, of New York., Yes, I can think of the position of
you gentlemen who sit there and smile, treating this thing as if it
were funny—— :

Mr. MILLIKEN, It is fanny.

Mr. TURNER, of New York. It would be remarkable as well as
funny if any gentleman on your side had any other excuse to urge for
the disgraceful conduct proved upon Mr. Davenport years ago than the
suggestion that he was not prosecuted and convicted as a criminal in
the courts, My friend from Ohio over there could tell the House
something about the attempt to convict Republican scoundrels under
a Republican Administration. It seems to be thonght remarkable that
these poor citizens of foreign birth did not subject themselves to the
trouble and expense of a prosscution against Mr. Davenport.

Why, sir, I recall the fact that there was a great Republican states-

man—another of your men with a halo of purity and glory about his
head—who was accused of having stolen while treasurer of a great
State. The charge was made in the public journals of my city day
after day, yet no one has heard of any suit for the recovery of da:
Is that the test you apply? Youn have not been able with all the
power of the Federal machinery to convict your own oftenders, and you
have not attempted it. Yetnow you come in here and, although these
humble citizens of New York were discharged in the courts as guilt-
less, yon undertake to brand them over and over again as felons, be-
cause they did not institute a legal proceeding for

[Here the hammer fell. |

Mr. CANNON. Mr, Chairman, a single word. I never saw John
I. Davenport, but I am satisfied that he is big enough maun, when
charged with the execution of the law, to execute it so far asitisin his
power. I am satisfied that he is big enough to stand asa target forthe
various gentlemen from New York to rail at and try to make some rep-
utation amongst their people at home in the absence of anything else
to find ground for complaint or make capital out of.

Mr, TURNER, of New York. If the gentleman from Illinois will
let us consider these labor bills I will try to make some reputation at
home at his expense. P

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with a good deal o1
interest to this discussion. I have listened to this debate on both sides
of the House, and I feel proud that I livein New York. The morethe
debate goes on the prouder I feel. I live in that part of the State
which is sometimes called the ‘*hayseed’’ part, ly by some of
the Democrats. I recollect when Judge Davis, then in the city of New
York, was retained as counsel to assist in the trial of some such men
as William M. Tweed and others of the *‘ring,’’ that prominent Demo-
crats then called him a ‘“hayseed > judge. But I did not rise to
speak of that.

I say that I am proud that I live in a State like the State of New
York. I am proud of the city of New York. I am proud of her Rep-
resentatives in Congress. [Laughter and applanse.]

A MeMBER. Especially yourself.

Mr. SAWYER. And I wish to ask this committee when, since the
days of Clay and Webster, have we had such an exhibition; when have
we heard such®thrilling language, or have we been permitted to wit-
nesssuch moving, heart- rending displays of vociferous eloguence as have
just been exhibited by the gentleman from New York? [Laughter,]

Mr. McMILLIN. You mean the one now on the floor?

Mr. SAWYER. I could not help recalling in this connection the
language of a man in our town, when speaking of a similar display,
how he said, " The gentleman soared into the allogaskine regions.”
[Great langhter and applause. ] ’

1say, then, I am proud of New York, sir. Iam proud that the Dem-
ocratic party of that State can send such brilliant tatives here
to soar in that way. And although the Democrats of New York have
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done things for which they should be censured, when they send such
orators and statesmen here they more than atone for the sins they have.
committed. That is all I wanted to say. [Laughter. ]

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next paragraph of the

bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

Tees of clerks : For fees of clerks of United States courts, being for deflciencies
on account of fiscal years, as follows: ]

For 1890, 845,000 ;

For 1889, §38,219.79;

For 1888, §7,073.26; in all, $90,203,05.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Jowa. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment
I send to the desk, to come in on page 55, after line 18.

The Clerk read as follows:

{n!;:;;nf United States commissioners: For fees of United States commis-
pioners and justices of the peace acting as such commissioners, being for defi-
ciencies on account of fiscal years,as follows:

“ For 1500, $45,000; 1880, §23,975.96; 1888, §1,975.17; in all, §70,951.13."

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. This, Mr. Chairman, is in regard to
the fees of United States commissioners, I will say that for some rea-
son the amount did not come down in the regular Book of Estimates,
and was sent in a supplemental estimate atter-the bill was made up
and reported. 1ence the committes acted upon it afterwards, and
now report it favorably as an amendment to the bill.

Mr. HERBERT. I move to strike out the last word.

The CHATRMAN. There is an amendment pending.

Mr. HERBERT. Then I rise to oppose the amendment.

There has been a great deal said here this afternoon and heretofore
about John I. Davenport. He has become in some sense a national
issue; and in view of the fact that it seems to be admitted that he is
the author of the famous election bill which recently the House
it is very important that the country should have before it all the in-
formation possible in relation to this gentleman.

I do not desire 1o do him any injustice. I wish to give him the full
benefit of what Mr. Whitney and Mr, Cox said about him; but all that
was in 1877. Still, it was Democratic testimony, and the friends of
Mr. Davenport have made the most of it.

Now I read, in the remarks I submitted some moments ago, from a
report which was made since these statements of Messrs, Whitney and
Cox, which were made in 1877. The Lynde report I read trom was
made in 1879.

Mr. Lynde, of Wisconsin, was a gentleman of great ability and one
of the most conscientions lawyers that ever sat on this floor. The
statements of the report were fully concarred in by my colleague [Mr.
ForNEY], and every gentleman here knows his high character. It
was based on evidence taken long after the statements of Messrs, Cox
and Whitney were made, and now, in order that the public may have
before it an opportunity of judging all about this gentleman, who is
before the country as the author of the election bill, I ask consent to
append to my remarks and as a part of them the report in full by Mr.
Lynde, and I hope there will be no objection to the request.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unanimous
consent to print as part of his remarks the report fo which he has re-
ferred. Is there objection?

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey.
length of it.

Mr. HERBERT. It is only five or six pages long.
made after all these other things occurred.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection ?

Mr. KERR, of Towa. I object.

Mr. HERBERT. I hope the gentleman will not object, because it
is the last official report relating to the conduct of Mr. Davenport.
The character of Mr. Davenport has been brought in issne here fre-
quently. The public onght to know the facts about him, and if the
gentleman wants the truth to go before the country 1 hope he will not
object.

Mr. KERR, of Towa. The gentleman has stated that the report of
Mr. FrYE, who would have made a minority report if he could, was
ruled out.

Mr. HERBERT. I admit that no minority report was made.

Mr. KERR, of Towa. Now, if that could be allowed to come in I
would be willing that the whole shounld go together.

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. FRYE can make his report at the other end
of the Capitol.

Mr. MILLIKEN. In the first place, if my friend will allow me, it
was stated, not exactly that Mr. FRYE signed the majority report, but
that the report was made by the committee, including Mr. I'rRYE.

Mr. HERBERT. Well, that has been corrected.

Mr, MILLIKEN. And that was continued to be reasserted by the
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McADoo] until the gentleman on
the other side of the House [Mr. ForNEY], who knew the fact, had
the courtesy to get up and state that he knew that Mr. FRYE intended
to submit a minority report.

Mr. HERBERT. All those facts are before the House.

Mr. MILLIKEN. Now, if we can be assured that what you are
going to print is on a little better authority than these assertions turn

1 wonld like to know about the
It was areport

out to have been, which are now known to bhe mistakes, I should be-
very glad to have it. -

Mr. HERBERT. What I wish to print is the report of the majority.
I will print it as a Democratic report. You gentlemen have time and
again quoted the statements of Mr. Cox and Mr. Whitney, Democrats.
‘What these Democrats said was in 1887. Now, I propose to ofiset all
that by putting in'the RECORD this report that was made in 1879,
upon a full, free, fair investigation, where, as I am informed, testimony
was taken that filled hundreds of pages; testimony that made an en-
tirely different case from that on which Cox and Whitney spoke; tes-
timony which must have altered their opinions if they had ever seen it.
My colleague [Mr. FORNEY] told me only a tew moments ago, not only
that he concurred in the statement of thereport, but that the conduct
of Mr. Davenport, as the testimony showed, was really outrageous. I
want the report in full to go to the country.

Mr. MILLITKEN. Imove tostrike out the last word. There seems
to have been a great mistake in regard to this report, made by the gen-
tleman from New Jersey [ Mr. McApoo], but afterward corrected by
a Democrat on your own side of the House [Mr. ForNEY], and I give
him the credit for having done it. Now, in view of that, I am not
willing to consent to have this report come in unless the minority re-
port can come in too.

Mr. HERBERT. There is no minority report.
can find one he can put it in.

Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, I want to know what the other side have
to say about it. Now, the gentleman says we have taken Democratic
authority. We do sometimes take it, not very often, to be sure, but
in quoting Democratic authority in this House we certainly have quoted
as respectable Demoerats as the country has produced when we quoted
William C. Whitney and the gentleman whom we all delighted fo
gotéorcin this House, and the absence of whom we lament to-day, Hon.

. i3 LOX.

But has it ever occurred to the gentleman that in attacking John I
Davenport, both to-day and herctofore, he stands in the position of
resisting the enforcement of law? He seems to be afraid of the law,
Wedo not careanything about John I, Davenport in my State of Maine,
You may appoint a Democratic official if yon want to, and give him
all the anthority John I. Davenport has, and we in Maine are not afraid
of him, becanse we know that we have honest elections there. I do
believe that north of Mason and Dixon’sline—and I do not want to say
that in any unkind way, either—there are not many instances where
an honest voter fails to get his vote into the box if he tries to put it
there, and to have it honestly connted. ;

The men who are afraid of John 1. Davenport in the city of New
York are the men who have profited heretotore and who want to profit
now by frauds upon the ballot-box. Why, as has been said heretofore,
in 1868 it was charged by Horace Greeley, in his newspaper, and I
never heard it disputed, that Hoffman was counted in in the city of
New York by a change of 30,000 votes there. 1 know my friend from
Alabama [ Mr. HERBERT] does not want to return to those things; but
by Democratic testimony and the universal knowledge of the people
almost all over this country it is known thatsince the Federal election
law, the supervisors’ law,was passed, and since the. appointment of
John I. Davenport, you have had what is very nearly a fair electionin
the city of New York, and I am a little mite surprised to find some of
my friends who are fearful that there will besome suppression of votes
in the city of New York and in the other eities of the North.

I believe that a suppression of votes by law issomething thatshould
be deplored by every honest man and every patriot, and no less shonld
be deplored the suppression of votes by violence, which does not seem
to frighten our friends on the other side who are talking so much here
to-day about John I. Davenport. Letthegentlemen firstcast the beam
out of their own eyes and then search for the mote in our eyes, if we
have any in there.

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I move fo strike out the last word.

The CHAIRMAN. A motionis pending. The committee will please
be in order.

Mr. ROGERS. I have just received a message from my honored
friend on the otherside, Mr. HENDERsSON, of Iowa, invoking my assist-
ance for the dispatch of the public business. I have listened with grea$
patience to the discussion of affairs in New York, hut on reading the
bill I do not discover that there is anything in it about New York.

Now, I really think we ought to go to the public business. I have
spent June, July, and August in an earnest desire {o help the Speaker
of the House to get a majority of the majority on the other side here
to enable you to go on with the public business. Afier a protracted
effort I think we have succeeded in getting enough, when counted with
the Democrats, to make a quorum, and now that we have got gentle-
men here I desire that the business should be dispatched, for you will
not be able to keep them after Friday, Then they will want to go to
the seaside, to their homes, to attend to their little domestic and pri- .
vate affairs, and their fences and things of that kind, and I insist that
New York let us go on with this bill.

Mr. PETERS, New York and Maine.

Mr, ROGERS., New York and Maine.

Mr. MILLIKEN. Maine will take care of herself.

If the gentleman
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The Clerk ed to read.

Mr. ROGE The Chair will pardon me. I had not yielded
the floor, and I allow but one man fo take me off the floor of the
House.

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair desires to co-operate with the gentle-
man from Arkansas [Mr. RogERs] in dispatching publie business.

Mr, ROGERS. I was not through, and the Chair will pardon me.
I wish to ask unanimous consent for five minntes in addition to what
I have to get down to the bill. [Laughter.] Will the Chair please
put that motion that I be allowed five minutes additional ?

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I object. [Criesof *‘Oh, no!’’]

Mr. ROGERS. I will try to expedite business as well as I can.
Now, I want to ask my friend from Iowa, coming down to business,
what disposition the Committee on Appropriations proposes to make
of the claims of this poor unfortunate class of attorneys who are scat-
tered over the States known as special United States attorneys, who
had been appointed at varions periods to perform services for the Gov-
ernment, have rendered those services, and have not received their pay.
1 wish to ask why the committee have not preposed an appropriation.
I do not see any wrong in an appropriation, and I really think they
deserve some consideration at the hands of this Honse,

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. We have passed that part of the bill,
but I will answer the question of the gentleman from Arkansas, as it is
one that the House is doubtless to a considerable extent interested in.
For compensation to United States district attorneys, or special district
attorneys, or special assistants, as they are called, estimates were sent
down from the Department of Justice amounting in the aggregate to
about $94,800.

Mr. ROGERS. Running over how many years?

Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa. Running back to 1872, The docu-
ments that embraced these were nunmerous, covering hundreds of pages,
with the statements of accounts of these special attorneys. Some of
them were quite lengthy, and others were very little; but upon inves-
tigation I soon saw that it was going to be a long, tedions job for us to
enter into the details of all these claims and reach legislation that
wonld be satisfactory to the committee and possibly to the Honse; and
therefore the Committee on Appropriations concluded that the proper
course to pursue, as the money had all been covered into the Treasury,
was to recommend that these accounts be investigated by the auditing
officers of the Government. They are paid for that business, and have
the time and clerical force to aid them. They could determine whether
these expenses were legal or not. Of course in most cases it is discre-
tionary with the Attorney-General to say whether the work was legally
done. These were matters for them to determine. Therefore, on th
18th of July this letter was addressed to Mr. Miller, the Attorney-
General:

Jury 18, 1800,

Sig: Referring to your letter of the 15th instant to Hon. J. G. CAxNoN, chair-
man, ete.,and nlso to House Executive Docnoments numbered 121, 332, 414, 439 and
441, all of whhh relate to additional appm%I rintions desired hy your ‘Depnrt-
ment on of nited States attorneys and com-
m} nsation to assistants to Un!letfﬂlatel attorneys in special cases on account of
. Al rior mn which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations

ormllx Mx to say that the subcommities in charge of deficiencies,
ul'uu:r an f the d nts in question, ascertain that they cover
many cases of ﬂm emp.loimnl of attorneys extending over a period of several
ms, and that no one u the accounts seemed to have ever had the examina-
pp ting officers of the Treasury, motwithstanding
meorthema lobefurservleumndemdulonzmuim

Examination of and action upon any one of these estimates would naturally
and properly require the consideration of the whole of them, a labor which
would involve the commitiee in the exercise of functions primarlly belonging

to the accounting officers; and requiring an amount of time not now at the
committee's d
Under the circumstances the subcommittee have anthorized me to suggest
.that you cause all of the sccounts covered by the estimates submitted in the
as well as in your letter to Mr, CANNOX, to be re-
ferred to the mnalinx officers of the Treasury, and have them determi.ne and
t?pon what nmounts are due and payable nnder such estimates and o
ropriations which are exhausted or the balances of which have baen cov-
nto the su
I have the

lus fnit'tod,bc i
onor very respectfully,
; : D. B. HENDERSON,

Chairman Subcommitiee in Charge of Deficienties.
Hon. W, H. H. MiLLER, dllorney-General.
Subsequently, while we were making up the bill, we asked by tele-
to know what action he was taking, and received this telegram
m the Department:

The su ons of your letter of July 18 are satisfactory nnd now being acted
‘]:Mdmhl The accounts will be sent forward through the Treasury as promptly as
e,

So that they are now being considered by the auditing officers of the
Treasury De ent, and none of them have as yet us,

Mr. ROGERS. Why did the gentleman from Iowa postpone send-
ing these claims to the Department until the 18th of July?

. HENDERSON, of ITowa. We were considering our bill and mak-
ing it up. You must remember that this bill was only reported on the
_ 19th of July, and we were working on the bill all the time. I took
some of these reports as to special attorneys home and undertook to
give them a personal investigation with the view of explaining them
to the subcommittee.

I spent one whole night on two of these claims, so as to find the
merits out and be able to report the matter to the subcommittee. I

bjythst if they were to go into the bill it wonld take a very long
t.um lor us to consider them, and for these reasons the committee re-
solved to send them down to the Attorney-General to make an exam-
ination running back to 1872, and let them be sent to the committee,
and then the committee to put them in the bill.

I recommended that course, and we had either to do that or post-
pone the consideration of the bill until we could make ourselves au-
diting officers and go through these claims, or recommend them to be
sent where they are—to the accounting officers, who should determine
as to their merits.

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEXDERSON]
permit me to supplement his explanahun ?

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Certainl

Mr. OATES. I have been looking afber some of these claims of spe-
cial attorneys, one of them, atleast, and this morning I made a second
visit to the Treasury Department to ascertain, if I could, the condi-
tion of those clmms. I find that the Attorney-General has approved
and sent them in, they have all passed through the First Auditor’s
office, they are now in the office of the Comptroller, and most of them
have been adjusted so far as that office is concerned. But the Comp-
troller did not seem to understand that it was his duty to transmit
those claims, when passed upon, either to this House or the other
House of Congress. :

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. He certainly will understand that it
is his duty to transmit them at the first session of Congress. That is
his duty under the law.

Mr. OATES. The Comptroller did not so understand. He under-
stood the general law which required him to trapnsmit all the claims
that go properly into the deficiency bill at the beginning of a session
of Congress, but he did not understand that he was required to trans-
mit them at this time. I then called upon the Secretary himself and
he sent for Mr. Matthew, the Comptroller, but they did not seem to
understand what the precedent was in such cases. The Secretary
said, very properly, that he did not conceive it to be his business to go
around and look after these claims and volunteer to send them to Con-
gress, but that there onght to be some call npon him for them; and
there has been no call from the Committee on Appropriations for the
transmission of those claims.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No; we have made no call for the
transmission of any of these claims.

If you had, I haveno doubt you would have had them

DERSON, of Towa. Buf we would have to eall every day.
. ROGERS. To resume, Mr. Chairman—and I hope my friend
rom Ighva [Mr. HENDERSON] will be recognized and yield me his

hehas taken up mine—I will state that I went to the Depart-
of Justice this morning and found that as to a portion of these
elaims a letter had been sent by the committee to the Treasury on the
1st of August. I then came hereand madeinguiries, and followed the
matter up to the clerk of the House who has charge of executive doe--
uments, but I could find no trace of it. So these claims, many of
which are, doubtless, meritorions, and some of which I know to be
meritorions, by the action of the executive department of the Gov-
ernment and the action of the Appropriations Committee seem to have
fallen between the box and the wall, and, unless some steps are taken
torevive or resuscitate them, I suppose, ,]udgmg from the information
just given us by the gant!emn.n from Alabama [ Mr. OATES], that they
will stay there for all time. Now, I will ask my friend from Iowa the
plain question: Is it his purpose, when he gets a statement of these
claims, to take them up and pass npon them ?

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. Iam almost afraid to undertake to
answer the gentleman’s question, because he always accuses me of con-
suming his time when 1 do answer him, but I will endeavor to re
to his question in good faith. I have no doubt in my own mind tgst
both of these claims are just and ought to be paid. I know something
about the delay which usually attends the payment of the bills on the
special calendar for the United States. I have had some experiencein
that line, and have had to wait a good while myself, and I have alively
sympathy with these gentlemen. When the policy wasadopted by the
Committee on Appropriations of having these matters referred to the
auditing officers of the Treasury, of course they went out of onr hands
entirely until they should come back to us againin the regular way,

Now, there are only two ways at this stage by which they ean come
before Congress for consideration. Every oneof them that the auditors
have approved will be transmitted to us by the Secretary of the Treas-
ury at the commencement of the next session of Congress. They will
not come in before that time, unless on a call that may be made from
the Senate; but, as was said on yesterday in our discnssion here, with-
out reference to whether it is right or wrong, it is the uniform prac-
tice of the Senate, when we get the bill over there, to makea call or
a request upon the Department to send in any additional allowances
from the anditing offices of the Treasury; and every one of these claims
that is allowed when that call is made will be sent in.

I understand that some of these claims have been audited since we
made our recommendation to the Attorney-General, which he acted
upon. And here I desire to say, for the information of gentlemen of
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the House, that I talked the matter over very fully with the Attorney-
General after writing him that letter, and be thought the conrse recom-
mended was aneminently proper one to take, becanse much of this busi-
ness had occurred under preceding Attorneys-General, and he had no
knowledge of it except as it was reported to him, and therefore it was
more agreeable to him to have the auditing officers take the accounts
and audit them and pass upon them. In many instances the Depart-
ment merely transmit the accounts without knowing anything about
them except what appears on their face. But, under the system now
adopted, I think that many of them will be reached at this session of
Congress, and all of them that are deserving of payment will probably
be reached at the next session.

Mr, VAUX. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. Theamount
appropriated in this bill for this item is a total amounnt, and yet, as I
understand, the djfferent items which make up this total have not yet
been audited and found to be correct by the accounting officer.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The total amount depends upon the
amount of the items, and we are now discussing some of the items,

Mr. VAUX. Butthere cannot bea total until the items are audited
and approved.

Mr., HENDERSON, of Iowa. The total is forced by the items as
they are audited and approved.

Mr. ROGERS, Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a few observations
in this connection which I think the House ought to hear. I am not
going to say anything unkind about the Committee on Appropriations.
Prior to the Administration of President Cleveland the regular course
was to have these accounts audited by the Treasury officials and sent
to the Speaker of the House and the Presiding Officer of the Senate.
Under the Administration of Mr, Cleveland the then Comptroller of the
Treasury held that when the fund which bhad been set apart for the
employment of special counsel nnder the Attorney-General was ex-
hausted the law no longer any effect and he had no power to em-

loy counsel under such circumstances. It was an erroneous ruling,

think, with all deference to the Comptroller, but the present At-
torney-General, coming into office, has followed along in the footsteps
of his predecessor.

Now it seems we are going back to the original practice, which I
conceive to be the correct practice, of sending these claims to the Treas-
ury to be there audited and sent to Congress through the regular chan-
nels. But it is easy to see, when we listen to the kindly and gentle
remarks of my friend from JTowa [Mr. HENDERSON], that when the
next session of Congress arrives his committee not having made any
call, and the Treasury Department not thinking that they have a right
to send these claims to Congress until they are called for, that there

will be no action in these cases. They will not be reached at all in-

this Congress, and then when the next Congress comes it will be easy
to have a repetition of the same performance, and these gentlemen who
were regularly employed to perform this service under aunthority of
public law, and who for the most part have performed their services
faithfully, and earned the money which has been justly awarded to
them, may continne to wait from year to year. The result ofall this will
be, not a direct and honorable repudiation—if there can be sucha thing
as an honorable repudiation of a just obligation—but an indirect and
dishonorable repudiation of these claims.

I do think there ought to be some method by which the Government
of the United States in dealing with its citizens could be held up to a
standard of morality rising a little above that of the highwayman,

The Attorney-General had full authority of law to employ these
counsel, and heemployed them for the good of the Government. With-
out reflecting on this committee—for if previous committees had dis-
charged their duty there would be no claims of this kind beginning
with 1872—I will say that we have cases constantly occurring where a
man is employed by the Attorney-General to discharge a high public
duty, either in a civil suit for the recovery of property or in the prose-
eution of eriminals or in any other business devolving upon counsel;
and if the appropriation is exhausted before the service is finished he
is turned over to the tender mercies of the Committee on Appropria-
tions. These claims run over a period from 1872 to 1890, having re-
ceived no attention from Congress whatever; and doubtless the parties
will be told that they ought to go to the Committee on Claims. 1 do
wonder whether any man on earth wounld send a dog that he loved to
the Committee on Claims. [Laughter.]

[Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move pro forma to strike
out the last word. I regret thatthe committee did not see its way clear
to put these claims on this bill and report in favor of their payment.
I thought and still think that it would have been better for the com-
mittee to have recognized that as the law gives the Attorney-General
the power to employ these special attorneys and to settle their fees, he
stands in the same relation to these claims as the auditing officers do
in relation to other claims, and that where claims of this sort are sub-
mitted to us by the Attorney-General the committee should put them
in the deficiency bill precisely as we do various other claims. My only
reason for saying this is because I do not desire to seem by my silence
to approve this particular action of the committee. I reserved ex-
pressly the right to say that I did not concur in this action.

It has come to be the fact that in many parts of the country the
best lawyers will not accept employment from the United States,
They will not undertake the management of grave legal guestions
upon an engagement which renders their pay uncertain and gives great
opportunity for a dispute with the Attorney-General’s Department or
with the Congress of the United States. It has seemed to me best for
the interests of the country that where the Attorney-General, no mat-
ter what his polities, sees fit under the law to employ a reputable at-
torney to detend the interests of the Government, the fee of the attor-
ney thusemployed ought to be promptly settled. Such a policy would
operate as the best economy by enabling the Government to obtain
the very best skill at fair and remunerative prices. There is &
economy in being able to secure the very best service at a fair and rea~
sonable remuneration. I thing, therefore, the action of the eom-
mittee in this matter was a mistake. I am aware there are certain
reasons which made it appear best to the committee to take the course
they did. While I take my share of responsibility for the bill I do
not approve of this particular feature of it, and I desired to put that
fact on record.

Mr. McMILLIN, I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of this bill
whethe: when the committee forwarded these claims to the anditing
and controlling officers it was done with the request that the claims be
investigated and returned to the committee.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. No; that was not a part of the letter.
I do not think we said anything about returning them to the committee,
We sent them to be andited. We understood that none of these claims
had been audited. They wereold matters running back to1872. The
Attorney-General has telegraphed to us that the claims have been sub-
mitted to the anditing officers and will be promptly examined; those
officers are at work upon them, I think that some of the claims have
been already andited.

Mr. MOCMILLIN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr, OATES] says
the anditing officers seemed not to be impressed with the idea that
they were to return these claims.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The returning is done under the law
with which the gentleman from Tennessee is familiar.

Mr. McMILLIN. That is only done where the law itself requires
the anditing.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Well, there is nothing requiring the
Committee on Appropriations to make any call; we have made no calls
for any of these matters. Nearly all the calls that have been made
since my connection with the Appropriations Committee have been in
pursnance of some special resolution. But no doubt, if the Depart-
‘mentisealled npon by the committee, they will send these mattersdown.
" Mr. MCcMILLIN. But it seems to me, Mr, Chairman, that if these
things were pending before the Appropriations Committee—and I am
not criticising the action of that committee at all, or desiring to do so—
but when they were pending before that committee, it should, in the
same communication that required their investigation by the auditing
officers, have requested their return. :

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That, I will state to the gentleman,
I never thought of doing or any other member of the committee. We
did not deem it necessary, because, in the first place, we took it for
granted that whatever investigation was made wounld be reported in
proper time ; and we did not do it also becanse it was but a day or two
betore the bill was reported. However, we supposed that the claims
wonld come back in due order, after being audited.

Mr. McMILLIN. Would the gentleman from Iowa object to doing
that now ?

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It is{oolate now. If any of these
matters come back in time to be acted upon in conneetion with the
conference matters I should be very glad to take what steps can be
taken to secure their consideration.

Mr, McMILLIN, But, Mr. Chairman——

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentncky. Will the gentleman from
Tennessee allow me to interrupt him for 8 moment?

Mr. McMILLIN. Certainly.

was no eall on the gentleman from Iowa athll to write the letter he did
in regard to these matters. 1t wasdone ontofadesire to have the claims
in such condition as to justify him in putting them into the bill ac-
cording to the view had of the matter. I make this statement in jus-
tice to the gentleman himself, becanse I think it is due to him.

sent it would have been a very easy and proper thing to request their
return,

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Allow me tosay one other thing in
this connection: That not one of these claims up to this hour could be
put into an appropriation bill without being subject to the point of or-
der under the rnles of the House, for the reason that they had not been
audited, I did not want to place them in that condition. They have
not been properly before the Appropriations Committee to enable them
to be included in the appropriation hill, and when we sent them to the
Attorney-General with our suggestions, which he approved of at once,
we assumed that they would come back to us in the regular way.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentueky. Allow me to say that thers _

Mr. McMILLIN. Bub it seems to me that when the claims were -

Mr. MCMILLIN. But my friend will agree with me that the Com-

~
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‘mittes on Appropriations ean not require that to beandited and thereby
make it legal which the law itself does not require to beaudited. A re-
quest from the Committee on Appropriations that the auditing officers
invesatigate and report on certain claims does not give them any power
other than that they had before. Unless the law requires the thingto
be done the mere request would not be a sufficient warrant.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iown. No; but the law requires, where the
money has been covered into the Treasury out of which matters should
have been paid, that they must be first audited. They have not been
andited, and the moment we called the attention of the Attorney-Gen-
eral to the fact he acquiesced at once with the views of the Committee
on Appropriations and took prompt steps in the matter.

But up to this hour not a single one of these claims has been where
the Appropriations Committee could haveincluded itin a bill and sub-
mitted it to the House without being subject to the point of order under
the rules of the House.

° Mn McMILLIN. Now, it seems tome that inasmuch as the claims
came to the Ap;;ropriation Committee, presumably last year, certainly
the early part of this session, and were held until the 18th dayof July,
after the bill was made up— .

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I want to say to the gentleman just
at that point, if he will allow me to interrupt him, that they cameina
number of documents, some of them coming as late as July. Let the
gentleman be fair, as I think heintendsto be. He knows that the gen-
eral deficiency bill gathers up the residuum, so to speak, of the work
of the several Departments. It is the last appropriation bill to be re-
ported. We took the different documents as they came in and incor-
porated those which should be incorporaled.

Mr. MCMILLIN. I have no desire, certainly no intention, of criti-
cising the Committee on Appropriations—

Mr. ROGERS. Allow me just one moment. The gentleman from
Jowa, I'am sure, wants to be fair also. This report was sent by the
Secretary on the 17th day of January, and the Hounse sent it to your
committee,

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Butthatis only one; No. 121, I sup-

is the doenment you refer to.

Mr. ROGERS. That is the number.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Well. there are a large number of
them. There are certainly nine separate printed documents. I have

. been over them so much that I think I almost know their numbers and
contents by heart. They embrace a great many items, and came at
various times, some as late as July.

Mr. McMILLIN. Let me say tothe gentleman from Iowa what I
was proceeding tosay, that I have no intention, and certainly no de-
sire, to criticise the Committee on Appropriationsor to be harsh in any
stricture I may make in regard to what the committee hasor has not
done. It is acommittee, I know, that has an immense deal of work to
do. Itslabors are very considerable. But the gentleman from Iowa
will see and agree with me that great hardship comes fo these com-
plainants having these claims if they are not sent to the auditing officer
until the day r the bill is reported to Congress, and within a few
days of its passage through the House, when it is manifest it will de-

their passage. They are necessarily postponed until the next ses-
sion. That will certainly be the effect of the proceeding, whether it
was intended or not.

Mr, HENDERSON, of Towa. I think the majority of them will yet
come into this bill before it passes the two Houses. I think they will
be added in the Senate.

Mr. CANNON, I understand the gentleman from Iowa to say, and
such is the fact, that the Committee on Appropriations had no juris-
diction over these claims in the shape that they came to us. They re-
ferred them back for the action of the accounting officers, and I un-
derstand the gentleman from Iowa to say that he understands the

ice is on the Senate side that when this bill goes to them they do
what the law does not; that is, they pass a resolution and ask that
these claims may be sent up, all of them that have been audited, and
they add them by way of amendment, and then they will have a status
which up to this time they have not had.

Mr. VAUX. I would lfke to ask the gentleman, when they could
not go before the Appropriations Committee becanse of the want of
legality, why should they come into the deficiency bill when they are
not legally before the committee to which they belong, and how can
any cognizance be taken of them in this deficiency bill when they conld
not be accepted by the Appropriations Committee on the ground of a
want of legality.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. We have not iaken cognizance of
them, and they are not before the House at all. These are simply in-
quiries in regard to them by gentlemen who are interested in them to
see what is being done with them.

Mr. ROGERS. Just one word. I wish to address it to the good
sense and honest judgment of the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. HENDER-
80N], whether he does not think, in view of what has been stated by
the gentleman from Alabama, that the Treasury Department did not
think they had any business to send these here—if he does not think it
is incumbent upon him, having contributed to place these accounts

where they are, to ask the Treasury officers to send them forward to
the House.

Mr. HENDERSON, of ITowa. No, I think that would be eminently
improper. In the first place, until the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr.
OATEs] told me about one case to which he has been paym]f some at-
tention, I did not know that one of these claims had been allowed. T
presume that one or two others may be the only ones that areallowed.
Now, why should we make an exception in the case of one or two that
have been allowed when the law fixes a channel through which to
bring these to us? And if we do it in regard to these, there may he
others in the same situation to-morrow.

Every one of these claims has been presented since the committee
began the consideration of the bill. They have sent these documents
here so fast that we have had the greatest diffienlty in keeping track
of them. They waited until the bill was ready to report to the House,
until we commenced the consideration of these very amendments that
have been offered. The effort of the committee has been an honest en-
deavor to bring all these matters up to date, but with these claims in
the situation in which they are we could not attempt anything of this
sort, especially when we know that anything that is left ont in the
House can be brought in in the Senate into this very bill. I hopeI
have answered the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGERs] satisfac-

rily.

Mr. ROGERS. No, you have not; but that isall Iean expect to gef
from you, and I want to say that, while I have been disappointed in
my efforts to get my iriend from Iowa to deal with these claims in the
way I think they ought to be dealt with, I have at least some compen-
sation in having got the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] toad-
mit that the Senate has something to do with the legislative functions
of the Government. [Laughter. ] 3

Mr. OATES. I want to ask the gentleman from Iowa in charge of
the bill for an explanation of an item with reference to the payment of
United States commissioners.

Mr. PETERS, That is pending now.

Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa. We have passed thatitem.

Mr. OATES. No, it was read, and I was going to ask yon about it
when the gentleman from Arkansas got the floor.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Every one of the items relative to the
payment of United States commissioners has been ascertained and ap-
proved by the accounting officer.

Mr. OATES. You are anticipating me.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Jowa. I thought that was your question.

Mr, OATES. No; what I wish to know is, it the gentleman can in-
form me, what part ofthatitem, ifany, i3 madeof judgments recovered
by United States commissioners for their services, {

Mr, HENDERSON, of JTowa. I ean not answer as to that.

Mr. OATES. And whether any judgments are included in these

items,

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do notthink there is a judgment in
one of these items. I think these are the regular accounts sent in and
andited by the accounting officers and transmitted to us for the services
of Umited States commssioners. I donot thinkthere is a judgment in
one of the items,

Mr. OATES. Are you awareof the fact that there are a good many
judgments pending and nnsatisfied ?

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. We have had nothing of that kind
before us unless they have come from the United States courts under
the provisions of the Tucker act. We have had a large number of
those, and they are included in the bill in another place.

Mr. OATES. They are the judgments to which I refer.

Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa. They are included in the bill—every-
thing that has been certified is included.

Mr. OATES. Are they included in this particular item ?

Mr. HENDERSON, of Jowa. Thisitem does not include them. These
are the regular items of expense of United States commissioners, au-
dited by the officers and sent to us through that channel.

Mr. PETERS. For fees,

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. If there are any claims for fees of
United States commissioners in judgment they are included in the
bill under the provisions of the Tucker act, provided for later in the
bill under head of “ Judgments from United States courts,’” Now, if
the gentleman from Alabama will allow meone word further, the gen-
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGERS] is not satisfied with all that T
have said, or endeavored to say, and will not be satisfied.

I appeal to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES], having ex-
plained that it was impossible for us to put these into the bill as they
were not within the rules, to say if the very claim that he is interested
in—and I do not mean directly, but simply in his representative capa-
city—if its status to-day, not being allowed, is not the result of the
recommendations of the Appropriations Committee in an honest en-
deavor to get these bills andited. I appeal to the gentleman for an -
answer. -

Mr, OATES. I, of course, do not know what action the committee
has taken except what I have learned from the gentleman himself, and
I do not know all the reasons. They may not have fully appreciated
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the extent of these matters so as to have sent them earlier to the audit-
ing officers, but they are now rapidly being made nup. My information
was that they would be ready to be transmitted by to-day or to-mor-
row, but I presnme they came too late to be put into this bill; that is
to say, if there was any call for them, and I see no prospect of them
getting into this bill in this House.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Some of these claims did not reach
us until a few days ago.

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to know what
amendment is pending.

The CHAIRMAN. No amendment is pending.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. There isno amendment pending, and
the matter we have been discussing has been passed in the bill.
thought it was proper, however, to have it fairly discussed.

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I would liketo ingquire whether a motion that
the committee do now rise would be in order. If so, I make it.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. I hope that motion will not be made.
Let us go on a little while, until we at least finish the Department of
Justice, which will only occupy a few minutes.

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I will withdraw my#notion for three minutes.

Mr. CANNON. Who is running the bill, the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. OUTHWATITE] or the gentleman from Towa [Mr. HENDERSON] ?

Mr, OUTHWAITE. I am notattempting to run anything, sir; but
I am trying to stop this rnnning that does not amount to m:lything,
and has not for the last thirty minutes. [Laughter.]

Mr. CANNON. I hope the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Expenses of Territorial courts of Utah Territory: For de!’myil:f the contingent
expenses of the courts, including fees of the United States district attorney and
his assistants, and fees and per diems of the United States commissioners and
elerks of the court, and the fees, per diems, and traveling expenses of the United
Btates marshal for the Territory of Ul.ail with the expenses of summoning
Jjurors, subpenaing witnesses, of nrresl.ing guarding, and transporting pris-
oners, of hiring and feeding suards. and of supplying and caring for the peni-
tentiary, to be paid under the direction and approval of the Atwrney Genem!
upon accounts duly verified and certified, being for defici on of
fiscal years, as fnliows

For 1890,

For 1889, 83,836 80; in all, §11,885.80.

Mr. ROGERS. I move to strike ont the last word.

I do not want to pass this point without responding to the last obser-
vation of the gentleman from Iowa. I do not want him to understand
for a moment when I said I was not satisfied that I intended to reflect
upon him or his committee. I simply meant to say that I dissented

some views expressed by him. Forinstance, when he said he had
no jurisdiction of this question I think he was mistaken. These docu-
ments came here in the regular form from the Treasury Department
through the regnlar channels. They are sent to the House, laid before
the House by the Speaker, and-sent by him to the Committee on Appro-
priations and printed; and that is the way executive documents get
before the committee, giving them jurisdiction; and that they have it
there can be no question, I %lnk. Whether they had conformed to the
law prior to that is a thing I can not state, but they came from the
Treasury Department to Congress.

So that if the Committee on Appropriations had seen fit to do eo, I
think there is no doubt they wounld have had the right to deal with
this question. For years they have dealt with it exactly in that way.
Thronghout the Administration of Mr. Cleveland Mr. Durham held
that these claims, as I stated before, which were not paid prior to the
time the appropriation was exhausted for the fiscal year were not sub-
ject to be paid outuntil they went throngh this channel. The commit-
tee, therefore—and the Treasury Department and the Department of
Justice having acted—had the jurisdiction, and the committee might
have dealt with the claims. Again, I would be insincere—wholly in-
sincere—and I can not afford to be that, if I did not believe that there
was some suspicion that this course has been taken in order to keep
these accounts from swelling this deficiency bill. That is my judg-
ment about it.

Mr., HALL. I would like to ask the gentleman a question.

Mr. ROGERS, Certainly.

Mr. HALL. Are not these claims contained in a part of the bill
that has already been

Mr. ROGERS. Has my ﬁ'iend got a bill 2

Mr. HALL. Yes, sir.

Mr. ROGERS. Then you can read for yourself. I assume you can
read, and therefore you can inform yourself,

Mr. HALL, But you wanted to stick to the hill. You were so
anxious to go on with the consideration of the hill.

Mr. ROGERS. Idonotwantthe gentleman to interrnptme. Ashis
question was not very pertinent or polite I am disposed to treat it in
the same way. I assume the gentleman can read, and, if he can, he
can ascertain it as well as I can tell him, I will say to him that T am
looking after my own matters.

Mr. HALL. And everybody else's.

Mr. ROGERS. And I want to say another thing: I think that pos-
gibly there was another reason, and thatis a prejudice against this class
of claims together with this unfortunate state of affairs that grew ount

of the last Administration as applied to them. I do not know how it
was prior to that. It has been operated in exactly the same way and
operated as an injustice to those who had already discharged their du-
ties to the Government under existing law. In sayingthat I hope my
friend will not regard it as a reflection upon the committee, but that
is my honest belief and I can not help that. I have been sincere, I
think, in telling it.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I simply want to say in reply that it
is a matter of perfect indifference to me what the gentleman from Ar-
kansas thinks of me or our committee.

Mr. CANNON. I think it is fair to say that the committee did not
reject these claims for the reason spoken of, and not becanse it would
swell the bill. They had no place in the bill. They had not been as-
certained under the law. The law provides that they shall be ascer-
tained and certiﬁed, and under the rales of the House they can not go
in until that is done. So the only way for us to do was either to do
this or to have them rejected; and, while the gentleman is entitled to
his opinion, Ido not think that it is material to anybody else what his
opinion is.

Mr. ROGERS, That settles it. I move to strike out the last word.

Whenever the gentleman from Illinois gets up and denouncesa thing
ex cathedra, that settles it, and that is the end of it; and when he gets
up and puts on an air of wisdom and ecommences to tear his hair and
beat the air and look wise, giving the galleries a chance to look down
and admire his good looks, and so forth, and so forth, that settles i,
and nobody can say anything else. That exhansts it.

Mr. CANNON. And I hope you are exhansted, too. [Laughter.]

The Clerk proceeded to read.

_Mr. OUTHWAITE. I renew my motion that the committeedo now
Iise,

Mr. CANNON. I hope the committee will not rise.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I hope thecommitee will notdo that,
as we have been interrupted so much.

The question was put; and the Chairman announced that the noes
seemed to have it. .

Mr. ROGERS. Division.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 30, noes 52.

Mr. ROGERS. I do not think there is & quorum present.

The CHAIRMAN. On a motion that the committee rise it is nob
necessary that & quornm shonld be present. It is tantamount to a
motion to adjourn, and a quorum is not necessary on stich a motion.

Mr. BYNUM. But it does take a qnorum to do business,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the ruling has unifo
been that on a motion that the committee rise, or on a motion to
journ, the presence of & quorum is not necessary.

The Clerk read as follows:

To pay John B, Clark, Clerk of the House of Representatives of the Fiftieth
Congress, for services in compiling and arranging-for the printer and indexing
testimony used in contested-election cases as author{zed“‘im act entitled “"An
net relating to the contested elections,” approved March 2, 1587, the sum of
$1,000, and an additional sum of §1,500 ‘o such employés as were actually en-
g-nged in the work, to be designated by the said John B. Clark, and in such

:{(&E‘Jorllou as he may deem just, for assistance rendered in the work. in all,

Mr. BYNUM. I move to strike out the last word.

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. BYNUM; and the
Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have it.

Mr. BYNUM. I ask for a division.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 1, noes 34.

Mr. BYNUM. I make the point that there is no quorum present,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ascertain by count. [After count-
ing.] There are one hundred and eight members within the bar of
the House, more than a quorum; and, a majority voting against the
motion of the gentleman from ].mi:ana, it is lost.

The Clerk read as follows:

To pay to the widow of the late R, W. Townshend the amount of salary and
mileage for the unexpired term of his service as a member of the Fifty-

Congress, §10,691.46.
To pay to the widow of the late E. J. Gay the amount of sal
for I.hes;me:p!md term of his service as a member of the Fift; ;r-gm Conm,

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, it strikes me that this is pro-
ceeding further in the way of allowance for salary than has ever been
done before.

The CHAIRMAN. What motion does the gentleman submit?

Mr. KERR, of JTowa. Imovethat the amount bereduced toa year's

salary.

M?.r CANNON. Mr, Chairman, this is in exact line of precedent,
giving the full salary for the full term where the member dies after
the term of Congress begins,

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa.
the custom of the House.

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I suppose that with the whole Committee on
Appropriations and the majority of the Committee of the Whole against
me it wonld be useless to insist upon my motion.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to concur in opinion with
the gentleman from Iowa. [Laughter.]

Everything here is in accordance with
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The Clerk read as follows:
of the estate of James B,

Gage, administrator deceased,
a Representative from the Second district in the State of Nebraskain Fiftieth
Congress, in fall for the mileage of said Laird for the second session of said
Congress, $504.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. I wishto make an amendment there,
striking out the letter ** B;"’ so that the name shall read, ‘‘ James
Laird.”’

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

To pay tothe widow of James N.Burnes, a member-elect to the Fifty-first
COongress, but who dled before the time of its organization, $5,000.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. I have an amendment to offer at that
pointwhich is made necessary by the death of Mr. Walker, of Missouri.
The amendment was read, as follows:

PI'IFGNL after line 10, insert:
“To pay to the widow of James P, Walker the amount of salary and mile-
age for the l]'l:l:!'!pllbd term of his service as a member of the Fifty-first Con-

gress, §3,503,90.

Mr, KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. I suppose my motion is too late, as it ought to have been made
when the beginning of this list was reached, and I refer now to some
of the preceding items. It does not seem to me thab it is proper to
allow any man to take from theyTreasury of the United States the sum
of $10,000 for services that he never performed, and there ought to be
a reformation in this respect. The rule is that men should be paid for
service, and there should be no privileged class, whether belonging to
Congress or anywhere else, who are permitted to take money out of the
Treasury for work that they have never performed.

Mr. MILLIKEN. How can the gentleman call these men a *‘priv-
ileged class’’ when they are dead? [Laughter. ]

Mr, KERR, of Iowa. But this kind of appropriation takes money
from the Treasury and puts it into the hands of people who never
earned it, and, in my judgment, it is a violation of sound policy.

The Clerk read as follows:

To pay George A. Matthews in full for the unexpired term of the Fifty-first
Congress, for which he was elected as a Del from the Territory of Dakota,
namely, from November 2, 1850, to March 4, 1891, §6,679.70.

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike ont the last word.
I see the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. GROSVENOR ] present, and I deem
it but justice to the illustrions dead that I should read at this time a
denial made by Samuel J, Tilden of the charge which that gentleman
has incidentally referred to here against his memory to day.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com-
mittee do now rise,

Mr. McADOO. This will take but a minute.

Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa. The gentleman from New Jersey told
me it wonld take only a minute before, and it brought upon us a whole
.afternoon’s debate.

Mr. McADOO. Well, I did not take up the time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo]
is entitled to the floor.

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Now, I ask the gentleman from New Jersey
to yield to the gentleman from Towa to move that the committee rise,

Mr. McADOO. I prefer to read this now. The gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. GrROSVYENOR] is present, and I think it only a matter of
justice that Mr, Tilden’s denial should gointo the RECORD at this time
in reply to the matter to which the gentleman from Ohio has referred.

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from Ohio has made no issue
upon the dead, and the gentleman from New Jersey is making astraw
man for the sake of exhibiting himself as a defender of somebody that
has not been assailed.

Mr, McADOO. The REcorp will show whether the gentleman from
Ohio made any assault or not. I read:

‘We now come down to the next charge, that Governor Tilden was the asso-
ciate of William M. Tweed on a Democratic committee, that he levied a con-
tribution on Willinm M. Tweed of&".ml} and that he issued a ciroular in com-
bination with Willinm M. Tweed i d te the fraudulent electi
of o governor of the State of New York.

- - - - -

Then as to the issue of that circular, the lie has been nailed here by my col-
[Mr, Cox]. If any man doubts whether that declaration of Governor
en which had been read was published in The Even Post of the 4th of
November, 1868, the flles are accessible to them. I saw it with my own eyes;
I know it was then published. I know that not more than twenty-four hours
elapsed from the time the o was made in The Evening Post, and it was
first made in that paper, until the denial was made in the same paper. That
denial I here insert:

“*CARD FROM MR, TILDEN.

Y- To the Edilor of the Evening Post :

“Smm: My attention has been called toanarticlein ynuginumal of last even-
ing containing a circular to which my name is append I hasten to assure
you that you will not lose your reputation as crities by assuming, on internal
evidence, as you have correctly done, that no such paper was ever written,
signed, issued, or authorized by me or with any participation or knowledge
on my part. I have read it for the first time in your columns; but I have no
reason to believe that it had any such evil purpose as you suspect. For my-
self, [ refused in 1844 to sign the famous secret circular relating to Texas, which
is celebrated in the history of The Evening Post, though I might have been
templed by the illustrious associalion in which I should have found myself.

‘* Neither before that nor since have I ever been concerned in any circular
marked ‘secret,’ * confidential,’ or * private; ' norshall I be, unless I should
that device for the purpose of gelting some valuable truth, disguised

form, secured a wide publieity in The Evening Post and all the Republican news-

“Yery truly yours,
“NEw Yorx, November 4, 1868

Mr.GROSVENOR. To-morrow Ishall have published inthe RECORD
the letter of Mr. Greeley, and it will be scen that this is no reply to
that letter at all, and has nothing to do with it ‘

Mr. CANNON. What is the use of going into ancient history now?

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move that the committee rise.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentncky. Inorder that there may be
no misnnderstanding, 1 call attention to the fact that we are consider-
ing the paragraph for the payment of Mr. Matthews, Delegate.

Mr. HENDEE{SON, of Jowa. I think we have passed that.

The CHAIRMAN. No. The motion of the gentleman from New
Jersey [Mr. McApoo] was to strike out the last word, and it will be
pending when the committee resunres its session.

The motion of Mr, HENDERSON, of Jowa, was agreed to,

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed
the chair, Mr. PAYSON reported that the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the. Union had had under consideration the gen-
eral deficiency bill, and had come to no resclution thereon.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

Am from the Senate, by Mr. McCooK, its Secretary, announced
that the Senate had passed without amendment the joint resolution
(H. Res. 209) to amend the act to establish two aaditional land dis-
tricts in the State of Montana, approved April 1, 1890,

ELECTION CONTEST—GOODRICH V8. BULLOCK.

Mr., MAISH submitted the views of the minority of the Committee
on Elections upon the contested-election case of Goodrich vs. Bullock,
from the Second Congressional district of Florida; which were ordered
to be printed.

“B. J. TILDEN.

SBARATOGA MONUMENT ASSOCIATION.

Mr, SANFORD. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid-
eration of the bill (H. R.7119) to authorize the Secretary of War to loan
certain cannon to the Saratoga Monument Association.

The bill was read.

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

Mr. BYNUM. T call for the regular order.

_ Mr. McKINLEY. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his objec-

tion.

The SPEAKER. The regunlar order is demanded.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move that the House adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock -and 40
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned.

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS.

Under clanse 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

BILLS FORE THE SPECIFIC ACTION OF CONGRESS,

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a commn-
nication from the Attorney-General, recommending the payment of
certain bills amounting to $8,965.15, on file in the Department of Jus-
tice, which do not fall within any appropriation under its control—to
the Committee on Appropriations.

RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro-
duced and referred as follows:
By Mr. BINGHAM:

Resolved, That . after the rea ding of the Journal, be set aside for the con
sideration of such business as may be p ted by the O ittee on the
Office and Post-Roads ;

to the Committee on Rules.

, REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Under clanse 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows:

Mr. SNIDER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported fa-
vorably the following bills of the SBenate; which were severally referred
to the Committee of the Whole House:

A bill (8.2553) to remove the charge of desertion and of having en-
listed in the Confederate service from the records of the War Depart-
ment standing against John McFarland, and to grant him an honorable

ischarge. (Report No. 2019,)

A bill (8.2750) to remove the charge of desertion against Almon R.
Tobey. (Report No. 2020.)

A bill (8.1456) correcting the military history of David A. Park-

hurst. (Report No.2921.)

A bill (8. 1696) for the relief of Asher W, Foster. (Report No. 2922.)
A bill (8. 2597) to remove the charge of desertion from the military

record of William 8. Bennett. (Report No: 2023.)
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Mr. SNIDER also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported
with amendment the bill of the Senate (8. 2086) to correct the mili-
tary record of John Hinsman, late of Company G, Eleventh Regiment
Kentticky Cavalry, accompanied by a report (No. 2024)—to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House.

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 4730) to refund certain
import duties, accompanied by a report (No. 2025)—to the Committee
of the Whole Honse.

Mr. VAN SCHAICK, from the Committee on Pablic Buildings and
Grounds, reported favombly the bill of the Senate (8. 3034) to provide
for the pumh.mle of asite and the erection of a public building thereon
at Muskegon, in the State of Michigan, accompanied by a report (No.
2926)—to the Committee of the Whole House on thestate of the Union.

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re-
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R.11625) for the relief of
Gertrude A. Leftwich, widow of John W. Leftwich, accompanied by a
report (No. 2927)—to the Committee of the Whole H_nuse.

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were intro-
duced, severally read twice, and referred as follows:

By Mr. LEE (by request): A bill (H. R. 11668) to create additional
associate justices of the supreme court of the District of Columbia and
to increase the salaries of the justices of said conrt—to the Comlnlttee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R.11667) anthorizing
the constrnction of a bridge over the Tennessee River at or near De-
posit, Marshall County, Alabama, and for other purposes—to the Com-
mittee on Commerce.

PRIVATPE BILLS, ETC.

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

By Mr. DORSEY: A hill (H. R. 11668) granting an increase of pen-
sion to Manford Mott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr, EVANS: A bill (H. R. 11669) for the relief of Andrew N,
Hope, late of Company A, Second Tennessee Infantry Volunteers—to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R, 11670) for the relief of Lydia A. Newby, of Daisy,
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 11671) granting a pension to Mary Hol-
lis—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R.11672) to amend the military record of Samuel
Racey—to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R.11673) for the relief of Milton Shoot-
man—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R.11674) granting a pension to Ellen Miles
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RAINES: A bill 'H. R. 11675) to increase the penaionofﬁyl-
vester C. Hill—to the Committee on Invalld Pensions.

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R.11676) to pension
William Boss—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, abill (H. R.11677) for the relief of Beverly Jones—to the Com-
mittee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R.11678) for the relief of Sarah Page—to the Com-
mittee on War Claims,

By Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 11679) for the re-
lief of Samuel Lemons—to the Committee on War Claims,

PETITIONS, ETC.

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

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers to accompany House bill 10029, for there-
lief of Francis Speckert—to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, paper to accompany House bill 1323, for relief of George B.
Coyle—to the Committee on. War Claims.

Also, papers to accompany House bill 1295, granting an increase of
pension to Mrs. Margaret J Lovel—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Also, papers to accompany House bill 11300, granting an increase of
pmsion to Augnst Stein—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, paper to accompany House bill 11623, to increase the pension of
Henry G. Marshall—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. ENLOE: Papers and petition on claim of John L. Taylor, of
Madison County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of citizens of Paola, Kans;, for legisla-
tion that will regulate the sale of intoxicants—to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. GEAR: Affidavit of Elizabeth C. McCarty, in case of Cathe-
rine Willis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HAYNES: Resolutions of the Butchers’ Protective Associa-
tion No. 4, of Toledo, Ohio, in fayvor of the Conger lard bill—to the
Committee on Agricnlture.

Also, resolutions of the same association in favor of the Butterworth
option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Proof in behalf of L. 8. Go'bnrn, of
Clarksville, W. Va.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of O. P. Cobb and others, praying com-
pensation for corn and oats furnished the United States on oral and
written contracts—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. PERKINS: Resolution of citizens of Las Vegas, N. Mex,
favoring the passage of the Perkins bill providing for a common-school
system in New Mexico—to the Committee on the Territories,

Also, petition of Jose Montoya and 100 others, residents of New
Mexico, for same purpose—to the Committee gn the Territories.

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition on claim of R, W. Griggsby for
the estate of William Griggsby, late of Giles County, Tennessee—to the
Committee on War Claims.

Also, petition of R. A. Guthrie, of Tennessee, on claim for property
taken by the United States Army during the late war—to the Commit-
tee on War Claims.

Also, petition of Jesse Taylor, of Tennessee, on claim for &aperty
taken by the United States Army during the late war—tothe
tee on War Claims.

Also, petition of W, H.-Baker and 23 others, of Hickman County,-
Tennessee, asking passage of House hill 7162—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

SENATE.,
THURSDAY, August 7, 1890,

The Sepate met at 10 o’clock a. m.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLER, D. D.

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I suggest that it is very evident
there is not a quorum present.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll.

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered -
to their names:

Bate, Edmunds, Hoar, Sanders,
Berry, Evarts, Iogalls, Bawyer,
Cameron, Faulkner, MePherson, Sherman,
¥, Gorman, Mitchell, Spooner,
Cullom, Hale, organ, Squire,
Dav Hampton, Paddock, Turple,
Dixon, Ha Plumb, Vest,
Dolph, Hiscock., Power, w:.u:m,u.

Mr. CULLOM. My colleagne [Mr. FARWELL] is detained from the
Henate by illness.
The roll-call shows that thirty-two

The PRESIDENT pro tempore,
Senators are present.

Mr. PADDOCK. My colleague [Mr. MANDERSON] is detained on
official business in the Execntive Departments.

Mr. EDMUNDS. A quorum has not appeared, I believe.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum has not appeared.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to
request the attendance of absent Senators,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves
that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the attendance of ab-
sent Senators.

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Secretary will furnish the Ser-
geant-at-Arms witha list of absent Senators; who is hereby directed to
request their attendance.

Mr. ALDRICH; Mr. REAGAN, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. WiLsox of Iowa
entered the Chamber and answered to their names.

Mr. FAULKNER. [desire tostate that my colleagne [Mr. KENNAT'
is detained from the Senate by reason of sickness.

After a little delay, Mr. BARBOUR, Mr. COCKRELL, Mr. Coxg, Mr,
Dawes, Mr. FrYE, Mr. McMiLLAN, and Mr. VANCE entered the
Chamber and answered to their names.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 10 o'clock and 19 minutes a. m.).
Forty-three Senators having responded, a quorum is present. §
further proceedings under the call be dispensed with ?

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that the business can proeeed, as this is
only a request to absent Senators to come in. We shall meed them
presently. I think it is perfectly right to goon with the reading of the
Journal, and let gentlemen be invited to come in. )

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 1f there be no objection, a quorum
being present, the Journal of the proceedings of yesterday will be read
by the Secretary.

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

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. A

The bill (H. R. 11491) for the relief of Charles F. Bowers was read
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs.

EVELYN W, MILES.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The following bill of the Senate
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